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On Thursday, July 29, a " teach- in " , or a National 

Forum on Vie tnam, was held at Monash University. The 
f o rum began at 3.15 p.m. and ended after midnight . It was 

organised by a combined commit tee of representatives 

f r om the Monash University Polit ical Science Association, 

the Monash Liberal Club, the Monash Labor Club, the Mon
ash D.L.P. c lub, and the Monash S.R.C. The fo rum was spon-

sorea Dy twenty-one professors f r om both Monash and Mel

bourne Universit ies. An estimated audience of 2,000 at

tended the f o rum. 

It was a very big and an unpredictable success. It was 

a success that few could have imagined had they been in 

the same funct ions room a few months ago when Bobbie 

and Laurie made a travesty of any concept of the universi ty 

communi ty . The success of the Teach In was more than a 

st imulat ing presentation of a variety of opinions on a cur

rent issue. It was something of a demonstrat ion of what a 

modern university can be in the Austral ian communi ty . The 

sustained in formed diverse discussion which was conveyed 

to the communi ty at large was a much more graphic open

ing of the university than the idea of 'Open Day' or that of 

'University of the A i r ' which has as much to do w i th the 

university as does a cfassics comic w i th Great Expectations 
or a 'M i l l e rg ram' has to do wi th physics at the universi ty. 

Brian Abbey, one of the student chairmen reminded 

the f loor that the meeting was a fo rum and apart f r om a 

few fa i r l y fami l ia r jeers when Mr . Hasluck was speaking, 

it was just this. And f r om three in the afternoon t i l l after 

eleven at night the concentrat ion and the tension was re

markable. The audience was clearly wor thy of the speakers 

and made the doubts that none wou ld come which some 

held seem rather strange and un r ta l . Because they came 

and they stayed and there were st i l l people arguing at 2 a.m. 

The student image captured by the television cameras, 

an image which has been seen in every state of Austral ia by 

th is, must have done a great deal to cancel the fami l ia r 

not ion of the f lour bomb throwing rabbjt held by too many 

people. Clearly the Teach in is the most obvious and ap

propr iate Mason between the university and the communi ty . 

Monash has found a voice and a language that can 

bridge the gap between the l ibrary and the suburbs where 

the people who pay for the universi ty l ive. The humanities 

became a l i t t le more real and the universi ty became a l i t t le 

more significant on Thursday. The impl icat ions of this 

demonstrat ion must not be forgot ten. 
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lot's wife 
The Vietnam Forum has come, impressed and been 

tucked away. Daily newspapers carr ied reports that were 
r iddled w i th personal slants, and some chose to smell a 
pol i t ical rat. What has been achieved? Two thousand 
students had the chance to hear the cases of half a dozen 
author i t ies. Obviously in a sense every commentator is self-
styled, and this explains the strange fact that a group of men 
of presumably above-average intell igence presented such 
a varied tale, each one convincing in some ways, each 
man convinced in his own story. What do these men 
contain that drives them to different conclusions? The 
env i ronmenta l , hereditary aspects of their personalit ies 
might be wor th investigating — but not here. 

One conclusion can be d rawn . Whi le there may be 
crystalised convict ions that cast the rough mould of 
these men's ideas, the variegated details are so variegated 
that the " f a c t s " must be grossly contradictory. 

How much however, does it matter that one man says 
lOOO's of Nor th Vietnamese f ight in the South, and 
another says the f igure is 100? What does it mat ter when 
there is a dist inct possibi l i ty, or probabi l i ty , that by the 
t jme one fact ion gains contro l of the two areas, those 
areas w i l l be raped of their enonomlcal potent ial? The 
people w i l l be incarcerated in their impotence, surrounded 
by. f rus t ra t ion of all material or intel lectual progression. 

Indeed, not only do so many make the mistake of 
§s$uming that a regard above all for our immediate 
sanctity w i l l ensure our u l t imate safety, there are almost 
n i n e in Austral ia who are w i l l i ng to take the step of 
assessing the possibi l i t ies that face all o f mank ind , irres
pective of the outcome of a war such as that in V ie tnam. 

The " twent ie th -cen tu ry " is a dangerous te rm. The 
dimension of t ime has suddenly changed its shape. In ten 
years we may have a cure for cancer. In 20 years we 
may have a t ru ly cosmopol i tan wo r l d . It may be a wd r i d 
under capi ta l ism, it may be a wo r l d under communism, 
it may be a wo r l d struggl ing w i th itself for pol i t ical 
ascendancy, and of course, there may be no w o r l d . 

In some ways the last possibi l i ty is preferable to 
others that could be suggested. The absence of man is 
not a si tuat ion that can be evaluated comparat ively at all 
— wi thout human minds for the si tuat ion to effect, the 
s i tuat ion can hard ly be significant in a human context 
— neverethless as humans alive today, we obviously must 
str ive to avoid our personal destruct ion. The scale of 
destruct ion has now broken the bounds of our material 
existence, but that is not my point . 

It has been estimated that by 2,000 a.d. there w i l l be 
no longer a place for the human mind in the search for 
scientif ic, perhaps even art ist ic achievement. The age of 
leisure, the computer ised society. What has this to do 
w i th Vietnam? A more s t r ik ing question is, what has 
Vietnam to do w i th the next SO years? Comparat ively. 

Whi le the control lers of nations th ink in terms of 
numbers of captured weapons, the balance of the wo r l d 
power blocs, and whi le a few humanitar ians and churches 
ta lk of mass starvat ion, the question of seeing our fu tu re 
in perspective is left to the art ist and the novelist in 
par t icu lar . And even then specific studies such as George 
Orwel l 's " 1 9 8 4 " , or David Karp's " O n e " impress one as 
being possibi l i t ies only if current pol i t ical and phycho-
analytical trends were to develop in isolat ion to their most 
nasty dest inat ion. 

Whi le the socio-polit ical novelist may be read and 
discussed, the modern wr i te r generally is treated as 
somewhat of a black soul — a mysterious pessimism is 
noted, and either nodded at, or deplored. The analytical 
intellectuals have not seen, in great enough numbers, the 
impl icat ions of so much pessimism — the question of 
man's goal is ignored whi le the game of pol i t ics continues 
to be played, just as it has been since there were no plastics, 
no machine guns, no A-bombs. 

"By 1984, I would expect that the rdad system, the rail 
rail systems, and the air systems will be computer controlled 
and integrated, and that hospitals, health services, libraries, 
universities, and even theological seminaries will be using 
computers . . ." (Sir Leon Bagrit, "A Nation of Computer 
Keepers" in "The world in 1984 — Volume 2". Penguin books 
1965. Page 130:) 

"Leisure is a vacuum, a desperate state of vacancy — a 
vacancy of mind and body. It has been comandeered by the 
sociologists and the psychologists: it is a problem." (Sir 
Herbert Read, "Atrophied IVIuscles and Empty Art", page 89 
of the same book). 

Perhaps a teach-in on 1984 would be acceptable. But 
who would take notice? It seems the pace is too fast to 
take t ime off to look for the goal. 
E d i t o r s : 

Phillip Frazei-

Pate Steedman 

S u b - E d i t o r s ; John Sinclair 

S t a f f ; John Porter 

ISSUEO AT «JNASM 

LETTEKS 

Mcnah Unmmtf i 5« 
An editor is placed In a dlfFlcull position when decidine his ri.iiiht of reply tn letters. However, it 

seems fair at this stage Tor us to point out a basic Tact of newspaper life—while editors must exercise 
some form of selection of articles, their responsibility is to present a representative view. Many people 
have criticised us for failing to do this (relative to llie conscription issue, the Sir R. H. Mcnzies Issue, 
etc. etc.) — the plain facts are that in each of these cases we not only printed a representalive view, we 
printed every article received. If the result seems In any way biased, this surely reflects the opinion of 
those students interested enough to comment at all. 

It is perhaps flattering, however, to realise that so many people assume that wc WRITE the 'paper. 

Robert Gerrand 

Emoke Szendei 

Michelle WInthrop Sue McKerra 

Susan Green John Lockwood 

MARTYRED 
DARLINGS 
l>ear Sirs, 

In reference to your "con
scription" issue of Lot's Wife 
(Vol. 5, No. 7) I could write 
pages, but it scarcely warrants 
them. 

Let this sufBce —a greater 
pile of pseudo-intellectual 
crap I have yet to see in print. 
You poor martyred darlings 
of democracy — my anus 
aches for you all. 

Your description of the pic
ture on the cover as being 
"rather fanatical" makes it 
clear that you have never 
read any accounts of various 
invasions such as those of 
Hungary and Poland by the 
Germans. 

However unfashionable it 
may be, I am a nationalist (of 
the "sentimental", not the 
militant kind), who believes 
that this country of ours has 
tremendous potential. But I 
am also aware of its present 
faults. 

As a taxpayer and not a 
student, I look to the luiiver-
sities for the men to reaUse 
this potential. To rectiiiy its 
present problems, Australia 
needs men with the foresight 
and wisdom of Solomon; So 
digitus extractum. 

Yours, 
J. D. V. Puller-Jackson 

CONSCRIPT 
FIGURES 
Dear Sirs, 

Permit me to correct some 
misunderstanding that may 
have arisen from Mr. Frazer's 
article on Student Conscripts. 

The Australian on June 29 
gives the following figures for 
the nation: 

40,989 men registered 
21,777 balloted in 

133 lodged conscien
tious objections 

7,358 students and ap
prentices deferred 

Thus 14,286 men were 
available for immediate call-
up pending medical examina
tion. 

The Australian goes on — 
only 5,635 men by that time 
had been examined and 3,061 
had been found fit for all 
service duties. 

But insidiously the exam
inations proceed. Assuming 
similar standards of fitness, 
about 7,700 men will be liable 
for immediate call-up (And 
announcements that new re
cruits are still arriving at 
training centres are foiand in 
small columns tucked away 
in hidden comers of the dally 
press). 

Considering the fact that a 
second registration is under 
way, and forgetting the 27% 
temporarily unfit — these 
figures seem strange in the 
light of the statement that 
only 4,200 men would be 
conscripted for the whole of 
1965. 

RON BRUNTON 
(Arts I ) 

Dear Sir, 
Whether most of the stu

dents who attended the 
Monash Fonmi on Vietnam 
did so only because it is very 
"IN" at the moment to have 
anything to do with "Teach 
Ins", or whether, in fact, they 
were gentiinely interested in 
the topic of the Vietnam de
bate, does not detract from 
the fact tliat the whole affair 
was a profotmd success for 
the University. It was grati
fying to see that the image 
which Monash portrayed to 
the general public was a good 
one. The pressmen to whom 
I spoke were enthusiastic in 
their praise for the way in 
which the whole thing was 
conducted. If they were ex
pecting an amateur - type 
showing — they didn't get it. 

TEACH-IN 
If they were expecting a 
"Yahoo-ish" exhibition by 
students, they did not get this 
either. Perhaps it was just 
as well that the University 
displayed a portrait of re
sponsibility, lor the outside 
coverage given to this event 
was sufficiently large to at
tract the condemnation or 
the praise of the general pub
lic. The fact that it reflected 
a responsible image is a 
"feather in our cap" for, as 
you will no doubt realise, 
people outside the Univer
sity are always only too 
willing to criticise University 
students en masse for "ir
responsible behaviour", if they 
smash a piano, pack them
selves into telephone boxes 
and mini cars, have a rag, or 
march on the U.S. Embassy. 

In consequence of what I 
have said, I would like to 
congratulate the organizers of 
the Forum for doing such a 
fine job, and at the same time 
suggest that this type of ac
tivity become a feature of the 
University's effort to build an 
image of respectability, re-
sponsibiUty and maturity. 

MICHAEL WALSHE 
(Economics & Politics) 

LABOR PLOT 
Dear Sirs, 

It is witn regret that I note 
the trp.nsformation of Lot's 
Wife from an intelligent ap
praisal of student atfairs to 
another organ of the Labor 
Club. Despite its rejuvena
tion by the present editors I 
fear the criticism from those 
who personally dislike them 
has won the day. Thus I look 
forward, gloomily, to reading 
the same sort of trash in 
Lot's Wife as "Truth" chums 
out every week. However, 
may I make a last despairing 
plea that the editors forget 
Ming, Arthur and all their 
clan and return to student 
affairs? 

Yours, etc. 
TONY LEWIS 

(Law I) 
(Are yuu for real? Ed) 

S.R.C. 
SURVEY 
DEAR SIRS, — I wish to 

reply through your column to 
the SEC quetionnaire issued 
to students last week. It was 
part of a survey into the ques
tion of whether students in 
the Faculty of Arts should be 
required to study a foreign 
language. I would like to re
fer to Page 3 of this survey, 
which presented a ludicrously 
one-sided summary of argu
ments 'for' the compulsory 
study of a language. 

Certainly no one doubts the 
right of anyone to hold an 
investigation of this kind, but 
one does doubt the 'inten
tion' of those who prepared 
this particular questionnaire. 
They Include, as "a list of the 
major arguments for" the re
tention of a compulsory lan
guage: it is a traditional aca
demic requirement, which 
has a certain amount of pres
tige value and is needed to 
keep Monash University on a 
par with others: it is a rigor
ous discipline, not provided 
by secondary schools, which 
isn't compulsory anyway and 
which trains us in grammar 
and understanding other cul
tures. 

This is not an objective 
summary of the reasons why 
foreign languages are a com
pulsory study in certain 
cases. It is entirely negative. 
Without discussing at length 
the function of a university, 
we can agree that research is 
somehow vital to its exist
ence. Foreign languages are 
a necessary research tool and 
the Arts graduate in particu
lar is most likely to need one 
of the major foreign langu
ages it he is to proceed to a 
higher degree at some later 
stage. There is no necessity 
for fluency at such a point, 
but the ability to use a dic
tionary properly and to have 
some idea of the techniques 
of translation are invaluable. 
Students at Sydney Univer
sity who are majoring in Ar
chaeology, for example, must 
'major' in both French and 
CSerman, simply because this 
field is dependent on these 
languages for the bulk of re
cent research. The same ap
plies, perhaps to lesser de
gree, however, to all branches 
of knowledge. That the world 
is becoming increasingly 
more international is no 
empty phrase. Contacts with 
Europe are necessary tn this 
respect and it is frequently 
proposed now that, "one 
foreign language should be 
compulsory for matriculation 
in all faculties of Australian 
universities". (See "Research 
in Australia and Contacts 
with Europe", MUP Occa
sional Papers No. 5) 

Why else is study of a 
foreign language expected of 
science students? 

—R. F. HOLT. 

continued page 20 
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T h e Forimm 
w h i l e it i ( impossible to cover every point raised 

by every speaker at the f o r u m , this series of reports is 

an at tempt to pose the main ideas of each cont r ibuter . 

A fu l l tape-recording of the f o r u m is in the possession 

of the Monash University S.R.C. 

Speakers are reported in order of thei r appearance. 

The reports were wr i t t en by Phi l l ip Frazer and 
Peter Moylan. 

Pro fessor Hall 
As a fitting opening. Pro

fessor Hall's history of Viet
nam summary was a particu
larly successful affair. Pro
fessor Hall is Professor 
Emeritus of the School of 
Oriental and African Studies, 
London Ui^versity. 

In setting the historical 
background. The Professor 
began at the situation of one 
unitud "Vietnam" in the third 
century B.C., and traced its 
bloody and oppressed story 
up to the present day. It is 
history of invasion by China 
followed by a process of Sini-
zation, absorption of their 
culture and rejection of their 
domination. In fact it was 
not until the time of the 
Nyuyen of Hanoi in the civil 
war of 1773 that there was a 
unity of "today's" Vietnam. 

In 1802 there was a crown
ing of the king of all Vietnam, 
and following this a cultural 
and political elite was set up: 
in 1848-1883, with one ruler 
throughout, Vietnam built up 
to such a state of inherent 
superiority that the Vietnam
ese challenged Napolean III 
and so began French attacks 
on the country. 

These attacks and French 
expansion in Vietnam con
tinued till 1870-71 when the 
French held off to fight the 
Franco-Prussian war. Even
tually the Vietnamese leaders 
were overthrown and so be
gan the depression of Viet
namese culture by the French, 
leading the Nationalist fronts 
into Communist ideaology in 
the face of trench aggression. 

The advent of the Second 
world war led to a new dom
inance — Japanese occupa
tion. And it was Ho Chi Minh 
who formed the Nationalist 
movement designed to re
move the Japanese, and ironi
cally in this he was assisted 
by the United States forces. 
After the war the French re
turned to continue where they 
left off — but Ho Chi Minh 
in 1946 emerged once again 
leading a Commimist min
ority in the guerilla war par 
excellence. The Communist 
victory in the North led to the 
announcement of the North 
Vietnamese C o m m u n i s t 
Party, for what had been call
ed the Nationalist Movement. 
His government was recog
nised by the U.S.S.R. and 
China. The French, with U.S. 
assistance a t t e m p t e d to 
frighten Ho to the conference 
table, and America's John 
Foster Dulles advocated the 
dropping of an atomic bomb 
to achieve this. 

This led to the Geneva con
ference and the subsequent 
official division. 

Election were to be held 
throughout the country in 
1956. 

The South Vietnamese gov
ernment (with U.S. support) 
refused to hold these elections 
on the grounds that they (the 
particular government) had 
had nothing directly to do 
with the Conference. The 
H a n o i govenmient com
menced a plan to assist in the 
Viet Cong movement in the 
South in December, 1960, and 
the U.S. commenced military 
intervention in 1962. 

The situation, today is that 
the South contains a popula
tion that, despite attempts of 
the South and the U.S., is 50 
per cent sympathetic with the 
\?iet Cong, according to Pro
fessor Hall. 

On the other hand, despite 
the program of centralization, 
economic reform and Red 
River Delta "resettling", the 
North has suffered tremen
dous hardship in the face of 
severe drought (in 1963 sol
diers, pohce and students 
were sent into the fields to at
tempt to alleviate acute food 
lack caused by the drought). 
Also, the cessation of rice im
ports from the South has ren
dered the situation in the 
North tremendously serious. 

Professor's Hall's history 
was both informative and ab
jective. It was appreciated by 
the audience who fired a num
ber of questions, mainly seek
ing the professor's opinion as 
to the feelings of the Viet
namese people on the pros
pect of imification. Professor 
Hall believes the Vietnamese 
people (with the exception of 
the Southern peasants who 
probably do not care) do wish 
for independance above all, 
and unification. 

G e o f f r e y Fairbairn 
Second speaker of the 

afternoon was Mr. Geoffrey 
Fairbairn (lecturer in Asian 
history at the AustraUan Na
tional University), presenting 
a rather esoteric picture in 
corduroy trousers, sports 
coat, and scarlet sweat shirt. 
Somehow the red shirt seem
ed particularly incongruous 

when Mr. Fairbairn began 
his discussion. 

Mr. Fairbairn contended 
that the Viet Minh was a pro
duct of Chinese activity in the 
1940's. 

The principle aim of Mr. 
Fairbaim's argument was to 
analyse the nature of guerilla 
warfare, with particular re
ference to the situation in 
South Vietnam. He believes 
the communist system invol
ves a "boy-scout pyschology", 
ranging from techniques of 
friendly persuasion, to cut
ting throats. He applied this 
idea to the North Vietnam
ese, and traced the history of 
the North Vietnamese com
munist regime, in order to 
demonstrate that to call it a 
North Vietnamese party was 
euphemistic, and to claim the 
South's National Liberation 

Front as a spontaneous local 
organization was even more 
so. 

He pointed out that the 
North has during its history 
claimed to be a Nationalist 
liberation movement, a title 
which it dropped when its 
power was established, and 
that In 1958, the party closed 
down Hanoi University to 
prevent the holding of dis-
[Cussions similar to our teach-
in. Mr. Fairbairn suggested 
that the North's Commimist 
party which became a North 
Vietnamese party in 1949 
(having previously been the 
Communist Party of Indio-
China) controls the N.LF. in 
the south. He quoted an
nouncements made from 
Hanoi proclaiming the terri
tory of Vietnam as a central 
whole, and that to make this 
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Since the last issue of "Lot's 
Wife", we have seen several 
"break-throughs", or more 
correctly perhaps, "break
downs" in the pohcies of both 
major political parties which 
if followed through in an in
telligent manner, could have 
lasting significance on the 
Australian scene. 

First it was announced that 
the next Governor General 
was to be an Australian, a 
policy long overdue in the 
Liiberal Party. 

This is indeed a break
through by the Menzies 
government, and although 
they are to be commended, 
we are sure that Lord Casey 
was not the first choice. The 
point also arises about 
Casey's age. Is he too old for 
this job? We hope he can last 
at least a decade in the posi
tion, so as to make his influ
ence felt. 

The second "break -
through" by the government 
concerned the lifting of a ban 
on four books by the Minis
ter for Customs, Senator An
derson. We hope the Senator 
will not stop here, and will 
continue to review the books 
on the banned list. 

In response to this, the 
guardian of Victorian morals, 
Attorney-General Rylah, im

mediately sent a protest tele
gram. 

Recently the Victorian 
Liberal Party State Coimcil 
voted to support the prin
ciple of uniform censorship 
throughout Australia. Also 
recently, the secretary of the 
Police Association, Inspector 
W. D. Crowley, called for an 
end to "unpalatable duties by 
policemen associated with 
the suppression or prosecu
tion of certain literary 
works". He also suggested 
the formation of a Common
wealth censorship board as 
"an obvious and simple solu
tion to the problem'*. 

Commendable? Yes. About 
time? Certainly. Apparently it 
is now obvious to all save 
Rylah, that there is madness 
in our censorship method. It 
is ridiculous that books 
which have debatable merit, 
literary or otherwise, are ex
cluded, whilst others whose 
merits are certainly no-exis
tent line, newsagents' win
dows and wallets. 

If there is any question 
whether a book has merit, 
then it should be admitted; 
a man can then judge for him
self. 

There is no reason (rather, 
no valid reason) why States 
should have different sLaa-
dards. The only result of one 
State banning a book that is 
available in other States is an 
increase in sales for that 

book. (Sales of "The Group" 
increased hugely when Vic
toria banned it). Increases in 
sales are not confined to 
States where the books are 
available. Bookshops will 
mail willingly, even to Vic
toria, any book they have in 
stock. 

Censorship should only be 
implemented if it can be effec
tive. And State -censorship is 
ineffective because it achieves 
the opposite of the desired 
effect. Commonwealth con
trol is much more efficient 
and therefore should be pre
ferred. If you ban a book, 
make sure it is banned, or 
the whole thing is pointless. 

It seems now, that the 
A.L.P. are finally going to take 
a long look at themselves and 
their policies, to try and 
rectify their mistakes and im
prove their electoral image. 
At the Federal Conference the 
Federal Party has taken a 
strong line on unity tickets, 
and they have demanded 
more stringent screening of 
migrants to try and exclude 
members of militant facist 
organisations. 

But the most significant 
break-through and an action 
which must surely be con
sidered one of the riskiest 
political moves of the century 
was the dropping of the 
White Australia Policy from 
the party platform. This plat
form had been in the party 
since 1908, and its removal is 

the most progressive and 
radical step ever attempted 
by the party. We ' hope this 
will lead to further liberalisa
tion within both parties on 
this matter. 

As a result of the change 
the White Austraha wording 
will be replaced with: 

"Convinced that increased 
population is vital to the fut
ure development of Australia, 
the A.L.P. will support and 
uphold a vigorous and expan
ding immigration program 
administered with sympathy, 
understanding and tolerance". 

The new rule states that 
the basis of the revised policy 
will be: 

(1) Australia's n a t i o n a l 
and economic security. 

(2) The welfare and inte^ 
gration of all its citi
zens. 

(3) The preservation of 
our democratic system 
and balanced develop
ment of our nation. 

(4) The avoidance of diffi
cult social and econ
omic problems which 
may flow from an in
flux of peoples having 
different standards of 

"living, traditions and 
cultures. 

We hope this is the start of 
a new era for the A.L.P. and 
that in the near future they 
will provide an effective op
position or perhaps even a 
stable government. 



Page 4 Tuesday, August 10, 1965 LOT'S WIFE 

The Foram 
effective, "we" (the North) 
must intensify the education 
and support of the people of 
the South in order to topple 
the Southern Government. 

He then pointed out that 
it was in the newspapers of 
the NORTH that the forma
tion of the NLF had been an-
nounced in 19G1, to liberate 
the South from the United 
States imperialists, when the 
number of Americans in Viet
nam was 670. 

The question then asked is 
how does the North run the 
NLF? 

Mr. Fairbairn asserted that 
the Communist Party of Indo
china had been directing an 
invasion of the South, and 
that more recently General 
Giap has said that victory in 
the South would be "sym
bolic of our success through
out". 

The Communist method 
ranges from infiltration on a 
village level, to propaganda 
on an international level: 
the war then becomes a war 
between two systems of fight
ing. 

And should the Communist 
guerilla triumph, Mr. Fair
bairn envisages two develop
ments. Firstly the Chinese 
Communists will take over 
control of the Communist 
camp from the U.S.S.R. and 
as a result, the United States 
and the Western Alliance will 
panic dnd be severely tempt
ed to break the peace in what 
would seem to be "a last 
ditch stand". 

Mr. Fairbairn was subject
ed to a relatively large num
ber of questions. 

When asked, "Do you have 
any evidence that a single 
Chinese or Russian group is 
in Vietnam", Mr. Fairbairn 
replied simply, "No". 

In reply to questions on the 
subject of the South's refusal 
to hold elections in 1956 (as 
recommended by the Geneva 
Conference), Mr. Fairbairn 
asserted that to hold elections 
in Vietnam would be impos
sible, and in view of this he 
could not understand the 
motives of the recommenda
tion at all. Mr. Fairbairn 
also has an extensive history 
of giierilla warfare within his 
grasp, and justified the send
ing of 125,000 troops from 
the U.S. to Vietnam (when 
the Chinese and Russia have 
not sent any, as far as we 
know) on the grounds that 
the ratio of effective counter 
for guerilla war is about 12 
to one. 

Dr. Ian T u r n e r 

Dr. Ian Turner (senior lec
turer in history, Monash Uni
versity) could agree with only 
one thing Mr. Fairbairn had 
said — that to win a guerilla 
war one needed a ratio of 12 
to one. And relative to this 
he quoted Mr. McNamara 
who has said there are 
160,000 guerillas in the South, 
and this leads to the conclu
sion that victory will require 
at least 1,600,000 Europeans 
fighting in Vietnam. 

Dr. Turner pointed out 
that the Viet Cong must have 
a huge backing within the 
south, or long ago the com
munists would have been 
forced to disappear. It is 
somewhat naive, to say the 
least, according to Dr. Turner 
to believe that Asian people 
could not support commun
ists without being forced to 

it. He cited the fact that the 
Indonesian Communist Party 
e m b r a c e s some 3,000,000 
members, and that in recent 
provincial elections in Kerala, 
India, the communist party 
was elected (democratically). 

Dr. Turner also pointed 
out that the Chairman of 
officials in the South has 
conceded that 50 per cent. 
of his people are in support 
01 the Viet Cong. 

He quoted the Chief of Staff 
of the U.S. army who has said 
that enough arms had been 
brought from the north to 
satisfy 20,000 guerillas, for 
one month. When this is 
taken in relation to Mc-
Namara's figure of 160,000 
men, one can see that the 
North is at most, supporting 
2 per cent of the men and 
arms in the south. The U.S. 
has said that captured Viet 
Cong complain of lack of sup
port from the North. 

Dr. Turner believes that the 
war is a rebellion against 
western intervention, it is a 
civil war and we are fighting 
with the losing side. 

The question then is, "Why 
is there a civil war?". 

Dr. Turner believes the war 
began in protest against thy 
denial of the 1956 free-elec
tions, and the fact that the 
U.S. was holding up the 
Southern government at the 
time. It was a result of 
WESTERN intervention. 

The U.S. is attempting to 
draw a Right-Left line across 
the Asian continent a task 
which is neither possible nor 
our responsibility. 

Dr. Turner claims that Aus
tralia has remained silent on 
the subject of her policy in 
Vietnam because she has no 
policy. He called Australia 
the "pall-bearers of the Pax-
Americana". And the term 
was enthusiastically accepted 
by the audience. 

Dr. Turner added that he 
believes the war in Vietnam 
today is a war of the Vietna
mese against the West — it is 
seen as a struggle between 
whites and coloreds. There is 
no government to be found 
who will satisfy the U.S. with 
a policy that will also satisfy 
the Vietnamese. The Ameri
cans can only achieve "vic
tory" by direct military oc
cupation. 

Dr. Turner then asked 
what is the justification for 
this. 

He claimed it was military 
nonsense to commit lOO's of 
1,000's of men to fight a war 
that is impossible to "win". 
He added that IF Chma 
threatens us, the sensible re
taliation is one involving sea 
and air power — a style of 
battle in which we can assert 
our rights with superior 
power. 

Dr. Tu r n e r sees three 
choices for the west in Viet
nam— 

First we can attempt to 
contain the communists above 
the 17th parallel. This would 
involve U.S. and Australian 
military domination, this 
would result, in the long term • 
perspective, in the same 
never-ending war, which in 
turn would increase Asio-
European conflict. The situ
ation would be impossible, 
and humanely immoral. 

Secondly, China might in
vade and succeed, should this 
situation ensue, it will came 
as a consequence of the pre
sence of lUO's of 1,000's of 
U.S. troops in South East 

Asia. Perhaps after many 
years the U.S. may pull out; 
and leave a torn and hateful 
land to the Chinese. 

Thirdly, a truce could by 
negotiated. And the continual-
claims of the west that they 
have offered the North "un
conditional discussions" are 
quite irrelevant. The North 
can hardly be expected to ag
ree to negotiations over a war 
that they are not fighting. The 
U.S. figures point to the fact 
that the N.L.F. is a Southern 
organization, and any nego
tiations must surely be held 
between the fighting factions. 
That is the N.L.F. — not the 
North, not the Chinese, the 
N.L.F. 

As well as negotiations, 
there must be a new proposi
tion of free elections, under 
United Nations supervision. 

And it is important to rea
lise that a democracy pre
supposes economic and edu
cational stability, and thus, 
any Vietnamese government 
elected wj.ll have to be totali
tarian in some form or other. 
If Ho Chi Minh were to win 
such an election, the decision 
would have to be respected. 
Ho has given assurance that 
a government elected under 
such an election would re
main unahgned with either of 
the "big-blocks". The Vietna
mese are relucant to call on 
Chinese assistance, in view of 
their history of Chinese dom
ination, and if the North were 
to call for such intervention, 
it would come as a result of 
U.S. escalation of the war at 
present. 

Dr. Turner then turned to 
evaluate Australia's position 
on the war — a continuance 
of our present policy can only 
lead to increased Asian dis
trust of Australia, and the 
possibility of global war. Aus
tralia would be living m a 
militarily hostile environ
ment. The victory of the 
North Vietnamese which we 
are fighting so desperately 
would not, in Dr. Turner's 
opinion symbolise a Chinese 
victory — communist govern
ments are tending more and 
more towards nationalism 
(this applies particularly to 
Vietnam). He feels that the 
desirable atmosphere for the 
future of Australia is one in 
which its neighbours are 
seekiiig national assertion on 
a peaceful scale, not fighting 
Australia for the attainment 
of such assertion. 

The questions Dr. Turner 
was faced with were both 
numerous and comprehen
sive. His replies were con
fident and generally convinc
ing. 

The general thread of his 
questioners was that lack of 
intervention would lead to 
communist takeover of Asia, 
one country after another. Dr. 
Turned denied the validity of 
the dominoes theory, claim
ing that each successful 
national government that em
erges within a country re-

" quires the popular support of 
the people both at the time of 
establishment, and after. 

When asked to explain the 
fact that one million people 
have left the North for the 
South since the division, Dr. 
Turner pointed out that there 
were large numbers of Catho
lics in Vietnam, and the 
Catholic authorities have as
sisted the migration of Catho
lics from the communist 
North. 

0\A/en H a r r i e s 
— Senior 

Tutor in Department of 
Adult Education, Sydney Uni
versity. 

Mr. Harries attempted to 
refute what he saw as the 
main arguments against the 
present policy on Vietnam. 

He firstly considered the 
arguments which supposed 
that America had a c t e d 
hastily in getting involved in 
the war. He argued that the 
Americans had not acted in 
haste but had waited five and 
a half years after the first 
large scale guerrila attack 
before undertaking any large-
scale direct intervention. He 
cited the fact that in 1960 less 
than 200 American military 
persormel were in Vietnam. 

Turning to argum e n t s 
which supposed America's 
unwillingness to negotiate he-
quoted casus where offers of 
negotiation had been turned 
down by Hanoi and Peking— 
these included an appeal by 

American White Paper he ar
gued that from 1959 to the 
end of 1964 (before the Amer
ican bombing), 20,000 Viet 
Cong soldiers officers and 
technicians entered South 
Vieanam under orders from 
Hanoi and that a further 
17,000 infiltrators were Sî .,it 
south over the period. 
He argued that the White 
Paper also contained state
ments by the North Vietnam
ese leaders showing that they 
controlled the war and that 
the International Control 
Commission found t h a t 
North Vietnam had sent men 
and arms for hostile activi
ties. 

The next argument consid
ered was that this was an 
Asian affair and should be 
left to Asians. He suggested 
that at best this was based 
on a superficial geograpaic 
division of people and at 
worst on racialism. 

Turning to the argument 
that Communism is an idea 
and ideas cannot be des
troyed by force Mr. Harries 
argued that this misinterpre-

Professor Hall ( i t left) and Dr. Turner (at right 
in white sweater) 

17 non-aligned countries for ted Communism which he 
negotiations without condi- saw more as totalitarian 
tions; the convening of a con- power systems than as a dis-
ference on Cambodia which erhbodied philosophy and 
have been used to discuss the 
Vietnam situation; President 
Johnson's offer of negotia
tions; the Commonwealth 
Prime Ministers plan. He 
quated these as sufHcient eit-
amples to demonstrate that 
the failure to negotiate did 
not lie with the United States. 
He argued that the only terms 
AOi' negotiation acceptable to 
the communists would pre-

which had always needed 
force, whether direct or 
otherwise to come into 
power. 

He then pointed out that 
elections are free not merely 
when they are supervised but 
when parties can compete 
freely for some time before 
the actual election. 

Mr. Harries then went on 
to examine arguments against 

determine the result of the the government ca.se which 
negotiations as they would in- he considered to be more 
volve the United States leav
ing Vietnam and the recog
nition of the Viet Cong as re
presentatives of South Viet
nam. 

The second line of argu
ment considered was that this 
is a civil war and thus it is 
unjustifiable for the Ameri
cans to intervene. He disag
reed that a civil war should 
be in a speciial moral cate
gory, suggesting that if the 
African people In South 
Africa were being killed in 
large numbers intervention 
would probably be widely 
favoured. He then argued 
that this was not a civil war 
as there are two States 
(widely recognised by other 
govermn ents) in Vietnam, 
comparing the situation to a 
divided Germany. 

He then argued that the 
North had created the condi
tions for the war and had 

respectable than the previous 
ones. To the point that it is 
hypocritical for us to defend 
an undemocratic government 
in the name of liberty, he dis
tinguished between approving 
of a regime and making an 
alliance with it (e.g. an alli
ance was made with the 
Soviet Umon in the Second 
World War) and between 
different types of authoritar
ian systems. He considered 
Communist regimes to be 
mere permanent expansionist, 
to crush opposition more 
effectively, to exercise greater 
control than the alternative 
system. He also suggested 
that conditio(ns For a reason
ably democratic government 
do not exist in Vietnam. 

The next point considered 
was that the people in the 
South wanted peace r ather 
than to defend a democracy 
which Lhey have not known. 

provided sizeable amounts of He argued that the aim of 
arms. Basing his facts on the Communist guerilla warfare 
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was to exhaust the people 
until they wanted peace at 
any cost and that if the 
Americans withdrew immed
iately wholescale purges coulcl 
be expected like those in 
North Vietnam and China 
where thousands had per
ished. 

He also thought that if 
the government in the South 
fell, another struggle would 
probably then begin in Thai
land and the probability of 
the fall of the rest of South-
East Asia would be increased 
as Asian states would doubt 
United States determination 
and because the Chinese line 
within the Communist block 
would be strengthened at the 
expense of the Russians. 

He concluded by saying 
that this point is important 
to Australia and it is absurd 
to argue that every interest 
except our own should be 
Siven full weight in consider
ing this question, 

Discuss ion 

At approximately 6.30, Mr. 
Anthony Clunies-Ross of the 
Economics Department at 
Monash, and Mr. Donald Mil
ler of the Political Science De-
partn?ent at Melbourne Uni
versity came to the patform 
to put forward comments 
and analyses on the papers of 
professor Ball, Mr. Geoffrey 
Fairbaim, Dr. Turner, Mr. 
Owen Harries. Both brought 
forward what they saw as 
some of the main points made 
by these speakers, but here 
we shall only report some of 
the more significant of their 
comments. 

Mr. Clunies-Ross pointed 
out that guerilla tactics may 
or may not be used and suc
ceed in Thailand. He argued 
that the Domino theory ten
ded to ignore the fact that ihe 
guerillas are almost entirely 
locally supported in contra^st 
to the forces of World War ;i. 
The effect of a Viet Cong vic
tory in Vietnam might mean 
tnai Thailand would adopt -a 
position similar to that of 
iiurma. 

Mr. Miller argued that we 
were engaged in the defence 
of a "de tacto" nation state 
from aggression. He argued 
that Vietnamese society had 
never been bound together in 
administrative conesiveness 
and that Viet Cong tactics 
were to first create an author
ity vacuum by directing ter
ror against the headmen, the 
postmasters and school teach
ers and like figures. They 
then used propaganda mucn 
of which was true, as well as 
force to further their aims. 

He disagreed with the in
ference that Saigon is a pup' 
pet of America, arguing that 
America has been powerless 
to affect the Saigon govern
ment. He quoted as an ex
ample the time Diem ignored 
a tnreat by President Ken-, 
nedy to decrease aid unless 
he dropped some repressive 
aspects of his rule and even
tually obtained double the 
aid. 

He finally argued that al
though it is a possibility that 
Vietnam could form a natural 
bastion to Peking aggression, 
the possibility is not strong 
enough for us to base a decis
ion on it. The Chinese are still 

the most militant of the Com
munist powers and even if 
the elite in Hanoi was pro-
Moscow instead of being di
vided between Peking and 

Moscow as it is at the mom
ent, this is no guarantee that 
the power and arguments of 
Moscow would outweigh 
those of China. 

Mr. Paul Haduek (right) and Dr. J. F. Cafrni (left) 

DR. J. F. CA IRNS 

Perhaps there was an ele
ment of "the moment all had 
been waiting for", when A.L.P^ 
member Dr. J. F. Cairns took 
the platform. Certainly he 
was faced with an audience 
of mixed attitude. Dr. Cairns 
submitted that Australia with 
millions of Asians as her near
est neighbors, could hardly 
be justified in launching at
tack on these people, when 
she cares not enougn to allow 
them to Uve on her soil. 

In view of this Australia 
must have the strongest 
motives before making any 
military move. 

Quotmg the International 
Control Commission's Re
port, Dr. Cairns said that in 
1962-63 not one Cliinese weap
on was captured from tne 
Viet Cong, in 1963 16 were 
captured, and in 1964, 91. In 
the period from 1962-1964 
there was a total of 15,000 
weapons captured. The South 
Vietnamese coastal patrol 
force .searches a total of 
12,000 ships per month tor 
concealed weapons, the U.S. 
State Department's White 
Paper makes a "dramatic" 
point of the discovery of a 
100-ton ship loaded witn 
small arms manufactured in. 
Communist countries. Dr. 
Cairns quoted the comment 
of the New York Times 
editorial of February 28: "A 
ship of that size is not much 
above the Oriental junk class. 
The standard Liberty or Vic
tory ship of World War II 
had a capacity of 7,150 to 
7,600 tons '. 

The first Communist weap
ons were not discovered lill 
May 12, 1962. 

'ine White Paper attempts 
to conclude that the majoi'ity 
of the Viet Cong guerillas 
are infiltrators from the 
North. It asserts that be
tween 1959-1964 a total of 
19,550 confirmed infiltrators 
and 17,550 suspects engaged 
in the war. The Paper quotes 
these figures as indicative of 

the "hard-core" of the Viet 
Cong being Northern insur
gents. It supports its claim by 
quoting only 22 names and 
case histories, and of these 
only five were in fact from 
the North. 

But, said Cairns, let us 
accept this doubtful figure of 
37,0U0 Northern infiltrators, 
they are meant to have been 
the hard-core formed from 
the 100,000 men who re
treated from the South at the 
time of the division of Viet
nam. Yet if we accept the 
estimate of a 50°'u casualty 
rate, and if we consider the 
fact that these men now 
would be AT LEAST 29 years 
old, it is ludicrous to call this 
a "hard-core" of a guerilla 
force. 

Of the White Paper, Dr. 
Cairns then quoted Prof. 
Hans Morgenthal, adviser to 
U.S. foreign policy who said 
that the faper was "grotes
que" in its discrepency with 
the facts. 

What then are the facts. Dr. 
Cairns asked? 

He claimed that the French 
lost the war with Vietnam 
because they tailed to see 
that what they were fighting 
was the result of a grossly in
adequate economic, social 
and political system. Dr. 
Caims describes the war as 
a National revolutionary war. 
In a country that has reaUsed 
its backwardness for a hun
dred years, that has had a 
Nationalist movement fight
ing this backwardness and 
suppression for 76 years. 

Ho Chi Minh's Nationalist 
Party removed the Japanese 
with U.S. assistance and 
recognition. But when the 
party had achieved this libsr-
ation, in 1946 the French 
commanders ordered the 
port in a large Northern city 
to be cleared within some 
few hours. A total of nearly 
6,000 men, women and child
ren were killed when the 
French opened fire on the city 

after the time elapsed. The 
Nationalists were driven into 
the mountains, and a fresh 
struggle began. It was during 
this battle that America's 
John Foster Dulles advocated 
the use of the atomic bomb 
on the Northern rebels. This 
was the situation leading up 
to the defeat of the French, 
and the French lost because 
of their ignorance of the sit
uation as it stood. 

And at this time the South 
was under the rule of 
President Diem. And in his 
term of ofBce Diem waved his 
chance to establish a fimc-
tional form of democracy as 
an example to the rest of the 
newly emerging Asian States. 
He was busy erecting a dicta
torship in effect. He under
took a program of suppres
sion of all voiced opposition, 
he denied the overall Viet
namese election, and denied 
local elections in the South. 
When 18 leading intellectuals 
in Saigon handed a manifesto 
to Diem, proposing a compre
hensive reform program for 
the South, Diem was incensed 
by the references to corrup
tion, and soon almost all the 
18 were jailed. For many 
years the South engaged in 
'"Communist-hunts", setting 
up poUtical concentration 
camps. Any attempts the U.S. 
has made to form a stable 
"democratic" government in 
the South have flopped. .Ind 
U.S. suggestions for reform 
have been treated with scorn. 

„,un. of Australia's posi
tion? Dr. Caims asked, "Are 
SbO Australians enough?" He 
pointed out that our position 
IS token assistance to i.ne U.S. 
and total ignorance of the 
drastic need for economic, 
social and political reform. 

And he added that those who 
yell about the dominoes 
theory (that take-over of one 
nation by a particular force 
leads to encouragement to 
that force, and subsequent 
take-over bids elsewhere) are 
apparently dismissing the 
fact that a government must 
have popular support, and 
more especially, a Nationalist 
movement must have such 
support. Dr. Caims conclu
ded by asserting that the war 
must be fought on a reform 
in conditions basis, not a 
military one. 

Only a limited number of 
questions could be allowed as 
Mr. Hasluck had the floor 
next, and the meeting was 
running behind time at that 
stage. Television coverage 
needed a close time schedule. 

When asked about the re
port of the I.C.C, which the 
questioner claime<i Dr. Cairns 
iiad unjustly ignored m favor 
of the U.S. Wnite Paper, Dr. 
Cairns pointed out tne sec
tions in the Report that sta
ted that there "was evidence" 
that arms and men had en
tered the South from the 
North. Dr. Cairns said the 
paper also expressed the 
opinion that military aid 
from the U.S. was a violition 
of the Geneva agreement, and 
that the report had con
sidered the south Vietnam-
U.S. coalition undesirable. 

Finally, when asked to com
ment on the Ctiinese attempts 
to win over unaligned African 
nations. Dr. Cairns said that 
constructive aid on a sensible 
oasis will most impress these 
nations, and tne Cnmese had 
done as much damage as 
good in Africa, througn their 
inability to satisfy this condi
tion. He hoped that we might 
learn from their mistake. 

MR. PAUL H A S L U C K 

Mr. Paul Hasluck, Com
monwealth Minsiter I'or ILX-
tfcrnal Affairs, was the most 
eagerly awaited speaker. 
Charged with the unenviable 
task of presenting the govern
ment's position in Vietnam, 
Mr. Hasluck faced an audi
ence of perhaps balanced 
commitment (or noncommit-
ment), that was nevertiie-
less ready to be critical of the 
superficial or unfounded. Ine 
pressure on Mr. Hasluck was 
increased by the knowledge 
that there was a faifly wide 
television audience also await
ing a comprehensive state
ment of Government poUcy. 

Mr. Hasluck began by 
agreeing with Dr. Cairas on 
one point, his congratulations 
to the organisers. 

Mr. Hasluck proposed that 
Australia's foreiga policy 
must be based upon a prim
ary concern for tiie weltare of 
our own nation. He said that 
foreign policy, like charity, 
begins at home. 

He then considered the 
optimum methods for the 
advancement of our well-be
ing. He attempted a summary 
of the world power situation, 
pointing first to the new face 
of the world power rivalry 
tliat the nuclear stalemate has 
introduced. Secondly he men
tioned the clash of ideology 
that is vital in the East-West 
cold-war, and as a third con
sideration he discussed the 
lise of Chinese power. He 
said that the Criinese People's 
Republic as a new member 
of the World-iniiuence-rivalry 

was still at that sta.ge of soph
istication that inspires a 
desire for assertion in a mili
tary sense. Finally, he con
sidered the Chinese A-bomb 
and its implications. 

Mr. Hasluck stated that he 
believed the principle aspect 
of world ttipiomaey was iast 
becoming one of coming to 
terms with Chma. He felt 
this issue was syiiibolic of the 
"enormous human crisis of 
today". He expressed his be
lief in the function of history 
as a guide. 

But leaving aside the extent 
and nature of Chinese in
fluence, Mr. Hasluck said we 
cannot deny the importance 
of China in the present con
flict. 

A further consideration he 
cited was the current reorgan
isation of nations large and 
small. The small nations of 
tne world are undergoing a 
breakdown. He pointed out 
that tile smaller nations have 
limited lesources, and that 
their primary need to allow 
their progress, is peace. He 
added that during such per
iods of pacivity the world 
power groups were attempt
ing to win support. 

He said Australia must 
choose relative to her posi-
tion in the power situation, 
when deciding her role in de
termining the independence 
of the small tnreatened 
nations. 

He assured the audience 
that the government had 
Ujitde titcir ^eciaion osi Viet
nam in the hght of po^i^icall 
history. V/e have oppuj^..* tne 
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Soviet politicaliy, Cominun-
ism as an ideology, and in the 
present situation he saw 
Lhree choices. 

We could support the U.S., 
we could suppuit tiie Com
munists or we cuuld remain 
neutral. He said that neu
trality was impractical as a 
policy for Australia, and tnat 
we had long ago chosen to 
support the iJ.S. (mentioning 
ueriin, Malaya and Korea). 

He added tha i we were 
committed to tiie resistance 
of Communist aggression by 
the StJAXO pacL. irie co î-
ciuded that the support of the 

there were regular units of 
ttie North Vietnamese army 
moving into the South. 

As lar as men were con
cerned, Mr. Hasluck claimed 
that in 1959-63 most infiltra
tors were cx-southerners, but 
that now the northerners out
numbered the others. 

When asked for the source 
of these figures Mr. Hasluck 
said the source was secret 
Australian intelligence. He 
added the same source had 
indicated that 47,000 weapons 
had come from the Norm in 
the last four years. He said 
that each year Viet Cong 

PROFESSOR M A C M A H O N B A L L 

Mr. Paul Hasluck and chairman Brian Abbey 
iJ.S. was conaiSteAi with our 
past policy, and was in the 
nest interests of our nation. 

Mr. Hasluck then referred 
to rile United Nations' Char
ter, which states that the D.N. 
is dedicated to the assurance 
of sovereign independence 
among nations, ta the resis
tance of aggres-sion, to the 
I aspect for creaciffi, and to 
the denial of the use or thre?.t 
of force. He mentioned mat 
Indonesia had violated these 
principles, and ihat we had 
taken action in this case in 
the same way. Mr. Hasluck 
poinied out tliat tne current 
South Vietnam government 
had requested Australia's 
military aid under Saiiiu. 

At this stage Mr. Hasluck 
turned to a discussion of the 
Vieliiam situation specilically. 

He said the current situa
tion is a result of planned 
aggression by the Communist 
government of the North. The 
purpose of this program was 
for the North to ehect unifi
cation of Vietnam under their 
government. 

He quoted the figures of 
the shut of population that 
followed the 19S4 agreement 
on the division of me land. 
He said that 1,000,000 went 
trom North to South, while 
100,000 went North. I'he 
agreement was meant to be 
followed by general free elec
tions in 1966 under the Inter
national Control Commis
sion. However, when the 
tune came the North did 
nothing to implenient tiiis 
election, while tne South did 
not see any obligation to hold 
an election when ihey had not 
themselves been in power at 
the time of the agreement. 

Mr. Hasluck claimed that 
in 1959 the North began in
filtration of the South, and 
that Hanoi had annoimced 
the formation of the Nation
al Liberation Front (N.L.F.) 
in the South. He claimed also 
that the North has since in
creased its subversion pro
gram because the South is un
able to efiect the aims of the 
N.L.F. 

He asserted that in the 
period 1959-64 40,000 trained 
military personnel went to 
the South from Hanoi. In 
1964 the figure was 10,000, 
and that so far in 1965 the 
same rate of migration has 
prevailed. He added that 

weapons become more sopn-
isticated, and now the cap
tured weapons included light 
arms from China and North 
Vietnam. 

His conclusion was that the 
war is being run from the 
North and liom China. And 
that the situation could lead 
to 14 million people laJiing 
under Communist rule. 

Although Mr. Hasluck did 
not support the dominoes 
theory, he believed that a lois 
m South Vietnam would lead 
to tne fall ot Laos, and uie 
lormation ot a situation in 
Thailand similar to tnat in 
South Vietnam, today. He ad
ded that China's influence 
would spread, and tne oal-
ance of power (nuclear and 
balance) would be further 
upset. 

He said that although we 
are supportmg the U.6. on 
whom our security depends, 
we are immediately interes
ted in the furthering of ine 
benefit of the people oi Soutn 
Vietnam. 

He returned to his point 
that coming to terms with 
China was a problem sym
bolised in the Vietnam strug
gle. 

He said that we were fight
ing with the U.S. rather u u n 
supporting China, because 
the U.S. is chargmg its ODUga-
tion as upnoiuers oi tne 
peace. 

He added that when condi
tions have been estaousned 
in Vietnam where the people 
may choose their destiny, we 
wiu wittiaraw. Ho believed 
tnat North Vietnam and 
China see no necessity lor dis
cussion, and thus tne only 
Lhmg left to do is to prove 
to tnem that they cannot sit 
back and \Nin. "We are resriciiig 
tneir aggression as sucn, ano 
to show to tne worla that 
aggression cannot succeed un-
cnaiienged. He said tnat we 
must reach a state where the 
Geneva conditions may be 
consumated. We are upnola-
ing the terms of our treaties 
and are assuring ourselves 
of U.S. support should we 
need it in tne future. He coii-
cluded that we are primaru^ 
seeking conditions mat win, 
allow conference, and ail 
military measures were pan 
of an attempt to stop a gov
ernment bemg formed as a 
result of coercion. 

C'lCi'cbriOr W. Maoni^.Uon 
iiall — liepariment of »*ohU-
cal Science. 

MelDourne University Pro
fessor Macniahon Ball is 
widely experienced in inter
national anairs and has Dsen 
a leading Australian diplo
mat. 

Professor Macmahon Ball 
started by pointing out tnat 
although ne tnougni tnat Aus
tralian and American policy 
in Vietnam v,ras proloanaiy 
wrong, tnis did not maan tnat 
he did not favor friendship 
with the United States or tnat 
he did not understand tne 
terrible dilemma of tne 
Americans. 

He pointed out that the 
real issue in the war is tne 
fact that Hanoi encouraged 
by Cfiina wants to control tne 
Soutn. whereas tne United 
States does not want them to 
do so. However, he pointed 
out that Mr. riaslucs had 
failed to convey the immense 
seriousness oi the engage
ment and the immense coii-
sequences which are Ukeiy lA 
fouow the governments 
policy. Mr. Hasluck had also 
shown i^isensitiveness to the 
way tiie people of Asia may 
leei. tie argued that the gov
ernment poucy could readlt 
m a war of attrition wnicn 
could last for many years, 
bringing death ano desola
tion, we do not know wiiai 
the people really want and 
tue lact that we do not or 
cannot find out (by election 
or plebiscite) does not entitle 
us 1.0 say that we know what 
IS good lor them. 

r'rofessor Macmahon Ball 
then moved to consider in 
some detail the likely cost of 
tne muitary campaign. 

Since ne tnougni tnat we 
coma not separate the poUti-
cal features of tne war irom 
tne military, he pointed out 
tnat trom i95/ it was clear 
tnat Diem's government was 
not able to ruie as its author
ity was being steadily eroded 
by tne Viet uong's aeliDerate 
policy ol cutting the throats 
of tne village leaders, and 
that Diem, was mostly out oi 
touch with tne villages. From 
1907 we could not laiK auoat 
a strong and uniriad govern
ment With a strong and ue-
termined purpose as uiem 
haa been louowed by a ILU-
ther 10 govermnerits. auun 
considerations were impor
tant, ne argued, and qauoeU 
the efiect oi the cattie at Uien 
bien hnu to neip snow tms 
importance as the Frencii 
were defeated here not be
cause 01 military losses but 
because this battle sparked 
poutical disintegration. 

Turning to tne presant 
situation ne quoted American 
ngures which snowed there to 
oe aoout 165,000 Viet Cong 
forces, about oUU,Ouj Soum-
ern regulars and irregulars, 
about /5,U0U Americans soo.i 
to be increased to 125,000. 
Even with the increased 
American forces, and assum
ing that the South Vietnam
ese forces' morale wa:3 iOJ'̂ ô, 
tnis left a ratio of 4 or 6 to 
1 of forces lighting for the 
South to the Viet Cong forces. 
This he contrasted with t.fi3 
generally accepted figure of a 
necessary ratio of lo to 1, 
and quoted the British in 
Malaya who had a ratio of 50 
to 1, as well as being aided oy 
poUtical control and geo
graphic considerations. Given 

i.iese facts he suggested thai 
the United States would have 
to send another 500,UUU forces 
and not 50,oao if it wanted 
success. 

Professor Macmahon Ball 
then contrasted the methods 
of long-range bombing which 
the Americans had to adopt 
with the methods of the Viet 
Cong which altnough absolu
tely ruthless and brutal, 
could be more discrimina
tory. Professor Macmajio,i 
Ball said it was his coiivlc-
tion that whenever the West 
with their enormous weaUu, 
t e c h n i c a l and industrial 
achievements used tneir sup
erior weapons against Eaai 
Asians, the deepest resent
ment IS felt in the whole of 
East Asia. 

In reply to a question on 
this point, he stated that he 
realised that there were a 
number of people of varying 
attitudes living m Asia, buL ii 
anything could unite them, it 
is tne reeling that they are 
b e i n g treated contemp-
tuously. 

He argued that while Mr. 
Hasluck had sometimes tal
ked about ideology, lie i!.>.( 
spoken mainly in terms oi: tho 
power necessary to coniain 
China, and that Mr. >iaEia';.: 
came close to saying to thj 
people ot Asia tnat rva avc 
Sony that China is expancUng 
to challenge us, but that wc 
cannot give you too mu;.' 
consideration. 

Prof. Macmahon Ball said 
thai it is possible that the 
t-cople of South Vietnam 
wouiO say that if we must 
iL^iii Chliia, could we please 
ill} so somewhere else'^ We 
are either in a position of say
ing tnat we are not concerned 
about the people of Soutn 
Vietnam, or else that we 
know what is best for them 
— an impossible attitude, as 
people should be allowed to 
cnoose their own govern
ment. 

He then pointed out that 
if we are going to argue in 
terms of national interest, we 
must remember that we do 
not know how many Ameri
cans will be in Asia in 50 
years time, but we do know 
that there will be a lot of 
Asians. However, this does 
not mean that we should al
ways follow the lead of any 
Asian leader. Instead, we 
should always follow our own 
Ime as far as we can, but 
should take into account 
what the people of Asia feel 
and want, ratiier than retreat 
back to the 19th century or to 
10 to 20 years ago. 

Frof. Macmahon Ball con
cluded on the main theme of 
the talk which was that in the 
future there is only one pos
sibility for Australia, and this 
is to achieve good working 
friendly relations with the 
people of Asia. 

Mr. Hasluck was next sub
jected to numerous questions, 
simultaneous with questions 
asked of Professor Macmanon 
Ball. The third question 
asked was unfortunately 
based on a personal antipathy 
rather than a motive oi en
quiry into the Vietnam prob
lem. An unpleasant situation 
was prevented by the excel
lent alertness and objectivity 
of the chairman. 

One questioner asked Mr. 
Hasluck why the secret 
sources could not be revealed, 
or why their figures were not 

publically available in a form 
sucn as the U.S. White Paper 
on Vietnam. He also pointed 
out that to withold such evi
dence meant that the popu
lace must accept the word of 
the government, to which he 
added that he personally had 
had to decide that he could 
not believe the word of tne 
Prime Minister, Sir Robert 
Menzies. 

In reply Mr. Hasluck 
claimed Dr. Cairn's figures 
came from documents prior 
to 1963. He said that there 
has since been a change in 
the source of arms and men 
involved. 

Professor Macmahon Ball 
was then asked if he did not 
feel that the Asian countries 
are more afraid of the Chin
ese than they are of tne Wes
tern white interveners. He 
replied that the people in
volved may well be airaid of 
the Chinese but he felt that 
unity, of Asia was most likely 
to stem from fear of Western 
domination. 

Following this up, Dr. 
Knopfelmacher asked tne pro
fessor to explain why Lee 
Kuan Yu ana the Professor 
of Indian Studies at Mel
bourne University (both 
Asiatics) advocated increased 
U.S. intervention. Dr. Knop
felmacher added" that ne 
hoped the Professor aid 
not object to answering his 
question. The latter reference 
was justiiiaoly ignored from 
the platform, the tone of the 
forum having been so far 
free of any unpleasant inci
dent. In reply, tne Professor 
cited a number of Asian news
papers that expressed a gen
eral feeling of concern in this 
respect. The questioner was. 
restrained by the chair in his 
attempt to interject and con
tinue the point from the hall. 

A further questioner re
ferred the following to Mr. 
Hasluck — 
"Sir, I suggest that the Viet
nam problem is not a political 
sociological, religious ideolo
gical and symbolic question 
— it is a place where 5110 
people died while you spoke. 
Not through war but because 
of lack of food to live OR. 
What has the government 
done about this?" 

Mr. Hasluck said that Aus
tralia has been contributing 
£3 million per annum in aid 
programs. He quoted the case 
of the donation of a herd of 
cattle — he said that the Viet 
Cong had slit the throats of 
these animals. An interjector 
proposed, "They were hun
gry", The final question to 
Mr. Hasluck was a plea for a 
further explanation of our 
commitment in SEATO, to 
which Mr. Hasluck replied 
that we had been asked for 
military aid, and had given 
it, it was the result of careful 
government consideration, in 
the years past, and more 
recently. 

Mr. D e n i s W a r n e r 
Mr. Denis Warner — jour

nalist, author of "The Last 
Confucir.n", widely experi
enced in Asian affairs. 

After sketching in some 
background to the present 
situation, Mr. Warner pom-
ted out that at the C5eneva 
Conference the Nortli raised 
no objections when the South 
Vietnamese delegation wal
ked out as they thought the 
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government in the South 
would collapse. But the South 
did not collapse, and from 
iya4 there were two govern
ments, both claiming lo be 
sovereign with both receiving 
very considerable economit. 
and military assistance. 

.liittiiig wnemer irce elec-
liiins had ever been held in 
a Communist state, he arc^ued 
that the Prime Minister in 
ttie North never expected to 
hold elections, and that in 
19J(> the North raised no seri
ous objections when elections 
were not heid. possibly be-
cuurie this was a year ol mas
sive dislocation for land re
form, and a year which saw 
a bloody revolt in Ho's home 
province. 

Over the period 1954-9, 
South Vietnam was not such 
an example of the free worla 
as the south and tne Ameri
cans wanted, but he later 
mentioned that communica
tions had been restored by 
1959, that rice production had 
considerably increased by 
1960, and that a few light in
dustries were established. 

Mr. Warn.r reported that 
in 1962 ho had spent 2 
months in Vietnam trying to 
esiaolish whether the North 
was doing more than kiclcing 
tne war off. He went to a 
north-west province and in
terviewed every one he could 
— mainly school teachers, 
government oRicials anct 
planters — and reached the 
conclusion that there was 
considerable evidence of 
overt aggression. He estima
ted that 300 men infiltrated 
the South each month up to 
August 1962, when the i"ate 
increased to 800 per montn. 
He saw Chinese explosive 
weapons and was convinced 
that North Vietnam and 
China were moving supplies 
to the South. 

He then turned to the ques
tion of communist domina
tion of South-East Asia. He 
argued that if aggression suc
ceeds in Vietnam it will hap
pen elsewhere, and in fact 
Peking has already declared 
Uberation fronts for Thailand 
and Malaya. He could see no 
likely Titoist regim.e establish
ing itsell. Given this position, 
he asked what military help 
could Australia expect from 
the United States if it merely 
gave them verbal support. 

He concluded by saying 
that the guerilla stage of war
fare was diihcuit, tnat the go
ing was not to be easy but 
that the necessary course was 
to continue fighting imtil 
n e g o t i a t i o n s could be 
achieved. 

Some of Mr. Warner's an
swers to questions are worth 
reporting. 

—He favoured considerably 
increased aid to Asia, and es
pecially the idea of young 
Australians working in the 
grass roots of society where 
iney could have a great in
fluence. 

—He stated that where 
people knew about the White 
Australia policy they saw it 
as unjust and described his 
fear of telling some Vietna
mese friends that they could 
not come here when they 
finished fighting. 

—He agreed with Dr. Knop-
felmacher that the best way 
to promote Titoist type re
gimes is to stand firm just as 
Tito defected from Russia be
cause the West had stood 
firm. 

—He thought that although 
the bombing of the North had 
raised morale in the South 

for a period, it was generally 
imsuccessful as it neitner 
brought the North to the con
ference Table not interrupted 
the flow of supplies to the 
South. He suggested tnat 
part of the reason for the 
bombing was the United 
States Chief of Staff's unwill
ingness to commit ground 
forces. 

—He had even gene into 
Viet Ccng areas to try and 
find out the view of the 
peopie, but it was difficult to 
do so and the answers were 
not necessarily correct, as he 
had used interpreters. He 
cited a Yale anthropologist 
who. after living in a group of 
villages in the South for a 
long period concluded that 
the people disliked what they 
kiiew of both the government 
and the Viet Cong. 

—In reply to a question by 
Mr. Prapha Smutkojen about 
the ineificiency and the cor
ruptness of the government 
of Thailand, and the fa.ct that 
Thailand was being used as 
an American ammunition 
dump, Mr. Warner replied 
that there had been some pro
gress in 'i'nailand over ihe 
past 10 to 12 years, and that 
the Gross National Product 
had increased at about 7 per 
cent per head. However, he 
seemed dissatisfied with this 
answer. 

Finale 
Another original contribu

tion to Giscussion came at 
l'A.i.5 when Dr. Herb r'eitn of 
Monash's Politics Depart
ment pomtea to tne effect tne 
wai could have on Sino-
Soviet relations by driving 
Russia back towards tne 
policy of a Peking which is 
mterested in the numiliation 
of the West. Dr. Feith aiso 
pointed OUL that when he 
lecentiy visiiea a rignt-wing 
Japanese university he founu 
that tne students were against 
American policy. 

There is no doubt that the 
forum was the greatest 
achievement in student ini

tiated action yet to come from 
this University. The capacity 
btudent audience seemed to 
feel very strongly the benefit 
of the forum, and to appre
ciate greatly the excellent or-
gamzation of the committee. 
This feeling has been echoed 
by all who have commented 
with the exception of a few 
chronic malcontents. 

After Professor Hall had 
f,-nished speaking. Do Hung, a 
third year Economics and 
Politics student from Sotith 
Vietnam come to the plat-
Form. He said that although 
he was not completely sure 
of the feeling existing among 

the people of his country, he 
believed that they wanted 
peace, some form of election 
almost immediately, unity and 
independnuc. 

With regard to the Forum, 
a letter to Bill Standish. Hon. 
Sec. oC the Combined Com
mittee from Mr. Hasluek 
ended with the following 
paragraph. 

"May I add that I was per-
sonall/ completely happy 
about, (^f; ijjarrangements 
made byy-'tne organising 
committed and was satis
fied that the forum served 
a good purpose." 

Do Hung 

Bill Standish 
Hon. Sec. of the 

Combined Commit tee 
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A. & M. GROGAN 
1897 DANDENONO ROAD 

NTH. CLAYTON 

(Cnr . Dandenong & Clayton Rds.) 

PHONE: 544 1515 

Licensed Grocers 

Free Delivery 

Unlimited supply cold 
beer always available 
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POEM 

NEW FAT BLACK PUSSYCAT 
]» TOORAK ROAD. SOtTM VARRA 

Aiislraliu's farEMno.tt Jaz?. Room — Under New 
Managemetil 

Every l-riUay, Saturday and Sunday 
Featuring Modern Jazz. Bn.ssa Nova and Blues 

Friday and Saturday, 8.30 
Barry Moreton Quartet 

Featuring: Peter Martin <Alto-SaxJ 
John Duffy (Blues) 

A Late, late Floor Show 
starring brilliant Brazilian Dancer 

and Congo Player 
ANTONIA RODRIGUEZ 

Sunday Afternoon Club, 3 p.ni. 
Barry McKin Trio 

The Twilighters (Australia's Top Folk Trio) 

Cover 6/- — Minimum after 11 

DEANS 
Artists In Art Supplies 

Deans are Melbourne's leading art supply 
centre — have been for years. 
Reason. All your material needs are 
catered for fully — intelligent attention is 
extended to you — understanding of new 
techniques. 

You will always find the precise tool you 
want at Deans. Call or ring. 

Deans are Melbourne's Central 
Art Supply Centre 
— artists' supplies, drawing materials, printa 

and originals, paints and ipaUpapera. 

W. & G. DEAN P T Y , L T D . 
346 LITTtE COLLINS STREET. PHONE Mil 8391. 

COPY 
DATES 

No Copy will be 
accepted after 
1 h e following 
dates: 
September 7th 
September 21st 
October 12th 

I went down to the bookstore ono murning 
To read the latest literature I craved; 
A voice said. "Beading is Illegal, 
For reading , . . makes you depraved " 

CHORUS— 
But fear not. people, for your morals 
A brighter day dawns for y m and me; 
Sergeant M—!1—r and the Vice Squad— 
Victoria, Christ and Goc?,' 
Will lead us all to greater purity. 

Well I said, "I guess we're still allowed the Bible?" 
Said a voice. "Ol"; no — it causes niastur'oation: 
It's hypnotically erotic, i t s dreadfully obscene— 
That dirty book it mentions fornication!" 

CHORUS-
SO 1 asked about our education textbooks, 
And the voice said, "Some mention sex we've heard: 
So to play it safe we've got to ban Che bloody lot, 
For 'sex' is such a nasty filthy word." 

C H O R U S -
SO 1 .said to him, "All reading then is frowned on?" 
He replied, "I think there's nothing we've fo rgo t t en -
Mr. Sakespeare turns us pale, and Patrick White's in goal. 
And perverted Enid Blyton mentions "bottom'." 

CHORUS— 
Weti I went back home and told my wife that evening 
Conoemlng all this Heavensent instruction; 
And we tore up Dr. Spork and his pornographic aick. 
And freed us from this cess-pit of corruption. 

CHORUS-
SO now we're like a happy virgin twosome, 
Untouched by the obscene we m.ay have read; 
If we're not allO'.ved lo read and sex is so tabun 
Whs: are we s'posed ru do when we're in bed? 

SINGERS WANTED 

Camberwell Philharmonic Society 

Conductor — Dr. Herman Schildberger 

Al l Voices Welcome Experience not 
necessary. Telephone 29 7463 for 

in format ion 

" I just love f inding new 

places to wear d iamonds. " 

Mar i l yn Monroe stars in 

Gentlemen Prefer Blondes 

which the Fi lm Group is 

showing on Thursday at 

10.30 p.m. 

i!Si£~Fti'l£ 
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VOLUNTEER GRADUATES 
There are stiil opportunities for 

Australian graduates to work in In
donesia. "nie graduates who have 
taken these opportunities in the last 
two years have done an impressive 
job of keeping lines open with our 
nearest and most militant Asian 
neighbor. 

Wben 1 was in Djakarta this May I 
talked to the three Australian grad
uates who are there under the 
Volunteer Graduate Scheme for In
donesia, I was greatly Impressed by 
their high mor&le, by their feeling 
that they are doing a worthwhile 
job, all political clouds notwithstand
ing, and by the way they are obviously 
enjoying themselves. 

I had most contact with George 
Hicks and Bernard Lionnet, both 
Melbourne University graduates, both 
economists and t)oth working in In
donesia's Central Bureau of Statistics. 
Each of them has been In Indonesia 
for about 18 months and each in his 
own way has made himself thoroughly 
at home in the chaotic, exciting, 
frustrating, depressing and yet finally 
relaxing way of living that is pecu
liarly Djakarta's. 

It was fairly difficult at first tor 
each of the two. They had their 
accommodation problems and for ft 
long time each of them felt be wwi 
not getting enough work to 4o . 

But their social contacts were 
enjoyable from the start. In their 
friendships with Indonesians of many 
social groups they were the envy of 
many In the foreign community of 
Djakarta. And over the last year 
each of them has had plenty of work 
to do at the office, some of it highly 
responsible work. 

Walter Muller, the third and newest 
member of the group that is now in 
Djakarta, is still in the difficult initial 
stage in some respects. A civil engin
eer from Sydney, he finds himself 
doing more English teaching than 
engineering. But his contacts with 
the Indonesian community are more 
than good; he has recently acquired 
an Indonesian wltel 

I WES, of course, interested to see 
what these three thought of the Vol
unteer Graduate Scheme's future. 
The scheme has been going for 13 
years now. But the trend of Austra
lian-Indonesian relations in the last 
year or two has hardly been one to 
inspire great hope as regards the 
future. Is the scheme likely to come 
to an early end, with either a bang 
or a whimper? 

Hicks, Uonnet and Muller thought 
not. Indonesian reactirais to the 
c l a s h ^ between Australians and In-
donesiiuis LQ Borneo were surprisingly 
raiW, they said, arpd this wa« tndeed 

confirmed by- many other people I 
talked to in Djakarta. It could well 
be that Australia will find itself a 
target for some sort of Indonesian 
confrontation in the future, the gen
eral feeling was. But this was cer
tainly not the situation at the 
moment. Meanwhile, the three Volun
teer Graduates agreed, individual 
Australians could live and work in 
Indonesia and get both appreciation 
and warm friendship from their 
Indonesian colleagues. As In the past, 

H e r b e r t 
Fe i th 

these were responses which came 
readily to the young Australian who 
arrived in Indonesia to work on a 
basis of salary equality and set out 
tb live in an Indonesian home or 
hostel, rather than in the luxury and 
social exclusiveness whit^h remains 
characteristic of most of the Western 
commuDity in the country. 

Tfiey went on to tell me of the 
expressions of gratitude they had had 
from Indpnesians for the work of 
other Australian volunteers: Stew
art Lipscomb from Brisbane who 

returned home late last year after 
two years in Djakarta as an electrical 
engineer, John Janes. an agri
cultural scientist from Perth who left 
earlier this year after about the same 
length of time in a small town in 
South Sumatara, and Mary Johnston, 
a social worker from Melbourne, who 
has spent the last two and a half 
years in Solo, Central Java, and is 
still there. 

"Whether the scheme keeps going-
or not will depend in the first in
stance on whether there are enough 
Australian graduates who are in
terested in coming here", they con
cluded. 

The Australian graduate who is 
thinking of going to an Asian or 
African country to work should cer
tainly keep Indonesia in mind, 

Indonesia may not be the place 
for the graduate who wants above 
all else to use his professional skill 
for a maximum contribution t a 
economic development. 

Indonesia toitay is not particularly 
short of skilled people. Its real 
problem is that ita resources of skill 
are not properly employed, thanks 
largely to political division and ad
ministrative chaos. 

Nor is there any denying that the 
Indonesian government's program of 
political indoctrination has sdded to 
the barriers which Australian gradu

ates must surmount if they are to 
establish relations of fraternal cor
diality and real mutual understanding 
wtth their Indonesian fellow-workers, 

But it is the experience of all the 
recent participants in the Volunteer 
Graduate Scheme that one can still 
easily find fellow-workers with whom 
it is possible to share a broad range 
of values and attitudes — not least 
the many who have recently returned 
from periods of training overseas. 

The range of occupational cate
gories in which an Australian could 
gain acceptance in Indonesia under 
the Volunteer Graduate Scheme is not 
quite as broad as it was some years 
ago. But it remains remarkably 
broad nevertheless, including cer
tainly engineers, economists, librar
ians, doctors, architects, agricultural 
scientists and several categories of 
teachers. 

It may well be that Indonesia's 
doors will be closed to Australians 
before too much longer, but that 
is not the situation now. 

So long as it Is not, the Volun
teer Graduate provides an oppor
tunity for Australian graduates to live 
with one of the central conflicts of 
our time, and to work for at least 
a modicum of understanding between 
two worlds which seem to be grow
ing ever further estranged from each 
other, 
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ONE FOR THE ROAD 

Tou'U want to 
have a lot more 

"one (or 
the road" after 
you've visited 

the 

The food and 
liquid refresh
ments are ex
cellent, and the 
attractions are 
many as tlie 
girl pictured 
left — tlie beer 
garden w i l l 

tell you. 

all under one roof 

ally in Vietnam 
The perambulations of International 

politics are rivalled in their com
plexity If by anything, by the press, 
The report carried as front page 
headlines in the London Dally Mir-
or has received little, if any, coverage 
in Australian dailys. 

While the London Daily Mirror may 
not exactly represent the sublime in 
newspaper reliability, such a claim 
as is implicit in this particular re
port (backed by what is claimed to 
be first hand interview material) 

surely demands the most thorough in
vestigation. If Premier Ky lasts long 
enough to effect significant govern
mental change, we as allies must stop 
and think, just where are we head
ing? What ARE we fighting Tor? 

Without any consideration of what 
we may be fighting against, this lat
ter question stand.s as one of im
mense significance. 

It would seem that, at the moment, 
we are faced in Vietnam with what 
could be a choice between a Com

munist 
South. 

It is incredible then that no local 
newspaper has voiced any violent 
comment on the validity or otherwise 
of the "Mirror 's" assertions. The 
point is that they are not merely 
assertions, there i.s considerable force 
in the article, and to assume tliat the 
Quotation, "People ask me who my 
heroes are — 1 have only one — 
Hitler" Is a total fabrication would 
be incredibly foolish, to say the leust. 
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"We must continue to offer 
the communists a reasonable 
and attractive alternative to 
militant victory . . . (We 
should) seek a negotiated 
settlement involving major 
concessions on both sides." 

J. WILLIAM FULBRIGHT 
Chairman, Foreign Relations 

Committee of the United 
States. 

The following proposal re
presents an attempt to outline 
a set of conditions which 
would, perhaps, provide a 
mutually acceptable basis for 
a negotiated settlement in 
South Vietnam. 

1. Cessation by the United 
States of the bombing of 
North Vietnam. 
(a) Such a decision would in

dicate the seriousness of 
the American attempt to 
seek a negotiated settle
ment. 

(b) The bombing of North 
Vietnam has been largely 
ineffective in checking 
the influence of the Na
tional Liberation Front 
(N.L.F.) m the South. 

(c) The bonibing has tended 
to embarrass the Soviet 
Union, alienate Asian 
opinion and generally 
serve the interests of 
China. 

(i) By attacking a Socialist 
(Communist) state, the 
United States has placed 
the Soviet Union in an 
extremely embarrassing 
position in her struggle 
with China for influence 
in the International Com
munist movement. At 
the s a m e time, the 
bombing has seriously 
undermmed the growing 
detente between t h e 
United States and the 
Soviet Union, One may 
wonder, with some ap
prehension, what the 
likely effect would be of 
an American attack on 
the Soviet missile instal
lations around Hanoi. 
(Defence Secretary Mc-
Namara h a s already 
pointed to this possibility 
in his statement that 
"We have ways and 
means of taking care of 
them".) Certainly any 
hope of progress on criti
cal issues such as nuclear 
proliferation, disarma
ment and a German set-
lement would be serious
ly impaired by such an 
action. Already a num
ber of tentative agree
ments reached by the two 
powers prior to the 
bombing have been al
lowed to lapse. 

(ii) The bombing of an Asian 
country by a European 
power has not been popu
lar in many Asian coun
tries including India, 
Pakistan, Japan, Burma 
and Cambodia. Indian 
Prime Minister Lai Baha
dur Shastri, for example, 
commented on President 
Johnson's peace proposal 
in the following terms: 
"If that bombing con
tinues there is hardly any 
point in making that 
offer. Bombing by the 
United States must come 
to an end if a dialogue 
is to be made possible." 
{Quoted in The Far East-
tem Economic Review, 
May 6, 1965.) 

fd) A call for the cessation 
of the bombing has bean 
made, at different times, 
by all three members of 
the International Control 
Commission — India, 
Poland and Canada. 

2. The opening of direct 
negotiations between t h e 
N.L.F. and the Saigon govern
ment. 

This would require recogni
tion of the N.L.F. as being 
primarily a South Vietnamese 
political organization. Such 
recognition would represent 
little more than an accept
ance of existing political 
conditions in the South. At 
present, the N.L.F. provides 
an effective, and for some 
villagers an attractive, alter
native to the Saigon govern
ment. This influence if 
unlikely to be eliminated in 
these areas short of a major 
conflict, and even then there 
is no guarantee of a success
ful outcome. Certainly it 
would be difficult to be en
thusiastic about an outcome 
in which China occupied the 
North and the United States 
the South, a solution which 
would virtually eliminate 
Vietnamese nationalism as a 
stabilizing force in South
east Asia. 

The establishment of direct 
contact with the N.L.F. would 
add a degree of flexibility to 
U.S. policy which has hitherto 
been absent, A policy which 
attempts to exploit nationalist 
and local aspirations is pre
ferable to one which has the 
effect of encouraging the 
growth of Peking's influence 
in Hanoi, and of Hanoi's in
fluence in the South. 

A 

I Danang 

3. Maintenance of U.S. 
forces in South Vietnam 
pending successful comple
tion of negotiations. 

This minimum concession 
must be conceded by the 
N.L.F. if it is at all serious 
about negotiation. A tem
porary build-up of U.S. forces 
may be necessary in order 
to convince the N.L.F. that a 
complete military victory over 
the Saigon government is not 
possible. However, if a settle
ment is reached, the with
drawal of U.S. and North 
Vietnamese forces f r o m 
South Vietnam would be 
necessary. 

a c c e p t a b i l i t y 

o f t h e s i tua t ion 

1. N.L.F. 
The growing U.S. commit

ment may convince the N.L.F. 
that a complete military vic
tory is no longer possible. In 
addition to the military costs 
involved, the N.L.F. must be 
uneasy about the growing 
possibihty of their becoming 
a pawn in a wider conflict. 
Under these circumstances 
they may be willing to give 
careful consideration to any 
reasonable political settle
ment. 
2. North Vietnam 

The cessation of the bomb
ing, the establishment of 
poUtical and economic rela
tions with the South and the 
withdrawal of U.S. military 
power c o u l d conceivably 
make such a settlement 
acceptable to Hanoi. In ad
dition, North Vietnamese 
leaders must be concerned 
about the possibility of grow
ing Chinese influence in the 
North and even of direct 
Chinese intervention if the 
war should continue to grow. 
3. Soviet Union 

The Soviet Union would be 
a dear beneflciary of any 
negotiated settlement both in 
the context of the Interna
tional Communist movement, 
and the Soviet-American de
tente. If the N.L.F. were to 
agree to negotiate then the 
Soviet Union would ahnost 
certainly be willing to play 
an important role in any set
tlement. Under such condi
tions she could no longer be 
accused, by China, of selling 
out the interests of the N.L.P. 
in the name of peaceful co
existence. 
4. China 

China has little reason, at 
present, to favour a nego
tiated settlement. The Ameri
can policy of escalation in 
Vietnam has tended to serve 
her interests. However, the 
Chinese leaders would be 
unlikely to oppose any N.L.F. 
initiative in the direction of 
negotiation. The subsequent 
withdrawal of U.S. forces 
could be interpreted as a 
victory for China. Similarly, 
the Chinese might believe that 
a neutralized South Vietnam 
may serve to stimulate the 
growth of neutrahsm in other 
areas of South-east Asia. 
5. Saigon 

The deteriorating military 
position, including a rapidly 
growing casualty rate, and 
the sharp decline in economic 
activity in the South, may 
make a continuation of the 
struggle increasingly unat
tractive to the South Viet
namese government. Survival 
for Saigon, however, depends 
on U.S. military support. Yet, 
with the very growth of this 
support, Saigon may begin to 
wonder, liKe the N.L.F., 
whether it too was to become 
a pawn in a wider conflict. 
If the U.S. should favour 
negotiation, however, the 
South Vietnamese govern
ment could do little else but 
accept such a decision. 

6. United States 
The United States faces a 

ditucult choice. President 
Johnson cannot contemplate 
an extensive land war in Asia 
with equanimity. Similarly, he 
must be fully aware of the 
need to avoid, if possible, a 
shattering of the Soviet -
American detent. However, 
an acceptance of the neutral
ization of South Vietnam, 
with N.L.F. participation, will 
result in a serious loss of 
prestige for the U.S. In the 
words of Lyndon Johnson, 
"Our national honor is at 
stake in South-east Asia". 
(The Age, 16/7/1965). "More 
than anything else," writes 
Walter Lippman, "we are 

constructive 

proposals 

for 

Vietnam 
Dr. Ian Ward, Senior lecturer 
Faculty of Economics and 

Politics 

fighting to avoid admitting a 
failure — to put it bluntly, we 
are fighting to save face. (The 
Age, 30/7/1965)). However, 
this very problem has been 
aggravated by the President's 
uncompromising attitude to
ward negotiation with the 
N.L.F.: "I have no doubt that 
if the Viet Cong dolts wish 
to negotiate they will have 
no trouble in finding a gov
ernment to negotiate for 
them. What would you think 
about the state of Mississippi 
negotiating for the United 
States?" (Lyndon Johnson, 
The AustraUan, 19/6/1965). 
While sympathising w i t h 
Johnson's concern over the 
effects of a negotiated settle
ment on American prestige, it 
is difficult not to agree with 
Senator Fullbright "that a 
complete victory hi Vietnam, 
though theoretically attain
able, can only be at a cost 
far exceeding our interest and 
our honor". The Australian, 
18/6/1965). 

The American administra
tion also argues that the 
containment of China will be 
undermined by a negotiated 
settlement in Vietnam. This 
need not be the case. While 
a U.S. military withdrawal 
from Vietnam may stimulate 
the growth of neutralism, 
tnere is no particular reason 
w h y such a withdrawal 
should, of itself, encourage 
the expansion of Communism 
in other areas of Asia. Rather, 
the existence of a group of 
neutral states on China's 
periphery is more likely to 
serve as a check to direct 
Chinese intervention in South
east Asia than the present 
policy of seeking an anti-
Chinese military solution in 
the area. 

Finally, unless the umted 
States is willing to make an 
offer of this type, she cannot 
really claim to have offered 
unconditional discussions 
and, as a consequence, the 
President is unlikely to win 
wide support for his Vietnam 
policy. In the event that the 
I'̂ .L.F. refuses to negotiate, 
favouring instead a win at all 
costs policy, the United States 
would be able to pursue the 
war in Vietnam with much 
strengthened support from 
Asian and other world 
leaders. 
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In the light of the recent 
release of four previously 
banned books in Australia, 
Mr. Bear examines the char
acter of the censor, and the 
censored book. 

A rather oddly mixed bag 
of four previously banned 
novels tias been released, and 
for that one should be grate
ful. But the interminable 
controversy over censorship 
in Australia still goes on, 
and tills one small gesture 
has done nothing to clear 
up the extraordinary con
fusion which continues to 
cloud a number of the central 
issues. 

The trouble is that the de
bate has been conducted by 
both sides in polemical 
rather than intellectual terms, 
with the result that almost 
all of the statements one 
comes across have an air of 
false confidence about them. 
Thus, at the present time, it 
seems more than ever impor
tant that someone should re
examine some of the basic 
propositions of censorship 
and anti-censorship, in the 
hope of finding which among 
the currently held beliefs de
serve serious consideration, 
and which ought to be put 

I aside as absurd or out-dated. 

The present article is an 
attempt in this direction. It 
is tentative in spirit if not in 
tone, while I do not intend 
to draw any conclusions from 
its fairly random observa
tions. But on the evidence 
around us it does seem to me 
that people concerned over 
this question generally need 
to do some radical re-thinking 
perhaps along these lines. 

The grounds for concern 
are both literary and sociolo
gical. Historically, the case 
lor censorship rests on a 
single judgement dehvered by 
a learned English lawyer in 
the Nineteenth Century, who 
ruled that certain works de
signed primarily for enter
tainment had the power "to 
corrupt and deprave". Now 
if that were so, we could have 
no grounds for argument at 
all; obviously, any govern
ment is morally bound to 
protect the populace from 
suffering such a terrible fate, 
just as it is bound to protect 
the iimocent from being 
raped, robbed, or murdered. 

But by arguing m thess 
terms one immediately runs 
into trouble. A court of law 
may be an efficient means for 
determining whether or not 
someone has been robbed, 
and how can the processes 
be adapted to determining 
whether that person has been 
"corrupted"? And even if 
they could, the problem of 
causation would remain; if A 
is proved to have been rob
bed, it would then be possible 
to establish pretty definitely 
that he had been robbed by 
B. But what if A is assumed 
to be corrupt? How does the 
court, or the censor, or any
one else, go about proving 
that he was "corrupted" by 
B? Or by C? Or by any other 
object or person that could 
be isolated precisely enough 
for the kind of direct action 
implied by laws of censor
ship? 

Clearly nothing of the kind 
is possible without expert 
knowledge of a kind not yet 
available. Yet just at this 
point both censors and anti-
oensors beg the question. In 
the first place, "literary 
merit" is almost certainly a 
red herring, and the court 
room is anyway a clumsy 
vehicle for establishing its 
existence, although one can 
see that it is a justifiable ploy 
for people who feel that they 
lave the right to read good 

books. But the question of 
censorship ultimately has 

can 
literature 
corrupt. 
deprave 

or 

Andrew Bear 

English Department 

nothing to do with books 
themselves; it has to do with 
people, and the effect a book 
might have on them. And 
it is a simple fact that no 
writer or literary critic, living 
or dead, could give expert 
testimony on this. Ke can 
certainly argue that a book 
has "literary merit" — as
suming, for the moment, that 
such a thing lends itself to 
definition — out he can have 
no knowledge whatever of its 
possible effects on readers, 
which is an entirely different 
matter. So the idea that 
panels of literary "experts" 
can solve the proolem seems 
to be largely irrelevant. They 
might well handle it more 
sensibly, or more liberally, 
than ignorant policemen, but 
ic will be obvious that both 
terms beg the real question. 

So logically, both censor 
and anti-censor would have to 
turn to people who know 
about people, rather than to 
people who know about 
books. And here, of course, 
we fined the strongest of all 
the anti-censorship argu
ments. As is well known, 
the p s y c h o l o g i s t s and 
sociologists interested in the 
question have never been able 
to establish that people are 
in fact Influenced by the 
things they read, nor does it 
appear likely that any such 
evidence will emerge in the 
near future. The problem is 
not that they cannot find 
people who more or less fit 
the definition of "corrupt and 
depraved" (juvenile delin
quents are a case in point) 
but that they cannot estab
lish any connection between 
behaviour and reading mat
ter. 

It must be said, however, 
that the failure to find em
pirical evidence of such a con
nection, given the relatively 
unsubtle techniques so far 
available, does not mean that 
it may not actually exist. 
Still, on a matter so contro
versial, the general tone of 
the debate would be more in
tellectually acceptable if the 
censors showed at least some 

awareness of this aspect of 
the case against them, and if 
the anti-censors were prepar
ed to admit that their "scien
tific" evidence rested on a 
strong hypothesis rather than 
on a set of facts. 

Another source of rather 
startling confusion arises 
from the irresponsible use of 
the general term "porno
graphy", given that most of 
tne arguments are limited to 
the subject of erotic htera-
ture. For it is pornography 
which is supposed by nearly 
everyone to have this power 
to corrupt, and even middle-
of-the-road anti-censors, like 
the local Freedom to Head 
group, implicitly share this 
assumption in their refusal 
to advocate the release of so 
called "hard core" porno
graphy. But at least they 
make a sensible distinction, 
which the censors have 
chosen to ignore. For in 
suppressing Lady Chatter-
ley's Lover, Lolita, The Spy 
Who Loved Me and Playboy, 
together with commercially 
produced dirty pictures and 
films, they are implying that 
these things may be equated, 
at least in terms of their 
effects, and that all are. 
equally "dangerous". 

Now in practice this seems 
to me to be nonsense of the 
first order, as has often 
been pointed out, although I 
think the intellectual confu
sion underlying it may go 
even deeper than is usually 
recognised. 

There are two separate is
sues involved here, one of 
which may be more or less 
defensible, while the other is 
simply absurd. The confu
sion may be seen at work in 
the arguments produced at 
the "trial" of Laay Chatterley. 
Mr. Griffith-Jones never man
aged to work out quite what 
it was in the book he was ob
jecting to. He shifted easily 
between two different posi
tions: the first, that Lawr
ence placed "undue emphasis" 
on matters sexual, and the 
second, that the book "advo
cated" adultery. —* 
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I find the latter claim mani
festly absurd, although not 
on the grounds argued by the 
defence. The point is not 
that Mr. Griffith-Jones had 
misread, and that Lady Chat-
teriey's Lover doesnt' "advo
cate" adultery at all, but that 
even if it did, this could not 
conceivably offer grounds for 
suppression. The trouble is 
that this approach implies 
the most naively literal 
minded idea of the "meaning" 
of a work of literature. It im-
pUes that the experience of 
reading involves no more than 
the extraction of "messages" 
or "morals" from the book, 
and, furthermore, that once 
"moral", they will immedi
ately set about applying it in 
real life. That is, Lawrence 
emerges as a man writing 
some kind of evil propaganda, 
which may not be literature 
at all, and propaganda must 
be suppressed because the 
public is so gullible that it 
cannot help being taken in. 

If this were so, the Utopia 
of the advertising man really 
would be with us, but for
tunately we need not worry 
that • human behaviour will 
ever become so simple. Yet 
even more clearly than in the 
case of Lawrence, it must 
have been a confused version 
of this argument which led 
to the banning of Lolita. 
Whatever else may be said 
about this novel, it obviously 
cannot be objected to because 
it places "undue emphasis" on 
sexual detail, or even on sex
ual perversion, as Nabokov 
himself has said. Lolita, in 
tact, unlike Lady Chatterley, 
is quite remarkably uneroiic, 
with Nabokov's irony direct
ed continually against Hum
bert Humbert, making him 
anything but an attractive 
character: and anyway he is 
suitably "punished" tor liis 
sins by bemg made to die in 
jail. Indeed, on the moral 
propaganda argument, for 
what little it is worth, the 
"message" of this novel would 
seem to be that foolish men 
who seduce nasty little girls 
eventually go off their heads, 
which might well seem pretty 
innocuous. 

The former proposition, 
however, is more complicated. 
Are the censors justified in 
wanting to suppress works 
which place imdue emphasis 
on sex? 

Personally I don't think 
they are although I am aware 
that this will put me right out 
on the left wing of the anti-
censors. For as far as I can 
see, the moderates who sup
port the "literary merit" cri
terion are simply confusing 
the issue. A book or a pic
ture is either erotically stimu
lating, and if that makes them 
"dangerous" or "corrupting" 
(i.e. pornographic), then I 
can't see how their literary 
value changes the argument. 

Where we go from here I 
don't know. The case for 
censorship has a kind of 
logic about it, but breaks 
down when one examines the 
premise that erotic stimula
tion has a harmful effect, 
while at its worst the main 
point becomes hopelessly con
fused with literal minded 
moralism. On the other 
hand, the moderate case for 
anti-censorship, viewed from 
a logical rather than a prac
tical point of view, contains 
its own equally damaging 
confusions, centring roimd 
the notion of literary merit. 
Neither, in fact, really man
ages to answer the arguments 
of the other, although the 
confident tone of the various 
polemicists tends to obscure 
the fog in which they are 
movinK. 

Logically, then, it seems to 
me that the only solution is 
to abandon censorship alto
gether, although at the mo
ment this appears about as 
likely as the Second Coming. 

—ANDREW BEAR. 

^^Australias 
## 

Dr. T. B. Millar's study 
Reviewed by M, C Frazer 

Based on the assumptions 
that the average Australian 
citizen can quite readily com
prehend the problems of De-
lence and the proper steps to 
meet them, and that he can 
be given all the information 
he needs to discuss the sub
ject "intelligently without giv-
mg away useful information 
to potential enemies, "Austra
lia's Defence" is a fascinating 
and often disquietening book. 
It is the only book available 
that presents to the general 
reader anything like a 
thorough survey of Australia's 
defence (and lack of it), and 
its author. Dr. T. B. Millar, 
of the Australian National 
University, has produced a 
thorough and non-partisan 
study. 

Although hampered by the 
excessive secrecy practised by 
all Government Departments 
concerned with matters re
lating to defence, Dr. Millar 
has oeen able to produce a 
very clear and readable ac
count of the structure, or
ganisation and philosophy of 

which this organisation ^as 
explained and discussed. 

Defence is a subject of 
great concern to us all, and is 
of such importance that, one 
would think;, extensive public 
discussion and thought should 
preceed any major develop
ment in it. But the continual 
classification of much mili
tary information, and the 
Government habit of hiding 
behind "professional advis
ers" (who are then muzzled 
by the Official Secrets and 
Crimes Acts) means that any 
public debate takes place in 
a near vacuum. So with little 
public discussion and even 
less informed discussion, the 
Government and the services 
have been able to muddle 
along, concealing inefficiency 
and mediocrity, safe in the 
knowledge that any short
comings in the state of the 
forces will not cause them 
any embarrassment. Sharp 
criticism is also levelled at 
the Government for the exces
sive intrusion of politics into 
what should be purely tech
nical and economic matters. 
Here Dr. Millar cites the case 

butions to the Second world 
War and the Korean War 
finish an interesting chapter 
that well illustrates the most 
annoying feature of the book 
—because the subject is 
broad and complicated, and 
because the book is rather 
short, important questions 
are very often considered only 
briefly. 

This shows up even more 
in the next chapter, which 
offers a very interesting sum
mary of the most important 
geographical (both local and 
world), economic and poli
tical considerations of strat
egy. Such things as strengths 
of key local industries, trans
port problems, supplies of 
raw materials, our relations 
with our various allies and 
our importance to them, and 
the United Nations are con
sidered. This is followed by 
a most interesting analysis of 
possible threats to our sec
urity. The possibilities dis
cussed are Indonesia, China, 
Japan and a major East-
West conflict. 

The Japanese constitution 
does not allow that country 

(but poorly serviced) forces 
and the probable lack of poli
tical stability when Sukarno 
dies, seem more dangerous— 
she would be even more so 
under a China-oriented Com
munist regime. Like most 
writers now, Dr. Millar con
siders an all-out East-West 
war as unlikely in the im
mediate future; of course in 
the event of one we would 
almost inevitably be involved. 

Dr. Millar then plunges into 
the maze of dutence agree
ments and treaties which 
Australia has signed, and al
though the discussion is at 
times difficult to follow, it is 
i^ general a very valuable 
guide to such agreements as 
ANZAM, ANZUS, SEATO, and 
the North-West Cape Naval 
Radio Station The maze gets 
more complex as we enter the 
field of the Services in Aus-
tion of the Services in Aus
tralia. The three services 
are examined in order; their 
Administrative arrangements, 
training programmes, cur
rent strengths and proposed 
strengths are dealt with, and 
here some sorry f i g u r e s 
appear. The general state of 
preparedness of our forces 
is, apparently, even lower 
than I had thought, and is 
very sick indeed. For in
stance, with the recent des
patch of 1000 troops to South 
Viet Nam, almost half of 
Australia's field force is occu
pied overseas. Further, as the 
Canberra bomber is so ex
tremely vulnerable (and as 
the FUA which is to replace 
it will not arrive until 1969 
or 1970) Australia is without 
an effective air striking force 
tor the next hve or six years. 

This review of the current 
strength of our forces is quite 
startlmg. For it shows so 
many gaps, so many short
ages and so little ordered 
thinking and planning on the 
part of those supposedly 
charged with supervising our 
defence that one wonders 
how such ineptitude is pos
sible. The chapter finishes 
with sections on Security and 
Intelligence, Civil Defence 
("There is only one sign of 
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our defence forces. He has 
overcome (at least partly) 
the secrecy of the various de
partments by carefully read-
mg such vital documents as 
the Commqnwealth Gazette, 
Hansard, the newspapers and 
the telephone directory. And 
it is here that he makes a 
very strong criticism of Gov
ernment policy. For, he asks, 
what possible point can there 
be in concealijng iJiom the 
Australian public defence de
fence details which are 
known to every foreign em
bassy in Canberra? But this 
happens — Dr. Millar quotes 
the case of the organisation 
of the Australian "Pentropic" 
Division, introduced in ii69 
and abandoned in 1964. The 
structure of this Division was 
detailed in a restricted docu
ment, publication of which 
was (and Dr. Millar believes 
still is) a punishable offence. 

Yet for four shillings any 
member of the Australian 
public could buy an Ameri
can military magazine in 

of the decision (made just be
fore the 1963 election) to 
equip the RAAF with the U.S.-
built TFX (Fl l lA) long-range 
bomber, and quotes evidence 
that suggests very strongly 
indeed that party politics 
paid a frighteningly large pare 
m the wnole transaction. 

In order to understand bet
ter the present state of the 
forces, Dr. Millar starts with 
a brief review of the history 
of Australia's defence forces. 
This history starts in 1801, 
when the possibility of 
French attacks prompted the 
formation of a "Loyal As
sociation" of volunteers in the 
colony of New South Wales. 
Defence was one of the prin
cipal reasons for federation 
of the Australian colonies, and 
various contingents of Aus
tralian troops served in sev
eral wars before federation. 
The development of the for
ces before and during the 
First World War is sketched, 
and the changes following the 
War and the Depression are 
reviewed. Australia's contri

te possess military forces, 
but (partly under U.S. pres
sure) "Self-Defence" forces of 
surprising strength do exist. 
Japan's industrial prowess is 
well known, and she is be
coming dependent upon Aus
tralia for supplies of vital 
raw materials. She is the 
world's largest ship-builder, 
and is developing atomic pow
er for peaceful uses. Al
though at present she has no 
desire to attack Australia (or 
anyone else) Dr. Millar is 
more interested in the mili
tary/economic (rather than 
political) possibility; but even 
the latter, he concludes, may 
not be insignificant in, say, 
20 years, particularly if there 
were a China-Japan detente. 
China is next, and Dr. Millar 
concludes that at present 
China has neither the capacity 
nor the desire to attack Aus
tralia, and is not likely to be 
a serious threat for some 
time, unless much of South-
East Asia falls under her 
sway. Indonesia, with her 
current a^ressiveness, large 

a serious consideration of 
Civil Defence: air raid warn
ing sirens have been installed 
at Darwin"), and on the Eco
nomic effects of current and 
increasing defence spending. 

Lastly, possible attacks on 
northern parts of Australia, 
and the defence of Papua and 
New Guinea are considered. 
The latter question is dealt 
with, in detail for it is of ob
vious importance, in view of 
the common border with In
donesian West Irian. Dr. Mil
lar here concludes (not sur
prisingly) that more defences 
are needed in these terri
tories, His last chapter is de
voted to some conclusions 
and proposals. The former 
may best be summarised by 
saying that the forces and 
Governments have sadly ^ ek
ed original thinking and ag-
term systematic pla:. ig, 
and that Governmenls .ve 
displayed very little int^ est 
at all in defence. The pro
posals that Dr. Millar makes 
are varied, and in general 
seem sound. Many of them 
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Defence" (cont.) 
concern administrative, or
ganizational or educational 
matters, and some concern 
further equipment for the 
services; notable among the 
latter are at least one air
craft carrier, submarines (in
cluding one or more nuclear-
powered), heavy-lift helicop
ters, better field artillery or 
missiles, new transport air
craft, and, if neither the U.K. 
nor the U.S.A. is prepared to 
guarantee our safety in the 
lace of a nuclear threat, nu
clear weapons. Some of these 
recommendations could be 
strongly contested, but few 
would disagree with the, 
necessity for more thought 
and planning in our forces. 
The book closes with a num
ber of Appendices of varying 
degrees of interest. 

In general it is a most fas
cinating book, throwing long 
needed light on a vital topic. 
As stated earlier, it suffers— 
several at times — from hav
ing to be brief. Perhaps some 
of these times reflect Dr. Mil
lar's difficulties in prying the 
necessary information out 
of the Government systems, 
but they are none the less 
annoying. But this, and the 
several other small criticisms 
one could make, are minor 
points. For Dr. Millar has 
succeeded in providing a truly 
excellent guide to our present 
and planned defence forces. 
It is generally a very clear 
analysis of the situation, and 
although one may not agree 
with ail of his conclusions or 
premises, one cannot taut wel
come the book as a major 
contribution to the extensive 
public discussion of defence 
that we should have, but 
don't. If this book is able to 
start such discussion then it 
will be of enorrnous benefit 
to us. 

Whether such discussion 
results or not. Dr. Millar is 
to be congratulated on his 
book, which almost certainly 
will become the standard 
work on the subject. I can 
do no more than to recom
mend it without qualification 
as a book that all should read 
—particularly those males 
who turn 20 this year or in 
the next few! 

Review copy of "AUSTRA
LIA'S DEFENCE" by Dr. T. 
B. Millar, Fellow in Inter
national Relations at the Aus
tralian National University, 
published in May 1965 by Mel
bourne University Press, sup
plied by the publisher. Avail
able as a paper-back for 20/-
($2) or in cloth, 35/-
(S3.50t. 

jerry - roll 
is what? 

About 100 members of the Monash 
Traditional Music Society listened to 
a recital of blues and worksongs by 
.inhn Duffv and Don Robinson on 
Thursday last week. 

Both Duflfy and Robinson exhibited 
an absorption of the blues of two 
traditions — the tradition of negro 
blues and that of contemporary 
"white" blues. 

'ihR latter is now being established 
by young white American blues sin
ger ~, notably John Koemer, Dave 
Ru • Dave van Ronk and Geoff Mul-
dm:- The effect of this tradition was 
ni -1; 1' evident in Robinson's per-
fo'-ir.ances, whilst Duffy is more in 
flic context of negro blues, but is 
cju'ifr to, say, Lightning Hopkins 
than to Brownie McGhee. 

Tiip most outstanding thing about 
Di:flv and Robinson is the com-
pirw.-ness with which they have 
abMTbed these traditions, as well 
as that of the negro work — and 
;jris!in — songs. 

Thr-se were perhaps the best-per-
l.f;r.:>d items in the entire concert 
— <[!id ttiis is praise Indeed, for the 
•jLiiiity and presentation of all the 
j;i;i . lial was of as high a standard 
;!•. .;ti be expected of blues singers 
w •.••••--. skins are white. 

i rely do we hear blues and work-
suL.js performed by Melbourne sin
gers with such artistry and complete 
understanding of the blues tradition 

JOHN G. SINCLAIR 

the dream of reason 
The Dream of Reason has 

produced strange monsters. 
Comic, gruesome, or didactic, 
the iTionsters are walked 
proudly forth by their 
creators, the science fiction 
writers. In some sections of 
the science fiction world the 
important thing is to own a 
newer and further out mon
ster than anyone else; in 
other sections the same bored 
and boring monsters plod 
their way from magazine to 
magazine. Mr. Broderick's 
monsters* are more interest
ing. 

As with any other kind of 
writing, the plots of science 
fiction stories do not have to 
be new to be compelling or 
successful. An able writer 
can make the most frayed of 
plot ideas seem newly made; 
in a sense they are, when they 

have been worked over by a 
creative imagination. Imit-
able pursuit of a new gimmick 
for its own sake has spoiled 
too many science fiction 
stories. Too often we suspect 
that a writer has taken a 
popular scientific textbook, 
grabbed the first striking fact 
or idea he finds, and posed 
his marionette characters 
accordingly. If no one else 
has read the textbook, so 
much the better. 

A large p r^or t ion of 
science fiction writing is for 
commercial magazines, and 
here the danger of presenting 
human beings in terms of 
cliche or glib assumption is 
especially strong. After all, 
our point of contact with the 
stories is in the Charac
ters who think as humans, 
whether human or alien; to 

bind them to the require
ments of stereotype or 
preaching just isn't good 
enough. 

So much the more credit to 
this collection, where we feel 
that Mr. Broderick is aware 
of his situations. He has 
really tried to realise what it 
would be like to be a man 
alone as an asteroid, or a 
rootless wanderer through 
the galaxies. In treating these 
subjects freshly, he has an 
eye for the natural as well as 
the human. His portrayal of 
sense impressions is vivid, if 
at times undisciplined. 

The writing does not always 
sustain what is to be said. 
Some passages are over
loaded, and some strangely 
flat. 

"And he turned at less 
pleasant pastimes. As a vir

tual suzerain in the neo-fuedal 
system of the vast business 
house, he tasted the dubious 
delights of sadism and maso
chism, orgy and perversion 

Several stories show 
talent for burlesque which 
suggests that their author can 
be most effective when he is 
being serious, but not sound
ing so. "Little Tin God", a 
satire on good intentions, is 
particularly effective, despite 
some heavy facetiousness. 

Mr. Broderick is a writer of 
definite promise. One of the 
best pieces in the book 
"Darkness Changelling", com
bines his feeling for the 
protesque with a more as 
sured use of language. May 
there be more to come. 

LAURENCE DAVIES 
• A Man Returned, Damien 
Broderick, Horwitz 1965. 4/6 

Monash author Damien Broderick's first 
book — "A Man Returned" — reviewed by 
Lawrence Davies — English Department. 

Clearly at present, in Mr. Arian 
Rawlins, Melbourne has an arbiter 
of taste. His maxims are not confined 
to the jazz idiom which he so 
effusively espouses. He ranges much 
further. He has something to say 
about the cinema, about music in 
i ts widest sense, from Judy Collins 
to Olivier Mess-iaen, about the theatre; 
in fact about everything. And he is 
not averse every now and then to 
summarising the whole of European 
experience over the past couple of 
thousand years. He tells us about "'the 
ridiculous systems which impede 
European music", and of the futility 
of this •'little nasty Christian span (17 
still-born centuries anti-man)". He 
has taken in Dante and Michelangelo 
and Shakespeare and Bach. He can 
see them for their worth. We in Mel
bourne have the benefit of & universal 
insight which orates its wisdom 
r e ^ l a r l y in such mysterious trivia 
as "Toni is a wow", Clive O'Connell 
is "easily the hippest". 

Honestly, just how anyone who was 
present at the I.S.C.M. concert on 
July 16 can come away prepared to 
see the two works on the program 
most worthy of serious consideration 
as the Michell and the McKimm is 
t>eyond belief. That some person can, 
at the same time, literally and wan
tonly throw down the Stockhausen 
and the Messiaen and nass over the 
Webem in a slick comment can lead 
to only one possible conclusion: be 
wasn't there. But he was — because 
I .saw him. He was actually there. He 
actually heard the Messiaen and it 
sounded to him like "birdseed spil
ling out of a rotten packet". The 
Stockhausen employs "tomtoms to 
overlay rhythmic patterns in a way 
which a jazz musician would find 
clumsy and tenatlve". The Webern 
songs (?) "sent themselves up, as 
they are supposed to", the Maxwell 
Davies sounded like "Palestrina with 
a hangover". And yet of the two local 
works, we hear, in the ca.se of the 
Michell, of "a work encompa \ ig 
improvisation in a most original way 
and, moreover, a work held together 
by an almost palpable unity of con
ception and execution"; and of the 
McKimm group that it once had 
enormous "creative potentiality" 
which has been stifled by lack of an 
audience for a couple of years. Of 
ihe unperformed composer, O'Connell, 
that he "has something to say, a 
vital attitude to uummunicate, a 
point to insist. And. above all, wit". 

Now I am not trying to denigrate 
Michell. or O'Connell, or even at this 
stage, McKimm. But I do suggest that 
Mr. RawUns' high-handed rejection 
of the European stuff, and his in
credibly uncritical adulation of the 
local is not only completely thwarting 
any desire on the part of the reader 
to believe him, but is also doing the 
composers he is trying to praise a 
grave disservice, I somehow suspect 
a local composer would rather feel 
a sympathy which has been dis
ciplined by much qualification than 
have himself thrown up as one of 
Che most significant composers living. 
Because that is what Mr. Rawlins 
has done. Once you have got Messiaen 
and Stockhausen out of the way you 
have drastically limited the field. 

Nor am I trying to argue that be
cause a work is European it must be 
better. But I am saying that European 
music has got the facts on its side; 
that we can reasonably expect the 
core of European art at any time 
m he of some significance. It is more 
likely that Antonioni and Felllni are 
more sifmificant than Mangiam'^le: 
thnt Yeats is more significant than 
Hone; Picssfio than French; Cor-
busier than Boyd. Because it is more 
likelv we should be on our guard 
against the inversion of this, which, 
carried to extreme lengths, seems to 
me a sure indication of the "sham" 
at wo'k. A dismissal of Yeats, or 
Picasso, or Antonioni, inevitably 
imolies a pretty stronglv argued, 
comparative discussion. Now it is 
no exaggeration to say that Webem. 
Messiaen. and Stockhausen occupy 
very central positions in 20th century-
music. They are not marginal issues; 

of its relation to Schoenberg, with 
whom Webem at the time was study
ing. Does Mr. Rawlins hear any of 
the GurrellRder, Verklart.e Nacht, 
Pelleas and Melisande in it? Has Mr. 
Rawlins ever heard anv of these 
works? These are not pointless 
academic questions. To feel the his
toricity of a work is very largely 
to know that work. 

And what about this "well-measured 
sham" of Messiaen? Messiaen, 
whether you like him or not, is not 
sham. As a teacher he has had 
tremendous influence. In rhythm and 
dynamics he has performed an ex
haustive personal enquiry. This is 
obvious from his music, from the 
"Vif^t Reyards". It is even more 
obvious in the "Vision de TAraan" 
"Oiseaux Exotiques". "Turangalila". 
Yet unlike most teachers, his music 
is utte ' ly original. There is a sort of 
cultivated naivety about Messiaen 

CASTIGATED 

fhev are clearly crucial- They are 
figures who have to be stepoed over; 
thev can't be sldeswined by hysterical 
Juvenilia such as "clumsy and tenta
tive", "a dreary piece of well-
measured sham" that soimded like 
"a drab V R. shunt". In a report of a 
concert of six works four of them 
European, we ought reasonably ex-
nect mor^ than a quarter of the 
length of the article to be devoted 
to the latter works. Yet Mr. Rawlins 
bat-ely gave us a quarter. 

Anton Webern is a figure of enor
mous importance, as a composer, as 
an influence on the music of our 
time. The work performed at the 
concert was on "a caoella chorus". 
not songs, as Mr. Rawlins informed 
us. It would seem to me that it 
mlshi have been reasonable to ex-
a?ct F^m'^ d'scus-^ion of the work, as 
a basis of his later music, of its de-
Dpndence on music that preceded it, 

which precludes academic reproduc
tion His nupHs Boulez and Stock-
hausan really don't sound anything 
like Messiaen. In the end he may not 
be a great composer. He is certainly 
a reasonable one. At present he is 
certainly a most important one. He 
is a fieure to be stepped over. Mr. 
Rawlins slips underneath him. 

Is the attempt by Stockhattsen to 
incorporate the element of "choice" 
into svstematic discipline a worthless 
D-ocedure? Does it fall in others of 
his works, in "Zyklus", in "Refrain", 
in the "Klavierstucken". It is some
thing with which Stockhausen has 
been occupied for some time. It is 
not just a dilettantish fad. It is the 
reasoned endeavour of a musical in
telligence of some stature. "Zeit-
messe" ought to be evidence of this. 

And where do Australian composers 
stand in relation to these men? 
Webern. Messiaen. Stockausen are not 

just isolated composers. They bave 
to a large extent moulded the music 
of our time. Outside Schoenberg and 
Stravinsky I doubt if there are two 
more important figures than Webern 
and Messiaen, not necessarily in
dividually as composers, but as men 
who have significEmtly moved the 
path of music forward, because that 
is the only wajf it can go. In 1910, 
just where to go was clearly a prob
lem, You have only got to hear the 
"Gurrelieder" and then the "Suite 
Op. 29" of Schoenberb, the "Pire-
bi'-d" and then the "Octet" of Stra
vinsky to be aware of this, Messiaen 
ultimately may not survive as a great 
composer. That he has carried on 
such an intensive inquiry, a quality 
so obvious in the "Vingt Regards", 
that he has been at the centre of 
European music for 20 years makes 
him a person to be at least dealt 
with. You could hardly say Mr. Raw
lins has even tried to do this, 

As for the "ridiculous systems 
which impede European Music" we 
can only conclude that Mr. Rawlins 
has put a.side witli a swift blow the 
"St Mpfhe"''"; Ppc-Hin" -"nie " ' " - ;n 
Flute", the Opus III Sonata. Would 
It be too pertinent to ask whether Mr. 
Rawlins has ever heard these works 
also? 

Mr. Rawlins has done everyone a 
disservice. He has certainly done 
music a disservice. He acknowledges 
Melbourne to be a "backwater" 
Surely, surely anyone who is in the 
position of assessing a concert of 
contemporary music Is going to be 
instructed by the need to endeavor 
to avert this "backwater" situation, 
to somehow stimulate an Inquiry, if 
not an immediate interest. Mr. Raw
lins was talking to several hundred, 
possibly thousand, people who were 
not at that concert. He had a chance 
to do something. Fair enough to dis
like Stockhausen and Messiaen. But 
to wantonly throw them out without 
any explication on their place in the 
music of our time, of their music in 
a wide sense, is to savagely abuse an 
entrusted privilege, the ability to 
attract fellow ^-iman beings to some
thing which iS" not just marginal en
tertainment, but fundamental en
deavor, The innocent chap who 
doesn't know a great deal of music, 
let alone 20th century music, departs 
from Mr Rawlins' article in the be
lief that Stockhausen is a clumsy 
and tentative experimentor and Me.s-
siaen is a mystical ratbag. Webern 
is evidently a rather witty fellow who 
wrote songs that send themselves up. 

Mr. Rawlins has decided for us. 
He has summarised the experience of 
the past. He has adjudged the music 
of the present. Australia has the 
greatest composers. To hell with 
Messiaen and Stockhausen. 

He came to us as the spokesman for 
the "avante-garde" against the 18th 
century clarinet player. But he has 
subtly and unconsciously argued him
self out of court. He was all the time 
the guilty party. He WAS that chap 
who in 1913 started the clmir-throwing 
at the first performance of "Le 
Sacre". 

GERALD J. FITZGERALD 
(Classics), 

http://ca.se
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Hiroshima-
2 0 y e a r s -

3 6 5 d a y s o f 

e a c h y e a r 

It seems appropriate to 
make some comment about 
the film "Hiroshima Mon 
Amour" shown recently at 
the Union, particularly as it 
is now six years old and as 
August 6th was the twentieth 
"anniversary" of the dropp
ing of the atomic bomb on 
Hiroshima. Many first and 
second year students were 
not born at the time this 
most-fateful of fateful events 
occured. It thus tends to 
seem all very remote and past 
history to many people to
day. However in the film, 
Alain Resnais asks a ques
tion applicable both to tnosi; 
living at the time, and to 
those of us who were not. Do 
we have to have another 
Hiroshin:ia to remind us of 
the first? 

Superficially the film could 
be taken as a study of forget-
fulness, memory and the in
fluence of past upon present. 
A yoimg French actress in 
Hiroshima making a peace 
film meets a Japanese archi
tect the night before she is 
due to leave for Paris, Their 
passionate encounter opens 
the film and in this new love 
she remembers her first love 

for a German soldier m Nev-
ers. when she was eighteen. 

Resnais genius lies in the 
manner he uses to present 
this woman's recreation of 
the past through her present 
situation. 

For her the past and pres
ent merge as she is forced to 
give up this new overwhelm
ing love. 

Hut it is not Resnais brill
iant and original technique I 
wish to discuss, I see the film 
as an allegory. The Juxtaposi
tion of the woman's first Vovy 
(which she has forgotten) 
with the hate that was Hiro
shima (which we have Jior-
gotten) allows the use of tw.o 
most basic of forces, love and 
hate, and balancing one with 
the other Resnais achieves a 
unity characteristic of all 
great works of art. His mess
age is simple. What happened 
at Hiroshima was horritile 
enough but what perhaps is 
more insidious is that we 
could forget such horror (as 
the woman says—"Is it pos
sible to have forgotten so 
much love?"). 

She needed a new love to 
trigger oft her memoirs of 
that first love. Do we need 

another bomb to trigger off 
our memories? 

But the film also suggests 
that it is impossible for out
siders to comprehend just 
what misery and human suf
fering occurred after those 
fateful seconds it took tor the 
bomb to explode. 

"You know nothing of 
Hiroshima" the man says to 
her at the beginning — and 
she describes her three visits 
to the museum and visits to 
the hospitals. Yet still he re
peats, "You know nothing of 
Hiroshima". 

Very gradually as her love 
for him deepens (her ability 
to recount her first love to 
him is indicative of this) sha 
gains a new awareness, and 
when they have to part, he 
comes to represent the real 
Hiroshima — not the city or 
the event of the history books 
or museums, the one that ex
ists in the mind she knows. 
Resnais hopes that we too 
may gain fresh insight' 
through empathetic commun
ion with the woman. 

Resnais is probably quite 
right in believing that we are 
not able to fully conceive tae 

horror of Auschwitz or Hiro
shima. We have to invoke a 
mental block on such things 
as protection for our sanity 
and to retain our self-respyct. 
However this is all the more 
reason why we should make 
the attempt to remember 
them at least as objective 
fact. How else is the young
er generation to have a notiin 
(whether facts and figures, or 
feelings) of war and its con
sequences. The popular press 
incloctrinate them with the 
child's notion of war as an 
exciting game — at worst a 
terrible responsibility that 
must be taken bravely, with 
no time to ask questions. 
What is exciting about death? 
And in World War II approxi
mately 55 milhon died. 

I think this is a great film 
not only because of its high
ly imaginative poetic style, 
but because Resnais through 
the film, says something of 
mammoth social significance. 

August 6th is not the day 
we should think of Hiro
shima. Hiroshima signifies 
something about 365 times 
as important as a "one day 
of the year". 

Garry Joslin. 

r e v i e w e d b y 

Pau l M a r r i o t t 

•QUADRANT' JULY-
AUGUST 1965 5/-

I am not a great reader of 
Australian literary/cultural 
maeazines except the annual 
"Melbourne Critical Review', 
for with the exception of this 
magazine and perhaps "Mean-
jin" the standards are abys
mal. One feels quite melan
choly. The latest issue of 
"auadrant" is no exception-
bringing it out seems to be 
more in the nature of a habit 
than of any intrinsic worth it 
might have. 

The three poems in this 
issue, with the possible excep
tion of Mary Finnin's "Kali 
Caste Drover" (but what a 
cliche) are perhaps good 
enough to grace the pages of 
an undergraduate magazine, 
but not those of one with 
international pretensions. 
Martin Haley's "Shakes
peare" (a good, but year-old, 
bandwagon). 

Not for you the cult of that 
Virgin Queen 

Who was no virgin. You 
could have flattsred her 

More fulsomely than Ral
eigh, but you were 

Of Southwell's race and 
Campions death had seen. 

Unlike proud Kit you spied 
not . . . 

and so it trots its weary way 
through two stanzas, spilling 
platitude and pseudo-wit. 

And the poet might have a 
different idea of Shakes
peare's attitude to Elizabeth 
if he read "Henry Vllf". 

Ruth A. Fink's "Back-
groimd of a Politician", an 
anthropological study of 
Lepani Watson, who is now 
undersecretary for Economic 
Affairs in Papua-New Guinea, 
is o!ie of the moG. ill-.vri. , 
pieces of patronising idiocy I 
have ever read: 

"As a small boy, Lenani 
Watson regarded Euro
peans as a powerful and 
rather frightening race. Es
pecially frightening were 
the government officials 
who came with armed 
escorts and had the power 
to take people away to 

prison". 
This sickening school mis-

tressyness is evtjrywiiere. 
Gwen Kellsy's short story 

"Water Lilies" as self con-
ciously Australian as sc often, 
but quite good, even though 
one cringes at such uniiappi-
nesses as — 

' . . . . her skin ridged like 
red soil after plowing". 

The essay "Dichotomy m 
Hindu Life" is clear and in
formative, reflecting perhaps 
the interest in things Inaiaii 
in Australian Universities. 
For those whose knowledge 
of India, like my own, is re
stricted to knowing that she 
got her independence in 1947, 
it is well worth reading. 

The last essay in the book 
is a collection of speech ex
tracts on the Knopieimacher 
affair, that piece of revolting 
academic moraUty that seoii.s 
to have been saoved under 
the carpet. Edward St. John 
quotes that other e":^ja'i,ric 
conservative. Dr. Joliiisori, as 
saying of Fox (actually it was 
Burke, but by page 69 one is 
q-ite piepared even for mis
takes of fact) thac no one 
could share shelter from the 
lain with him for fi-vfe min-
uies without realising ĥ -̂'-j 
was a great man. The imagin
ation boggles at a compu ' 
son of Burke and Dr. K. 

No, "Quadrant" is no ' . 
counter", and one v!on:]:r ' 
not some of the small ^ : 
their deathbeds oiily •:• 
zines have not tolu 
of a habit of life. 

PAUL MAE.^.i.^ 

DENDY CINEMA BRIGHTON 
923191 

Last Days — Ozu's "TOKIO STORY" 

Don't miss it! 

Next attraction: Hilarious French Comedy 

"LA BONNE SOUPE" 

also 

"SKY ABOVE MUD BELOW" 

This will be followed by Wajyda's "A GENERATION" 
also TrufFaut's "400 BLOWS" 

S.R.C. Annual General Meeting 
To be held in H.4. Thursday 12th, at 1.15 p.m. 

Remember the time and place. They are important! 

All students are requested to attend to consider the 
following: 

( i ) Annual report on S.R.C. activities, 

( i i ) The financial statement. 

( i i i ) Adoption of the S.R.C. Statute and a vital 
matter — redraft of the Constitution. 

John Margetts, 
Public Relations Chairman 

iiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiuiiiiimiiiiiiiiii 

EMERALD HILL THEATRE PTY. LTD. 

THE BED SITTING ROOM 
Spike Milligaa and John (Spenn Teat) Antrobus 

Opens mid-August 

For details ring Emerald Hill Theatre 
69 3319 

During the second week tn August "You'll come to love your 
Sperm Test" will be produced every Friday and Saturday night at a 
Supper Show. Both plays are directed by George Whaley. 

iifirniiinirnnmniiiniiiinnimninnimniiiiriniiiiin 
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letters (cont.) 

APATHY 

Dear Sir, 
One was amazed and hor

rified to discover the complete 
apathy with which the stu
dents of Monash University 
regarded the S.R.C-sponsored 
Education Demonstration 
held last Wednesday, July 
21, 1965. Of the 4,000-odd 
students attendmg this uni
versity only 150 actually sup
ported this demonstration. 
Certainly the majority of 
students signed the Education 
Protest petition but the act of 
writing a signature requires 
little effort. 

What is more amazing was 
the lack of support shown by 
the majority of studentship 
holders, especially the third 
and fourth year students — 
students who m' the near fu
ture will be teaching in the 
very schools in which the 
conditions are so appalling. 
Apparently these students 
have little concern for their 
future teaching vocations! 

Monash's apathy on Wed
nesday last is a typical ex
ample of the dominant at
titude of the majority of our 
university students, i.e. self-
interest. So long as they are 
at the university, so long as 
they receive their degrees, so 
long as they have the qualifi
cations to get the best "job" 
offered, the rest of the world 
can "go hang". 

Is it that the term "stu
dent demonstration" has 
nasty connotations which pre
vent students from participat
ing in such mass actions, is 
it simply — that it is below 
one's dignity to p a r a d e 
around the street with a plac
ard, or is it the case that 
students believe demonstra
tions as such to be of no 
value to a cause? 

The Demonstration Pro
test was of great value in that 
It brought, through the dis
tribution of a special news
paper, press, radio and tele
vision coverage of the demon. 
stration, the present educa
tion crisis to the public's 
notice. 

One's dignity is usually lost 
through acting in a beUttling 
manner — there could be no 
belittlement or nasty con
notation about the student de-
monsation held last Wednes
day, for the excellent organi
zation and discipline of it 
was the product of intelli
gent, responsible students 
. . . I wish to congratulate 
the organizers and partici
pants on their successful 
Educational Protest Demon
stration. 

—JOHN McMAHON, Arts 3 

ELECTIONS 

Dear Sirs, 
I write to express, through 

your columns, my thanks and 
deei ;y felt gratitude to those 
31 souls who supported and 
voted for >ne at the recent 
S.R.C. elections (26-27 July). 
May I also express my con
gratulations on the display 
of intense student interest 

shown by the 112 Ecopsians 
who bothered to vote for all 
candidates. Such a number 
expressec" as a percentage of 
total faculty enrolment (over 
800) surely says something 
for degree of involvement felt 
in student affairs by under
graduates — pathetic indif
ference. 

Perhaps it is far too much 
to expect students to interest 
themselves and cast a vote 
once a year, if it is, then 
those of you who are vocal 
enough m criticizing the 
work of the S.B.C. and who 
do not avail yourselves of the 
opportunity of effecting its 
composition, can just bloody 
well keep silent, for your 
comments will, by me, be 
treated with the ignore they 
deserve. 

I wih, for my part, the 
gallant 31 who voted for me, 
the rest of you can go to hell, 
for, as far as I am concerned 
you don't exist, but have long 
since sunk into utter oblivion, 

Yours, 
I. BORASTON 

Representing 31 Ecops 
students, S.B.C. 

FINES 
DEAR SIB, — 
The following is from page 

18 of the University Calendar, 
Statute 4.1 

3. (i) A member of the 
teaching staff of the rank of 
teaching fellow or above, not 
being a professor or head ol 
department, may fine a stu
dent a sum not exceeding £6 
and may exclude a student 
from attending his classes for 
a period not exceeding one 
week. 

For professors it is £10 and 
two weeks. 

There does not seem to be 
any direction as to where the 
money lias to go after the 
power-crazed teaching fellow 
has fleeced the poor bloody 
fresher. 

RORY BARNES 

EROS' 
DEAR SIRS, — I was ex

tremely impressed by the 
articles in the July 28th edi
tion of Lot's Wife, particu
larly that on EROS. There are 
few magazines today which 
draw their material from 
around the globe — and this 
naturally has a limiting effect 
on the views expressed. 

I hope you will continue 
to draw your material from 
such a wide basis. Thanking 
you for the stimulating and 
Interesting articles. 

—B. MACLEAN. 

Dear Sirs, 

The last edition of Lot's 
Wife was undoubtedly the 
best edition of a student 
newspaper produced in Aus
tralia. 

The editorships of Messrs. 
Steedman and Frazer has 
obviously been a brilliant 
combination. The article on 
EROS was badly needed to 
show up injustices over cen
sorship laws. Keep up the 
good work. 

PETER WALKER 

PERFORMANCE 

Mr. Steedman, 
I had the unfortunate ex

perience of witnessing your 
"performance" on the Ray 
Taylor Show of Friday, July 
23. As a young University, it 
is in our best interest to strive 
for a healthy public image; 
an image perhaps of young 
people using their minds criti
cally and constructively, and 
with something intelligent to 
say. As editor of a quality 
Universiiy newspaper, I am 
sure that you must have 
something intelligent to say 
and I wonder why, instead of 
making an unsuccessful and 
awkward attempt to steal the 
limelighi as a comic, you did 
not make a more intelligent 
and thoughtful comment on 
the topic under discussion — 
"the extent to which today's 
yoimg people are interested 
and active in politics and 
political organizations". It 
seemed to me that you were 
being used by Taylor as the 
comic relief; the buffoon, to 
relieve the serious discussion 
now and again. After com
ment from the representatives 

from the A.C.T.U. and the 
Young Liberals, it was sup
posedly your job to present 
the Univej;sity point of view, 
by perhaps giving a short 
discourse on the extent of 
student enthusiasm and/or 
apathy, and perhaps an out
line of the activities of the 
political and other societies 
at Monash. Instead we were 
treated to inane mumblings 
and gigglings along with sucn 
enlightening comments as 
"barbers are socially insignifi
cant anywhy" and other such 
gems. Only in the last fading 
moments of the interview did 
we hear one slightly relevant 
comment on conscription. I 
feel that students involved in 
TV or press interviews should 
remember that they are re
presenting the University and 
not furthering their own 
careers as intellectuals or 
clowns. 

ROSS MATTHEWS 
(Education) 

In ans'wer to this I think it should 
be mode clear from the start, I was 
NOT on the show to represent the 
University viewpoint. My appearance 
had nothing to do with me being at 
the University at all. This, I con
sider. destroys the whole argrument of 
Mr. Matthews. 

The facte are . • . 
Pat Tennison contacted mc and 

asked me to appear on the show and 
speak against a member of the Trade 

Union Youth Group and the Yr:ung 
Liberals. I did not know the fu;! 
details of this topic until just before 
the show. I was HIRED to do exactly 
what I did- Certain sii^nals were Riven 
to me, such as the time to open the 
box on the desk. I would have liked 
to have had a serious discussion on 
the topic, but the limited time was 
further shortened as both speakers 
continued overtime to plug their party 
lines. 

'Not all people have such high stan
dards as Mr. Matthews, and many 
considered I was entertaining;. I 
repeat — I was not representing the 
University. I was making money to 
pay my rent. 

It is unfortunate that there are 
several people such as Mr. Matthews 
around who seem to dog my every 
move, waiting to attack on the 
slightest pretext. One can only guess 
at their motives, but they become a 
1)it boring and childish after a while. 

It is pleasing to see, though, that 
even an intellectual giant such as 
Mr. Matthew!!, recognises a quality 
newspaper, although judging by his 
taste maybe I shouldn't feei pleased. 

Below, as a matter of clariBcation. 
I print a letter received two days 
after my "performance". 

Dear IPete — "Would you please 
accept our thanks for your contribu
tion to "The Ray Taylor Show" last 
Friday. Without this, the program 
could not have been the success we 
beiieve it was. A cheque to cover your 
expenses in joining us will reach 
you in a few days". 

Pat. 
Finally, I don't see how it can pos

sibly be the business of Mr. Matthews, 
or anyone else, for that matter, what 
I do in my spare time, or any other 
time. 

PETE STEEDMAN. 

Malayan and 
Indonesian 

Text Books, 
Dictionaries 

ELSEVIER, McGRAW-
HILL, N. HOLLAND. 
PERGAMON, & VAN 

NOSTRAND BOOKS 

D.A. BOOK 
DEPOT 

157 Elizabeth St. 
(Basement Arcade, opp. 

London Stores) 
67 4938 

DISCOUNT 
Given to students 

at the 

MONASH MOTOR 
SCHOOL 

steering Column and 
floor gears 

Over 3,000 satisfied 
clients 

28 4047 

TYPING 
prompt service at 
reasonable rates 
Phone 86 8624 

CAR? 

WANT NEW TYRES? NEW BATTERY? 
WHEEL BALANCE? RETREADS? 

See 
MONASH TYRE SERVICE 

376 North Road, Huntingdale 
544 4735 — 544 5688 

ALEETA FASHIONS 
217 HUNTINGDALE ROAD 

HUNTINGDALE — 544 7824 

present an exclusive range from these 
fashion houses — for you — 

• BICKY REED 

• NINNETTE CREATIONS 

• GEOF BADE 

• DAVID KEYS 

• AYWON SPORTWEAR 

• ADA OF CALIFORNIA 
• WATEHSPUN 

• ART KNIT CREATIONS 
• TIFFANY CASUALS 

also now in stock— 
• BALMORAL LINGERIE 
• OSTI LINGERIE 

• GRETA LINGERIE 

• HOBBY STYLE BLOUSES 

• ZORA BLOUSES 

ALL LEADING HOSIERY BRANDS 

A Special Discount of 1 0 % is available 
to all students on presentation of 
ident i ty cards. Goods may also be 
purchased on easy Lay-By. 

the 

OOKSHOP 
ON THE 

CAMPUS... 
MONASH UNIVERSITY 

Textbooks and additional 

reading on the Humanities, 

Sciences and tlie Arts 

See us for all your Stationery 

requirements 

Typewriters, Slide Rules, 

Drawing sets and boards 
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Menzies 
kickback 

Etear Sirs, 
We were extremely disap

pointed to find such a medi
ocre collection of drivel ser
ved up as an attempt to 
analyse Sir Robert Menzies 
and his achievements. The 
common characteristic of the 
articles was their wanton dis
regard of fact and lack of real 
perception. Large extracts 
were taken verbatim from 
the book, "The Ruler" with
out any trace of acknowledge
ment. We had been led to 
believe that we were to get a 
reasoned and dispassionate 
analysis. Instead, we received 
several hatfuls of impious 
prattle. 

To cite particular instances 
which call for criticism, let us 
begin at the Editorial. The 
Editors claim that those who 
have written i or copied) ar
ticles have substantiated and 
justified their views and that 
supporters of Menzies were 
unaDle to do this. This is ar
rant nonsense, as we will 
show. We also object to being 
categorised by our neo-gods, 
the Editors, as "complacent 
and optimistic". We now pro
ceed to the article by ivlr. 
Head (with considerable help 
from "The Ruler"). Mr. Head 
is apparently not a well-
travelled individual, since he 
does not appear to know that 
Australia has the third-high
est standard of living in the 
world. To blame the good 
policies of Menzies on to 
"creative Labor planning" is 
sheer effrontery. We are left 
to presume that all the bad 
policies of Menzies were 
worked out by Unity Tickets 
and a Nuclear-free South 
pacific — policies suicidal to 
the communal welfare of Aus
tralia, which, Mr. Head path
etically asserts, has not im
proved under Menzies? To 
suggest that Menzies has a 
"meagre regard for personal 
liberties" demonstrates the 
author's ignorance. T h e 
Grimes Act Amendments of 
1960 do not extend the evi
dentiary propositions of the 
Common Law by one iota. 
The Labor Government of 
1926 brought in an Act with 
identical provisions. The pro
visions were formally enac
ted in England in 1871; and 
Mr. A A. Calwell said in 
Federal Parliament in 1960 — 
"No decent Australian does 
not believe that there should 
be stringent laws against off
ences constituting disloyalty". 
Does the Author not consider 
himself as a "decent Austra
lian"? To suggest that Men
zies was the driving force be
hind the Common Law, an 
English Act of 1871, a 1926 
Labor Government, and the 
leader of the Federal Opposi
tion is somewhat of an over
statement. Mr. Head pro
ceeds to make wild generilisa-
tions, with a total lack of 
regard for the necessity of 
establishing proof. 

Mr. Wilson would have us 
believe that Menzies has 
wrecked the economy of Aus
tralia. The fact that 15% of 
secondary industry is Austra
lian-owned and that most 
overseas companies do have 
Australian share and deben
ture holdings is conveniently 

overlooked Dy the author. As 
well, he exaggerates by multi
plying the true amount of 
loreign investment by 10. The 
only unemployed in AustraUa 
are those who are completely 
unemployable. Vacancies out
number job-seekers by 14 to 
1. Even the few illiterates and 
alcoholics on the dole are not 
poverty-stricken and, Mr. Wil
son, it we had no overseas 
capital then at least a quarter 
of our workforce would be 
unemployed. Perhaps this 
would suit you better than 
the present situation? 

From our reading of Mr. 
Walker "s article it would 
appear that we are fast star-
vmg to death in our slum 
environment. In the seven 
days since we read the article 
we haven't seen anyone star
ving yet. The plain fact is that 
only those who are too proud 
to seek assistance from chari
ty sutler the slightest malnu
trition in this country. No-
one starves, and very, very 
few live in anything remotely 
resembling slums. Mr. Wal
ker does not even bother to 
define "culture", and what he 
means by the term is anyone's 
guess. He adduces no evi
dence whatsoever to estab
lish his assertions. Perhaps 
Mr. Walker wants us to live 
in a single square mile of 
teeming skyscraper flats and 
leading such egotistic ivory-
tower lives as he apparently 
strives for? If it is so bad 
here, Mr. Walker, why not 
return to England and let us 
poor colonials alone. 

The unprecedented gall of 
Mr. Standish in submitting 
hi readers to such soporific 
nonsense exceeds that of the 
other authors by the prover
bial mile. The father of one 
of the writers was a senior 
advisory member of the Aus
tralian delegation in Korea 
and was decorated by the 
United Nations. This gentle
man was justifiably incensed 
by Mr. Standish's suggestion 
that the Korean War was a 
myth. The facts were that 
China attempted to overrun 
the whole of Korea by a 
policy of externally-directed 
subversion and open revolt. 
As a person well-travelled 
in Asia and with friends 
in many Asians lands, this 
gentleman is aware of the 
ways in which China is 
attempting to expand. Ap
parently Mr. Standish does 
not realise that the true facts 
are that China was in tribute 
to Tibet and that Tibet was 
recognised by China as an 
independent State imtil 1950. 
To believe for one moment 
the extravagant, unlawful and 
unfounded territorial claims 
recently invented by China 
shows an abysmal ignorance 
of history, geography and in
ternational law. The armed 
incursions of China into In
dia, Tibet. Korea and For
mosa speak much louder 
than th2 words of Mr. Stan
dish. Appeasement w i t h 
China has been and will be 
proven as ineffective and 
naive as it was with Bismark 
and Hitler. Why should Aus
tralia follow the mistakes of 
Britain? "Peace-loving China" 
has set 1970 as the date for 

the conquest of Australia, and 
Mao Tse Tung has said 
"Power comes from the bar
rel of a gun". You could 
hardly expect us to believe 
your ridiculous assertions, 
Mr. Standish? 

The remainder of the last 
issue of Lot's Wife is hardly 
worthy of comment. To sub
ject university students to 
the standards of cheap paper
backs demonstrates the de
gree of subtlety of which the 
Editors are capable and the 
depth of their intellectual 
abilities. We look forward to 
an improvement in the stan
dards of objectivity and in 
the type of content, and trust 
that this protest will be pub
lished in. full. When will the 
authors cease to pound their 
passions to pieces and tear 
their tears to tatters? 

G. L. Rice and J. C. Palmer, 
Law II. 

a f t e r t h e f a l l 

sir, 
Congratulations on improv

ing Lot's Wife to such an ex
tent that it is unrecognizable 
from that of your predeces
sors. Your critical analysis of 
current affairs and person
ages is undoubtedly an 
excellent idea, especially in 
a paper with the supposed 
formative influence on awa
kening minds. 

However, there are, without 
doubt, some who feel, as I 
do, that there is another side 
£)f the story, other than that 
which you present. 

In the series of articles on 
conscription, apart from 
those of the extreme left 
wing. Perhaps these are the 
correct views, but it is an 
insult to the thinking person 
not to present the views of all 
major interested parties, and 
from these drawing a rational 
imbiased conclusion, or credit 
the reader with a modicum of 
intelligence, and leave them to 
draw their own conclusion. 

It is interesting to compare 
the last issue of Lot's Wife 
to the first issue edited by 
Messrs. Steedman and Frazer. 
The first issue was obviously 
out to prove that new 
brooms, do in fact, sweep 
clean, in the latest issue, how
ever, the brooms have be
come, in some way, soiled. 

The attack on Tliaram Dil
lon must have been a purely 
partisan view, possibly held 
only by its writer, as if it 
were general through the 
S.R.C. Mr. Dillon could 
hardly still be enjoying his 
position of President, nor has 
Mr, Dillon's autocratic ways 
removed the last vestiges of 
democracy from the S.R.C.? 

Whatever the relevance of 
"Eros Denied" may have been, 
it escaped me. Possibly the 
editors are obeying the bibli
cal injunction "Love Thy 
Neighbour", though how this 
is applicable to a person in
dicted on a charge of porno
graphy is debatable. 

The caricature of R.G.M. 
was, in part, an excellent 
article, but how the conclu
sion that a man who in 1965 
does not practice what he 
wrote in 1917 is inconsistent, 
and therefore a virtual 
moron, is a mystery. It does 
not take into accoimt that the 
thinking men (the graduate 
and student?), are those open 
to all sides of an argument 
and therefore is more likely 
to change their views. 

To be a constructive critic, 
one must no': criticise unless 
a better alternative is offer
ing, otherwise we tend to 
become defeatist, and at 
present this is the stormy 
course Lot's Wife is steering. 

P. L. THOMPSON 
(Eng. I) 

mumus 
speaks 

The President S.E.C., 
and 

Chairman Clubs and Societies 
Council, 

C/- Union Office, 
CLAYTON July 30, 1955 
Dear Sirs, 

Unfortunately 1964 went by 
without the S.R.C, or the 
Clubs and Societies Council 
demonstrating any apparent 
interest in the fate of Monash 
Medical Students engaged in 
clinical studies at the Alfred 
Hospital Medical School and 
associated Teaching Hospi
tals. To date, this year has 
not been noteworthy for an 
altered approach; therefore, 
as a clinical student and 
President of the M.U.M.U.S., I 
am writing to protest on be
half of a section of the student 
body which is paying full-
time Union Fees with no 
observable benefits, other 
than the inadequate Union 
Grant we have "extruded" 
from an unwilling Union for 
the partial equipping of Hos
pital Student Quarters. 

Numerous matters have 
been brought to my attention 
in which we as off-Campus 
students have been neglected. 
The laiest matter concerns 
yesterday's "National Forum 
on Vietnam", the organizers 
of which included the S.R.C, 
who are to be congratulated 
and encouraged to arrange 
further meetings of this 
nature. I was able to attend 
part of the Forum more 
through chance than design, 
only discoyering the Forum to 
be in full swing when I ar
rived on the Campus for a 
prior engagement. 

It may well be argued that 
the delivery of Lot's Wife and 
Union News Sheets which I 
arranged for students and 
staff at our main Teaching 
Hospitals would help over
come the impression of neg
lect and separation. But with 
News Sheets arriving as they 
do in the late afternoon of 
the day of publication — at 
the earliest, they are for the 
most part of no immediate 
value, except possibly for the 
News Weekly — when, and if 
it carries an accurate coverage 
of forthcoming events. Lot's 
Wife invariably reaches us 
well after release on the Cam
pus — sometimes a week 
later, and thus is unable to 
keep us informed of current 
activities, serving more as an 
historical reflection of past 
activities on the Campus. 

We off-Campus hold you 
and your respective person
nel responsible for seeing to 
It that publicity {e.g., the 
numerous posters advertising 
the Forum on Campus notice-
boards) be extended to bring 
such matters to the notice of 
all Monash students. We are, 
as I have pointed out, paying 
full-time Union Fees but re
main unconvinced of the 
logic behind the demand that 
it is sufficient for £21 per 
head to be collected from us, 
and then have our existence 
cease to be noticed. Some

how more than adequate per
sonnel and interest were 
found and directed towards a 
publicity splash enlightening 
students in the Parkville-
Carlton area of the Vietnam 
Forum. 

I request that: 
(i) At the next meeting of 

your respective committees 
these matters which I have 
raised are tabled for discus
sion and appropriate action 
instigated to ensure that in 
future all Monash University 
students are fully informed 
of all matters which concern 
them, be they S.R.C. elections, 
Forums, Educational cam
paigns, Union Nights, and, 
etc. 

(ii) In future you and your 
respective committees make 
a concerted effort to involve 
all off-Campus students in 
Monash activities. 

(iii) You acknowledge re
ceipt of this letter and give 
some account of the per
manent procedure to be 
adopted by you in overcoming 
this lethargic and apathetic 
approach, a state of body and 
mind you have so readily in 
the past ascribed as the sole 
hereditary right of the rest of 
the undergraduate popula
tion 

I have delilierately limited 
the account of our com
plaints, but it will not take 
much cerebration to realize 
that these are but few of the 
difficulties experienced by 
those of us who study some 
distance from the Campus. 

Recent criticism in the stu
dent press has not improved 
the image of the "roof-organ
izations" in this University. 
To guard against the pos
sibility of our protest being 
allowed to gather dust in 
some pigeon-hole in the 
Union Building, a copy of this 
letter is being forwarded to 
the Editors of Lot's Wife. 

Awaiting your reply in an
ticipation. 

Yours sincerely, 
VIVIAN MARTIN 
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The 
issue 

of 
Academic 

Freedom 
don gunnair 

The topical interest in academic 
freedom arises out of recent events 
in Sydney. Although, to my know
ledge, the University of Sydney has, 
at the time of speaking, made no 
statement, it is widely reported that a 
lecturer in the Department of Psycho
logy at the University of Melbourne, 
who applied for the position nf Senior 
Lecturer in the Department of Philo
sophy, has not succeeded in his ap-
pUcation. It is reported that the 
duties of the position include the 
giving of lectures in Political Philo
sophy. But although the University 
of Sydney has made no statement, 
and, so far as I know, has not yet 
completed its deliberations, personal 
statements have been made to the 
press, letters have been written and 
published in the press, and petitions 
have been signed and pubhshed in the 
press. If we are indeed in the pos
session of facts, we are indebted to 
the press for them, tiiough there have 
also been rumours, the reliability of 
which it is dilHcult to assess. 

But this gives me pause. There is 
something wrong that I should be in 
possession of these facts, for I am 
not a member of a committee whose 
responsibility it is to select the best 
man for a position from a number of 
applications. It is not for me to sav 
who should be appointed to a posi
tion in another University. Confiden
tial material whether in whole or in 
part should not be available to those 
outside the deliberative bodies con
cerned. 

I pause for a further reason. It is 
an absolutely fundamental academic 
freedom that appointing committees 
and boards should be permitted to 
come to their decisions without a 
press campaign to influence them. 
without the threat of litigation, and 
without round-robins from other aca
demics and undergraduates, instruct
ing them in the decision they are to 
make. So I am here to protest that 
academic freedom is threatened by 
such pressures as this very protest 
meeting. 

The responsibility of an appointing 
committee or board is to made a 
decision which will best serve the 
needs of their University. Their re
sponsibility is not to please other 
people. Their responsibility is not 
to please any particular group of 
people by their decision. Their re
sponsibility is not to please any 
candidate. The responsibility which 

they must discharge, is to see to it 
that their University will be well 
served by the decision they make. 

The confidentiat nature of the pro
ceedings of appointments committees 
and boards is by no means a privilege; 
it is a provision which is essential 
for the proper functioning of the 
deliberative machinery designed for 
making a wise appointment. Let me 
give you an example. It is not un
common for referees to be asked to 
arrange a hfit of candidates' names in 
an order of distinction. This may 
help a committee or board, especially 
if one name consistently heads the 
lists. Clearly it would be invidious to 
make such lists public. Who would 
ask for them and who would provide 
them, if they were to be made public? 

When there happens to be only one 
candidate for a position and when the 
University does not find the candi
date suitable for the particular posi
tion they hoped to fill, it could be 
needlessly damaging to the candidate, 
if they were to make public the tact 
that the sole candidate was not ap
pointed and the reasons which in
fluenced them in their decision. For 
the candidate may be eminently 
worthy, and very suitable for another 
position which another University will 
offer, and his candidature for this 
next position should not be prejudged 
in any way by the determinations of 
the earlier committee, 

Furthermore, for the sake of aca
demic freedom, as well as for the 
sake of excellence in Universities, it 
is essential that those who are ap
pointed to positions within Universi
ties should have security of tenure. 
It would frustrate the ends proper 
to Universities if, say, with every 
change of goverrunent, there followed 
a change of occupants of University 
positions. It might well put those 
whose pursuit was truth at a dis--
advantage with those whose pursuit 
was place, or power, or a platform 
for some cause extrinsic to the pur
suits proper to Universities, The more 
the formal arrangements became ad
vantageous to time-servers or machine 
men or to men whose over-riding 
loyalties were to other external move
ments, which they happened to be 
caught up in, the more the character 
of Universities would be destroyed. 
But if any particular University is to 
keep the principle of security of tenure 
bright in the eyes of all men of 
goodwill, then it must do what it can 
to sec that those whom it affords 
security of tenure are men who want 
to. and who will pursue the ends and 
purposes proper to Universities. A 
University must be careful to appoint 
men whose activities will not Jeopard
ise, obstruct or frustrate the proper 
ends of UniversiUes, but men who 
wilt on the contrary promote them. 
An appointing body, in fact, entrusts 

the pursuit of ends proper to Uni
versities to those whom it appoints. 

It follows that, at the time of 
making an appointment, some pro
perly constituted body within the 
University has the responsibility of 
considering the MAN to whom they 
may, or may not, entrust some of its 
proper pursuits. For. of course, the 
University is not appointing a set of 
paper qualifications to a position. The 
University is appointing a man, 
Whether a man will serve a University 
well depend not only on his current 
learning, not only on his originality. 
his abihty to break new ground, but 
also on qualities of character. Charac
ter requirements cannot easily be 
formulated in a simple rule, and so 
it becomes largely a matter of judg
ment, and judgments may vary from 
one honest man of goodwill to 
another. That is one reason why there 
are committees and boards and some
times protracted deliberations. It does 
not follow that, because there are 
dissenting judgments, there must be 
some dishonourable motive influenc
ing someone's decision. There are 
quite honourable and defensible dif-
'erences of judgment. 

It would be a mistake, therefore, to 
think that the virtues and vices of 
a man are necessarily irrelevant to 
the discharge of his duties, and that 
a Professiorial Board, say, has no 
business to consider a man, when a 
committee or sub-committee of that 
Board has been given the task of 
examining the paper qualifications of 
the candidates. So far from being 
an unwarranted interference, it is a 
responsibility of a most Important 
kind. In some parts of the world an 
appointment is not made without an 
Interview with the MAN, 

Consider a hypothetical case. A 
man has good qualifications, but his 
health is bad. He can work only 
intermittently, so, although he may be 
able to do useful work writing, a 
Board might Judge it doubtful 
whether he could discharge heavy, 
regular, teaching duties, and accord
ingly appoint another man to the 
position. 

Another hypothetical case. A man's 
paper qualifications are good, but un
fortunately he finds it necessary to 
make a fast Intake of alcohol before 
he addresses any class. There is 
nothing against his paper qualltlca 
tions, degrees, publications, etc.. but 
this particular fault may unf^t him for 
the discharge of some of his duties. 
This fact should be treated confiden
tially but it would not be wrong of 
a University to decline to appoint 
him. It is the University's business 
to see that the proper work of the 
University is likely to be carried out 
well and not frustrated. I t would 
clearly not serve the proper ends of 
a University, to appoint a man who 

Sixth 
S.R.C. 

On Wednesday evening last, 
the first meeting of the sixth 
S.R.C. took place in an at
mosphere of healthy opti
mism and enthusiasm. 

Mr. David Griffiths, who 
has for some time now been 
a prominent figure in student 
activities was elected Presid
ent of the sixth S.R.C. His 
rival candidate, Mr. George 
Pappas, was elected vice-
president. 

Mr. Griffiths has been the 
driving force behind numer
ous surveys (including the 
famed 'Library Report', an 
epic in its time) and has been 
active in organising the 
S.R.C. Education Committi;e 
of which he was chairman. 

Mr. Pappas was founder 
and president of the Law 
Students' Society, and has 
worked for a considerable 
time on the latest S.R.C. con
stitution. 

The post of S.R.C. general 
secretary was filled by Mrs. 
John Conway, and as a new 
member Mr. Conway deser
ves special congratulations, 
and an extra wish of good 
luck — the secretaryship is 
not an enviable responsibility. 

The new Resident Execu
tive is: President, David Grif
fiths; vice-president. George 
Pappas; general secretary, 
David S ' cr; N.U..^.lj.S sec
retary, Gavic Couitney. 

The General Executive is: 
Activities , irman, P a u l 

tlarrison; clubs and secieties 
chairman, John Pittendrich; 
publications chairman, David 
Thomson; public questions 
chairman. Ken Anderson; 
public relations officer, Keith 
Staples; p u b l i c relations 
chairman, John Margetts; lia-
son officer, John Larson; edu
cational affairs chairman, 
Lucille Morgan. 

Mr. Peter Byrne is assist
ant treasurer, and Andrew 
Theophanous is chairman of 
the editorial board of "Tum
bril" — the S.R.C. secondary 
students' newspaper. 

With a fresh start the sixth 
S.R.C. has the opportunity 
of achieving much—Mr. Grii-
fiths has promised more ac
tion, closer contact with 
students, and a generally re
vitalised approach. 

In the task of succeeding 
to maintain the confidence of 
its own members, and of the 
student body, we wish the 
new S.R.C. the best of luck. 

A genuine interest in stu
dent affairs is ditfioult to keep 
as a primary concern, and it 
is encouraging that Mr. Grif
fiths' record shows such con
vincing evidence in this re
gard. 

Finally the fifth S.R.C, and 
especially pres i d e n t Mr. 
Tharum Dillon deserve con
gratulations for its achieve
ments of the past 12 months. 

—P.G.F. 

\ 1 
CAREERS IN 
ADMINISTRATION 

The Commonweaith Public Service Board's 
Administrative Training Scheme at Canberra provides 
twelve months' special training in government 
administration. This is challenging work of national 
importance, with excellent prospects for advancement. The 
salary range for trainees is £1,482-£1,848 for men and 
£1,281-£1,647 for women. The minimum commencing 
salary for honours graduates is £1,543 for men and £1,342 
for women. Applications from final-year students in 
Arts, Commerce, Economics, Law or Science should 
be forwarded to the Secretary, 
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was insufficiently concerned for truth 
or justice, or insufficiently concerned 
for the well-being of men and women. 

I am not making a point about 
objectivity. In my opinion some 
people rely too heavily on the words 
"objective" and "objectivity", which 
are used to refer to many different 
things and frequently call for further 
explanation. I seem to have read of 
a certain skill which Dr. Goebbeis 
had of describing the current state 
of Germany and ofrering a solution, 
first from the standpoint of a Social 
Democrat, then from the standpoint 
of a member of the Catholic Church. 
then from the standpoint of a Com
munist. then from the standpoint of 
a member of the National Socialist 
party. I seem to have read that he 
showed such brilliance in these per
formances, that they were sometimes 
requested of him as a party trick. 
Now someone .might say. with fair 
plausibility, that this gift showed rare 
objectivity, but in spite of his doc
torate and in spite of his experience 
of the world, and in spite of his rare 
gift of objectivity, an appointing com
mittee might judge that for other 
reasons, the pursuits proper to a 
University woiUd not he well served 
by entrusting to Dr. Goebbeis the dis
charge of some of its functions. So 
I say people should not rely too 
heavily on the words "objective" and 
"objectivity", 

I have tried to indicate why I think 
a Professional Board (or some other 
properly constituted deliberative body 
vrithin the University) ought to con
sider a man as well as the pieces of 
paper. Now 1 shall add the thought 
that it is not only a small selection 
committee who will have to work 
with each new man appointed; it is 
not only the members of one parti-
fular department or faculty among 
whom he will work and associate. He 
will be the colleague of all academics 
in the University. 

It should be possible for appoint
ments to be made by deliberative 
bodies, without reasons being de
manded for the decisions they make. 
(Does everyone feel entitled to know 
the reasons which led to the appoint
ment of a particular man as judge? 
Do we all feet we must demand to 
know the reasons a business house 
has for a particular appointment it 
makes? Is the army thought to be 
answerable to everyone tor the deci
sions it makes concerning the suit
ability of a man for a post?). In 
particular, a deliberative body should 
not be hustled or put under pressure 
to come to one decision rather than 
another, by press campaigns or mass 
meetings of undergraduates , any 
more than it should be directed by 
governments, religious or commercial 
interests, or political parties, or edu
cation departments. 

An appointment to a position in a 
University is not a popular election 
and electioneering devices are out of 
place. By giving your vote or your 
name to a demand that a properly 
constituted deliberative body should 
come to this or that decision you 
would be attempting to exert an im
proper influence upon it. You would 
be pre-judging an issue. And what 
you would be doing, you would be 
doing in an injudicious manner. For 
you do not have before you all the 
relevant matters to deliberate upon. 
You would not be employing any 
systematic procedures of question 

those who institute totalitarian re
gimes, and those who would institute 
totalitarian regimes if they could. 
attack constitutional safeguards and 
legal procedures, and it is always be
cause they have purposes or causes 
or a loyalty to a movement which 
they deem to be deeper or higher 
than the proper ends of the institu
tions whose, legal safeguards they 
destroy. To some people, especially 
to those who are bored with their 
lives, a totalitarian movement pro
vides an excitement, which, say, 
respect for the independence of the 
judiciary lacks, or the University's 

and answer to dimmish the areas of 
doubt. No! You would be doing it 
in the spirit of a campaign In the 
name of academic freedom you would 
lae attacking a fundamental academic 
freedom. For one of the most im 
portant bastions of academic freedom 
and freedom generally, is respect for 
the integrity of properly constituted 
deliberative organs. Some legal 
forms and procedures are safeguard.'* 
against improper pressure, and intimi
dation, exerted by those whose in
terest in the decision springs from 
something other than respect for the 
proper ends of Universities, amongst 
which, we all here agree, are to be 
included the discovery and promotion 
of truth, justice and the well-being of 
human kind, 

It has often been pointed out that 

proper pursuit of truth lacks. It 
would appear to be difficult for most 
people to become hysterical about the 
independence of the judiciary or the 
fact that Universities are, in the or-
dinarj' course of things, adding to 
knowledge. 

In the recent past, people have al
lowed themselves to be caught up in 
movements whose over-riding con
cerns were hostile to many human 
freedoms, including academic free
dom. including the freedom of delib
erative bodies to make appointments 
without pressure from intrusive move
ments. 

Thus many German people, uncriti
cally, even hysterically, were caught 
up in the National Socialist move
ment to establish The Thousand Year 
Reich, and the World Supremacy of 

the Nordic Race. They ceasea to be 
in any state of mind to respect the 
proper pursuits of Universities and 
their procedural and constitutional 
safeguards. For these people it be
came more important to appoint to 
Universities men who were caught up 
in the same movement. For these 
people, it became more important to 
catch up the Universities themselves 
into the same movement, thus sub
verting Universities to ends not their 
own, 

Similarly, a self-righteous member 
of a Communist Party, with a strong 
sense of mission and an over-riding 
loyalty to the movement he is caught 
up in, might be impatient of the 
restraints imposed upon him by the 
pursuit of the proper ends of Uni
versities and the safeguards protect
ing their pursuit: and, however 
worthy he may judge those ends to 
"be, he cannot think of them to be 
of such value that they should not 
be subordinated to the cause which 
claims him and which he imagines is 
a higher cause. Therefore, he, too. 
is prepared to see Universities sub
verted to ends not their own. 

Alas! Anti-Communists, especially 
anti-communists, who are ex-com
munists, are also apt to be self-
righteous. and all too liable to believe 
that the movement they have l>een 
caught up in has an importance which 
over-rides all matters. They are 
liable to think that the pursuits pro
per to Universities and the safeguards 
protecting those pursuits are of minor 
account when compared with their 
mission t.o combat communists. With 
a strong sense of the righteousness of 
their cause, even with religious fer
vour, they too may proceed to subvert 
"Universities to ends not their own. 

I want you to consider certain as
pects of the present issue before us. 
First, we would not be speaking about 
the application of a particular man 
to a particular position in the Uni
versity of Sydney, had not at least 
some one person felt it more im
portant to make a public issue of the 
matter, than to respect the confiden
tial and constitutional procedures of 
the deliberative body of which he 
(or they) were members. In some 
measure this violates the body from 
within, 

The response was immediate. State
ments were reported in the press. 
Letters appeared in the correspon
dence columns. Petitions had names 
attached to them and were published. 
And this activity occurred in several 
states. And you are now asked to 
add your voices to the clamour. All 
this violates the integrity of a de
liberative body by applying pressure 
from outside it. 

I doubt if any of this would have 
been done without a sense of the 
righteousness of some cause. For it 

is the sense of a cause, the being 
caught up in a movement, which is 
so efficacious in blinding people to 
such a /act as that the issue before 
them is the merits of i particailar 
case The particular case of a man 
apply' for a position, and the par-
ticulsr decision of a deliberative body 
upon his application. 

Even Ihose academics who, scat
tered throughout the Commonwealth. 
gave their names to the impertinent 
directive instructing the Professorial 
Board of the University of Sydney 
just what it was to decide have been 
known to express their doubt. Their 
extraordinary position appears to be 
this. "In spite of our doubts about 
appointing this particular man, we 
nevertheless instruct you to appoint 
him, and we will regard it as a 
breach of academic freedom if you 
do not." This extraordinary inter
ference with the deliberations of an 
academic body is presumably sup
posed to be accepted as the normal 
give and take of University life. A 
fair reply might go as follows. "It is 
preci-seiy because of the doubts which 
you acknowledge, that we must not 
make the decision you demand." 

What do people have doubts about? 
What might they have doubts about? 
People might feel doubtful about ap
pointing a man to a position if they 
find him to be overmuch given to 
catling other people "moral degener
ates". They might feel even more 
doubtful if he goes into print likening 
other people to " ra ts" , or if he refers 
to other people as "human rubbish". 
If you think another man wicked, evil 
or bad, this may have to be accepted, 
for men are sometimes evil, wicked 
or bad. And if you think a man is 
a bad man you at least still think 
of him as a man. The phrase "moral 
d ^ e n e r a t e " suggests that much that 
constitutes manhood has collaps&i 
and perhaps human status Is ques
tioned. But words such as " ra t s" 
and "human rubbish" suggest that the 
writer has ceased to regard certain 
people as human beings al all (not 
even bad human beings to be argued 
with or shown the error of their 
ways), for vermin and rubbish are 
disposed of by the methods of 
hygiene. 

A responsible man on an oppoint-
ments, committee might then feel 
doubtful. He might say, "If this man 
were to become a teacher and ex
aminer of undergraduates, in this 
University, how would it fare with 
them if he should decide that they are 
like rats? How vrill they fare if he 
comes to think that some of his 
undergraduates and examinees are 
'human rubbish'?" To be able to 
justify the wisdom of appointing sucn 
a man he would have to overcome 
these doubts. But he might find 
these doubts too hard to overcome. 

YOUR CHANCE TO SAIL ON THE GREATEST ONE-CLASS SHIP AFLOAT 
TO THE UNITED KINGDOM VIA AUCKLAND, SUVA, FABULOUS MIAMI 
Great in size . . . great in accommodation and appointments 
. . . great in sheer travel value . . . the R.H.M.S. 'Australis', 
biggest one-class passenger liner in the world! This is your 
chance to join her maiden voyage from Melbourne early September 
to the tJnited Kingdom sailing via Suva in the Fiji Islands, the 
exotic Panama Canal region, across the sapphire-blue, sun-
sparkling Caribbean Sea and calling at America's vacation-land, 
Miami in Florida. A never-to-be-forgotten voyage . . . and 
experience in big-ship comfort and life you'll treasure always. 

So . . . if you're going to England, make up yaur mind NOW. . . 
and book,. , berore it's too late! 

Accommodation from £143 m 8 berth cabins to lavish suites 
at £450 per person. 75% of i l i cabms are facilit) cabins and 
attractively decoratel 

CHANDRIS LINES 
SEE YOUR TRAVEL AGENT OR: CHANDRIS LINES, 182 COLLINS STREET, MELBOURNE — PHONE 63 6444 
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bushwalking 
T h e joys of Bushwalking — join 

us and you too can spend your week
ends like this! The club runs many 
walking and climbing trips for both 
beginners and veterans: instruction in 
rock climbing (as illustrated) freely 
given. Come and join our happy 
family! 
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This year has seen the start of a 
new era for the Monash Ski Club. 
This orRanisation, under the canable 
and enthusiastic leadership of Daryl 
E^/ans, has grown from a club cater
ing exclusively for the experienced 
skier to one which can now offer a 
wide ranEe of benefits to the novice. 
The club's main aim this year has 
been to try to reduce the prohibitive 
P'ices of ski equipment to give more 
i tudents the opportunity of trying 
this sport. The club now offers be
ginners the chance to hire good 
quality skis and other equipment at 
.1 very low cost while also enabling 
students the chance of gaining large 
concessions by buying equipment 
through the club. Next year we hope 
to extend this service further and 
stock a greater variety of equipment 
which will again be available at a 
low charge. 

Howeve*-. the main benefit which 
)he Ski Club will be able to offer to 
members next year will be the club's 
very own lodge. This project, started 
by last year's committee and carried 
on by another energetic and respon
sible committee, has finally crystal
lised, and with the aid of an fS.'HW 
urant from the University, a lodge 
is being built at Mt. Buller. Under the 
guidance of Mr. Rozvany and with 
Lhe helo of Mr. Doug Ellis, the fina', 
plans for a 32-bunk lodge have been 
completed, and it is hoped to have it 
built in time for the next season. Final 
details of membership have yet to be 
drawn up, but is seems probable 
that members of the Ski Club will 
have first choice of bookings and non-
members will be allowed, if there 
are vacancies. Members who graduate 
will be able Lo pay a nominal sum 
and obtain life-membership. It is 
applicable here to mention that work 
parties will be required in the Sum
mer Vac. for the construction of the 
lodge. All those who participate will 
have, as some recompense, priority 
booking of bunks as well as free 
accommodation in the next season 
equivalent to the time spent on one 
of these parties. 

The most current event of interest, 
however, is the Inter-Varsity Cham
pionship being held at Thredbo in 
New South Wales. To say the least. 
the M.S.C. was very confident of 
carrying off the championshio, but a 
definite win has been robbed by un-

fo'-seen events. Two members of our 
tMim who were in the Australian 
Training Squad, David Bretherton and 
Sue White, have both suffered broken 
legs and will not race again this 
season. Two other members, Roger 
Evans and Jenny Biggs, have both 
been selected to race for Australia in 
the Inter-Dominion Championships 
in New Zealand during August, and 
will miss some of the Inter-Varsity 
events. On behalf of the club, I iwould 
like to congratulate these two mem
bers for being the first two Monash 
University students to represent Aus
tralia in any field of sport, and we 
wish them the best of luck. For
tunately, the team possesses great 
depth, and the club is still confident 
of taking first place. 

You can see that there is a lot in
deed ahead for the Ski Club. How
ever, its proRress is going to depend 
la-gely on YOU, the student. The Ski 
Club needs your active pa^'ticipation 
to give the committee support for 
its present project and future ambi
tions. So therefore, keep your eye 
on the notice boards and news sheets, 
and see what the most progressive 
sporting club at Monash is doing, and 
if vou can help in any way. PLEASE 
DO. 

monastic sport 
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I^vid Ong is from Malaysia and a 
2nd year Economics student. Before 
coming to Australia he held the State 
Badminton Junior Championship tn 
Kuala Lumpur, and was in the 
Malayan Combined Schools Badmin
ton Championship. Since his arrival 
in Australia he has been winning bad
minton tournaments and at present 
he is the holder of the following 
titles:— 

Singles: Victorian Championship, 
1963 and 1965. 

Doubles: Victorian Championship, 
1960 to 1965-

Singles: National Silver Bowl Com-
peUtJon 1965. 

At present he is the President. Cap
tain and Coach of the Monash Univer
sity Badminton Club. He played in the 
1963, 1964, and 1965 Inter-varsity com
petitions and was undefeated. A few 
weeks back David and his nephew, 
Andrew Ong, represented the Geelong 
Badminton club against the touring 
New Zealand team. In 1963 he received 
a Full Blue Award. 

His other hobbies are golf, squash 
and bowling. 
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I After a great fighting win the pre

vious week, Monash went into this 
gsme against the second lowest team 
confident of a big percentage builder. 
The ground was heavy but it was a 
good day. 

Very little can be said about this 
game as it was far from a good 
exhibition of football. The ball 
handling was very poor, and although 
Monash had a far superior side on 
paper, many of the "name" players 
failed completely. 

The game was fairly close all day 
with Monash keeping the upper hand 
and maintaining the lead of a few 
points. The last quarter managed to 
give lhe spectators a little excitement 
with the scores being very close. 
With a handful of players playing 
good football, Monash eventually ran 
out the victors by one point. 

Best players — Peter Wells. Peter 
Rattray, John Farley, John Netherton. 

MONASH RESERVES 
Completely over-ran Old Brighton 

with strong attacking play. The side 
teamed well and more than doubled 
Brighton's score. 

Notable performances were - Jphn 
Shannon coming back into form, and 
Chris Reilly kicking seven goals. 

MONASH BLUES v. ST. 
BERNARD O.B. 

Beauty treatments were all the 
rage out at the Essendon mud pack 
on Saturday, and all players except 
"the pimpernel" Sharp, took advan
tage, and gave themselves a good 
coverage. The game was of great 
importance to the Blues if final four 
hopes were to be realised. 

Scores were undoubtedly going to 
be low. but Paul White took a guess 
at the scoring end and Monash kicked 
that way. Most of the play was at a 
very low altitude (approx. three 
inches) but Monash managed to get 
the ball into flight several times and 
had a good lead at quarter time. 

In the second quarter Monash in
creased their chances of a win mainly 
through the strong play of Peter 
Wells and George Shand in the full 
back line. Soccer tactics were in
creasing in popularity. AleC Barr 
would have been proud of the way 
Monash adapted itself. 

Half-timB — Blues 10 points up. 
The third quarter was very even 

with Monash having a lot of play, but 
not capitalising with many goals. 
Rat-astry was blazing away from all 
angles, without bringing up a major. 
St. Bernard's scored against the wind, 
and Monash were still 10 points up. 

The last quarter was one where 
spectators drink too much, smoke too 
much, and the weaker ones suffer 
heart attacks. The scores were level 
for a greater part of the term. 

In the closing stages, Monash were 
too strong, and Pete Rattray snatched 
the winning goal against the wind. 

Goals: Graham 2, Farley 2, Rattray, 
Wetherton, Longney. 

Best players: Farley, Shand. Wells, 
P. White, Sharp. 

Pinal scores: Monash 7.U (53); St. 
Bernards 7.7 (49). 

basebal l 
On Sunday, August 1, the club 

held its annual field day barbecue, 
which was very well supported by 
parents, friends and players, at the 
Ferny Creek Reserve. 

Proceedings kicked off at about 
10,30 a.m. when the first field day 
game was played. The prize went 
to the person who could flip a 
bottle top off a C and U bottle using 
a metal toothpick. This prize was 
nearly won by Bob Dixon who was 
then made to drink the dozen bottles 
he practised on. This game was fol
lowed by lunch and then further field 
games, in which Steve ESigel. our 
noted • skipper, Victorian representa
tive, coach, best catcher, won two 
out of three events. A special 
mention must be given to Bob Reid 
who threw a baseball 110 yds in the 
long throw competition. The games 
were followed by the Judging of Miss 
Baseball "Bird" and Miss Baseball 
sister, the judging being done by Mr. 

"Doug Ellis and his wife. 
The day ended on an exciting note 

when Steve Engel heroically rescued 
John Brazier, who got lost chasing 
lyre birds through Sherbrook Forest, 
from under a dark bush. Steve 

•apparently found the bush very dark 
and a further rescue party had to be 

•sent out later. 
On the serious side. Monash scored 

a triple win last Saturday, against 
"I van hoe one of the top sides. This 
win has put the seconds back in the 
tour while giving the firsts confidence 
for their inter-varslty trip next week. 
"It appears that our hard training is 
paying off. 

If the performance can be kept up, 
It appears that the firsts will finish 
fourth of* fifth, while the seconds 
will play off in the finals. The thirds 
while not winning as many games as 
the other aides are doing extremely 
well when it is con-sidered that about 
half the side has not played com-
petetlve baseball before. 

rugby 

The performance of the Club over 
the last four weeks lias been very 
disappointing. The 3rd grade side, 
which appeared to have the minor 
premiership won. are now second on 
the ladder as the result of a drawn 
match with Geelong and a disgraceful 
loss to R.AA.F. The 4th grade side 
finished the season badly with two 
consecutive loses, and were well out 
of the four. 

The result of our annual match 
against Melbourne University was a 
convincing win to Melbourne, although 
we were by no means disgraced. John 
Counsell's selection in the University 
team to play the University of Cah-
fomia was well deserved, and a fitting 
reward to his great games through
out the year. 

It can only be hoped that these 
losses will bring back some spirit 
into the Club, and that the 3rd grade 
side can at least win the major pre
miership. 
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Tammy Silver, 19, Arts I, has had 
an outstanding career in the sphere 
of Table Tennis. 

Last year she was a member of the 
Hakoah Women's A Grade premier 
team, and was ranked number 4 
junior in Victoria. This year Tammy 
was the most outstanding player at 
I.V. in Adelaide, being undefeated in 
singles matches and taking off the 
Women's title — she was also runner-
up in the Women's doubles. Tammv 
was consequently selected number 1 
in the Australian Universities Team 
and defeated one of the State players 
in the match against a South Austra
lian State side. 

(2>1? t i l i l t ^ ISS'CBC^IiS. 

At Monash Tammy has just taken 
off the triple in our own table tennis 
c h a m p i o n ^ ps namely — women's 
singles, doubles and mixed doubles: 
other interests at Monash, "David". 

In the Victorian Table Tennis Cham
pionships just completed Tammy was 
seeded number 8 in the women's open 
singles and reached the quarter finals 
of this event. 

Perhaps the highlight of her table 
tennis career is yet to come when 
in the vacation she will be represent
ing Australia in the Macabiah Games 
(Jewish Olympics) in Israel — all at 
Monash congratulate Tammy on her 
selection and wish her the best of 
luck. .. 

INTER-VARSITY BOXING 
CARNIVAL 

Come one come all — Union Hall 

August 17th - 18th - 19th at 7.30 p.m. 

See some of the best amateur boxers in Austral ia 
competing in all weights 

Monash 

University 
Russian Club 

This Russian Club has attemp
ted to be as active as possible 
this year and has had among 
its activities sherry parties, 
evenings, lectures, music ses
sions. and cultural outings. Our 
most popular activity has been 
of some of the best known 
Russian films of this century. 
During third term we will have 
four more 35 mm. scfeenings 
in the Union Theatre which 
will all start at 7. 

9th September: ''Quiet 
Flows the Don" (Part 
2 ) 

16th September; "Don 
Quixote" 

23rd September: Dos-
loevsky's " Idiot" 

30th September: Tol
stoys "White Nights" 

woman s 
hockey 

Despite its outstanding record over 
the last three seasons, the Monash 
Women's Hockey Club has not been 
-very successful this year. Although it 
could be said that even COMPETING 
in A Grade takes a pretty good team. 

Monash has a team in A Grade be
cause over the years its success has 
been most pronounced. In 1963, our 
second year of association hockey, 
our only team took the C Grade 
premiersbip; 1964 saw us field three 
teams in B, D and E Grades — B 
grade were premiers, D runners-up 
on percentage, and E had to forfeit 
after reaching the finals. 

The' high standard of play in A 
Grade, however, has proved diffici't 
for our team this year, but the team 
members are confident that they will 
be a force to be reckoned with next 
season. 

C, D and E Grade teams were also 
entered for Monash this year but lack 
of players forced the E team to be 
dropped. C Grade has had a poor 
year with only two wins, and D 
Grade, who were on top of the ladder 
in the early part of the season, have 
slumped disappointingly out of the 
four. 

Nevertheless, the year has been one 
of progress. Two of our players 
neared State selection, and except for 
in D Grade, our general standard of 
play has improved over the season. 
Next year the teams will be more 
stable, with a year's experience in 
their grades, and everyone is de
termined that next year Monash will 
give the "four" of each grade a good 
shake. 

monash 
cross-country 

MISS 

MONASH -

MISS W.U.S. 
This year was the most suc

cessful to date for W.U.S. We 
raised a total of £1,100, al
most half this (£500), was 
raised by Judy Tyler's back-
jnof frroup, the Monash Jewish 
Students Society. This is a 
CL»iiuixt;iiaaoie effort, and I 
am sure that all of the stu
dents join the committee in 
thanking Judy and her society 
for their efforts. 

In winning the title of Miss 
W.U.S., Juay receives these 
prizes generously donated by 
the following firms: 

A Dinnelr in the Mayfair 
Room of the Soutnern 
Cross Hotel. 

Theatre Tickets to "Les 
Ballets Africans" from J. 
C. Williamson Theatres 
Ltd. 

Dinner Set valued at 
£35/15/- from Forum, 40 
Lower Plaza, Southern 
Cross Hotel. 

Stockings from Prestige 
Ltd. 

A presentation box of 
chocolates from James 
Chocolates Pty. Ltd. 

Jane Cocks was chosen as 
Miss Monash after an after
noon's judging held at Deakin 
Hall. The panel of judges 

The first Annual Monash 10,000 
meters Crosscountry Championship. 
held over a wet and partly muddy 
course at Sandown Park on July 21, 
resulted In invited athletes taking off 
most of the honors. 

The winner, Colin Eaton from 
R.M,I-T., led all the way and won 
comfortably In excellent time. The 
Monash winner, 3 a r r y Mclntyre 
(Arts) also beat the other Monash 
athletes home by a comfortable mar
gin, but only finished in 6th place. 
The inter-faculty contest was won by 
the Arts Faculty, 

The field of 27 starters, Including 6 
competing by invitation, was most 
•^ncouiEiging, as Melbourne University, 

with three times the student numbers, 
rarely have more than 10 starters in 
their Cross-country. This is a gooa 
sign for the future of athletics at 
Monash. 

Results. Overall placingfe — C. 
Eaton (R.M.I,T.). 34 m. 13.7 s,, 1; J. 
Blewett (Coburg Teacher's College), 
35 m. 3 s., 2; J. Connell (Melbourne 
Teacher's College), 35 m. 30 s.. 3. 

Monash placings — B. Mclntyre 
(Arts). 6th overall, 37 m. 13 s., '1 ; 
J. Stafford (Ecops), 7th overall. 37 m. 
45 s . 2; S. Fitzgerald (Ecops), 8th 
overall, 38 m. 28 s., 3. 

Inter-faculty results — Arts, 39 pts., 
1; Ecops, 48 pts., 2; Engineering, 65 
pts., 3. 

Left to Right: B. Mclntyre, C. Eaton, J. Connell 

that had the task of deciding, 
consisted of Mr. John Water-
house, Assistant to the Vice 
Chancellor (who incidentally, 
has helped as a judge for th^ 
last three years), Mrs. Elaine 
McFarling (Fashion writer 
for the Herald), and Mr. Ken 
Sparkes, our 3UZ "After 
Dark" D.J. The combination 
of these judges provided the 
best panel that has sought to 
choose a Miss Monash to 
date. _ 

Jane has won for herself 
these prizes, also generously 
donated by the following 
firms: 

A trip to either Sydney, 
Adelaide, Canberra or a 
Tasmanlan Port and re
turn, with the compli
ments of Ansett-ANA. 
Cross (to accompany 

Dinner at the Southern 
Miss W.U.S.) 

A Portrait Photograph from 
Southern Cross Photo
graphic Studios valued at 
15 guineas. 

A Hicjkory Wardrobe from 
Dowd Associates 

A Cuddly Teddy Bear do
nated by Harold Blair. 

The remaining contestants 
have not been forgotten, and 
this year, owing to the gen
erosity of the following firms, 
all of the girls will receive 
prizes from the following 
donors: 

Lingerie Boutique Pty. Ltd, 
—Southern Cross Plaza 

Ronson Gas Lighter — 
Southern Cross Plaza. 

Hair Care from Southern 
Cross Hairdressing Salon 

Cajnille Fashions of South
ern Cross Plaza 

Ponds Cold Cream and 
Cutex Cosmetics from 
Cheseborough-Ponds 

Toronto Fashion Shoes 
from Opat Bros. 

Complimentary Dinners 
from "Capers"' and 
"Rob's Carousel". 

T Y P I S T 
requires work at home 

Reasonable rates 

For further information 
please phone 

972386 
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APOLOGY 
In the Political spectrum 

of the last edition of "Lot's 
Wife" we printed the name 
Prof. J. Legge Melb. Uni. 
This should have read Mr. 
J. Leggs Melb. Uni. We 
apologise for any misunder
standing that may have 
stemmed from the misprint. 

Aust ra l i ans 

"Generally speaking, the 
mass of Australians are un
informed, unenlightened and 
undiscriminatlng. Only a 
small proportion of people 
anywhere have any intel
lectual standards, but in 
Australia the proportion is 
smaller than anywhere else. 

"Neither the youth of Aus-
•,ralia nor the supposed 
smallness of the population 
is any longer an excuse.. We 
have had the advantage of 
seeing what older cotmtries 
have done and of learning 
from them, but we haven't 
learned much. Many countries 
in Europe with smaller popu
lations than ours are more 
advanced in matters of in
tellect. 

"The trouble is that ours is 
a materialistic society. Beer, 
the races, and matters of 
show count for a great deal, 
and things of the mind take 
a back seat. 

"The wealthy people of Aus
tralia are of very little value 
to this country on the intel
lectual side. Many wealthy 
Americans have made rich 
contributions to their coun
try's intellectual advance
ment, but the wealthy Aus
tralians who have imitated 
them here are pitifully few." 

— Mr. F. G. Coles at the 
recent auction of nis library 
of Australian books. 

'THE AGE 31/7/65 
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CIBA SYMPOSIUM 
Subject: 

"THE THYMUS - EXPERIMENTAL AND CLINICAL STUDIES" 

OPEN LECTURES 
In 

PUBLIC LECTURE THEATRE — MELBOURNE UNIVERSITY 

Wednesday, 35th August at 4.45 p.m. 
Dr. J. F. Loutit and Dr. C. E. Ford — England 
"Traffic of lymphoid cells in the body" 
(Chairman: Professor S. D. Rubbo — Melbourne). 

Thursday, 261h August at 4.45 p-m. 
Professor G. Klein — Stockholm 
"Lymphocytes and antibodies in relation to malignant diseases" 
(Chairman: Professor M. P. A. Woodruff — Scotland). 

Friday, 27th August at 4.45 p.m. 
Professor W. Dameshek — U.S.A. 
"The significance of autoimmune disease" 
(Chairman: Dr. Ian Wood — Melbourne). 

PUBLIC CEREMONY 
in 

WILSON HALL — MELBOURNE UNIVERSITY 

TUESDAY, 24th AUGUST AT 8.15 P M . 
to commemorate 

•HiE 50th ANNIVERSARY OF THE POUNDING OP THE INSTITUTE 
and to 

FAREWELL THE RETIRING DIRECTOR OF THE WALTER & 
ELIZA HALL INSTITUTE 

SIR MACFARLANE BURNET, O.M. 

GUEST SPEAKER: THE RT. HON. LORD CASEY, P.C., CJT. 

UNIVERSITY STAFF, STUDENTS, MEMBERS OF THE MEDICAL 
PROFESSION AND INTERESTED MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC ARE 

CORDIALLY INVITED TO ALL FUNCTIONS 

R.S.L 

The Retiurned Servicemen's 
League last night accused the 
Government of failing to ex
plain properly the situation in 
Vietnam, and Australia's res
ponsibility there. 

The RSL national president, 
Mr. A. Lee, said; "The RSL 
believes the Governm e n t 
should take far more active 
steps to make sure the situa
tion in Vietnam, and Austra
lia's responsibilities, are more 
widely explained. 

"Up to the present time, 
it has been largely left to 
other organisations, such as 
universities, to arrange for
ums at which this vital con
flict can be debated." 

("The Australian", 4/8/66.) 

T Y P I N G 

Accuracy and good presentation 
guaranteed — confidential 

RING 58 5451 a.m. or p.m. 

f u n 
w i t h 

t a x 

Fun at the Taxation Depart
ment, 

The department treats all 
returns as completely confi
dential; this protection is 
extended even to those who 
niake their living from crim
inal activities, 

"Burglars, S.P. bookies and 
prostitutes are expected to 
make their returns, declare 
their occupation and pay 
their tax on income earned 
the same as any other per. 
son", an accountant said. 

"But the burglar can't 
claim his tools of trade as a 
legitimate deducatibn. The 
department doesn't go that 
far." 

WE NEED WOMEN! 
At the present moment the third stage ot Farrer Hall is being 

completed and will be ready to accommodate students at the beginning 
of third term. This is the second residential hall within the University 
and at the moment they seem to be experiencing a sex problem. There 
seems to be a waiting list of i^ligibie males seeiiing accommodation but 
there are quite a number of vacancies left for women students. How 
about it girls? Now is your chance to shack up with a group of vital 
and active males. Be a.s.sured of passing by )>eing in the University. For 
further details students should contact Mr. M. 0 . A. Wilson — either 
at Deakla Hall, or bis ofBee witliln the Unlveraity. 

a p a r t h e i d 

b a c k f i r e s 

THRESHOLD 
THRESHOLD was in i t i a l l y conceived of as a mogazine of 
psychology for students and staff at Melbourne Univers i ty , 

Now THRESHOLD aims to provide a medium for a l l 
wr i ters in the f i e ld of psychology, psychia t ry , sociology 
and anthropology throughout Aus t ra l ia . The new printed 
THRESHOLD wi l t be distr ibuted in a l l Aust ra l ian 
un ivers i t ies , and Melbourne and suburban boolcshops. 

Besides being a medium for student thought in the 
behavioural sc iences, THRESHOLD hopes to provide 
graduates and professional workers wi th a place for more 
speculat ive and controversial a r t i c les than can oppeor in 
the spec ia l i s t journals of psychology ond socio logy, and 
more sc ient i f i c ar t ic les than can appear in the po l i t ica l 
per iod ica ls . 

Through ar t ic les concerned with the oppl icat ions of 
psychology and sociology to educat ion, low, industry, 
mental hea l th , social plonning ond po l i t i c s , THRESHOLD 
also hopes to be of interest to people working in other 
f ie lds besides the behavioural sc iences. 

The best way to obtain THRESHOLD is through direct 
subscr ipt ion to: 

The Edi tors , 
Flat 18, 
46 Manningham Street, 
Porkv i l l e , V i c to r i o . 

The subscr ipt ion rate is 12.-''- p.o. for four issues. Cheques 
or money orders should be made out to "Th resho ld 

Chief Kaiser Matanzima, 
Chief Minister of the Trans-
kei. Dr. Verwoerd's number 
one show piece has gone into 
revolt. 

Transkei, over the past two 
years, has been the pride of 
Government propagandists 
who have been able to show 
overseas visitors the Trans
kei as an example of how well 
the aparthead policy works. 

Matanzima was the "tame" 
native that Norman Banks 
thought so highly of. Now 
he has openly attacked apart
heid. 

He demanded freehold pro
perty rights outside the re
serves and told his African 
audience: 

"Listen to your leaders until 
the whites have restored to 
you a bigger part of the 
country than that occupied 
by the whites". 

Mantanzima has already 
established that whites in 
Transkei cannot get freehold 
rights which he is now urging 
his followers to claim in 
white areas. 

Footballers' 
Bail 

The second-last night of term 
<Thurs., Aug. 12) is tlje occas
ion of ihe Monash Footballers' 
BaU. This is unquestionably 
THE social event of the year. 
At £3/3/- a pop and with 
literally thousands of gallons 
of grog (supplied by the 
guests) tliis turn is certainly 
too good to miss. Two Icnock-
out bands — "Slugger" 
Moore's and the Spinning 
Wheels — will be in atten-
.dance. The few remaining 
tickets can be obtained from 
Carol at the S.R.C. office. 

•Farrago 

We notice that the only 
worth-while material Farrago 
can find in Lot's Wife is the 
letter from Patrick Tennison 
after he was misquoted. 

Seems a pity that a once 
excellent paper has to resort 
to this form of snipe, but we 
suppose success always 
breeds some forms of jeal
ousy among rivals. 

w o m e n 

Seems women can be a bit 
rough, too. 

At a recent meeting in the 
Town Hall, organised by the 
Central Women's Committee 
of the A.L.P., 30 hecklers had 
to be escorted from the meet
ing. The meeting was or
ganised to protest against the 
sending of conscripted youths 
to Vietnam. 

"TEACH-INS" 
The "Teach-ins" have re

ceived the expected responses 
in the right-wing press ot 
Australia. Two recent quotes 
from the "News Review" (the 
paper that sees Former 
Totalitarian Victims, False 
Prophets, Leftists, Long 
Hairs and Peace Marchers 
as the forces destroying Aus
tralian Freedom) represent 
these prevailing thoughts 
adequately. 

The comms have woken up to the 
fact that they are a dirty word — 
deservedly so. So they are how trying 
to make themselves respectable. Al
most as respectable as the tinder-
cover comms who infest the lunatic 
unteiiectuai) fringe of politics. 

Australian leftLsts, dumbly fallow
ing an already discredited lead from 
overseas, next month will add their 
shrill voices to the clamour for a 
reassessment of the government 
-attitude in .the. Vietnam. Imbroglio. 

Any students interestetJ 
in a L ibertar ian Club 
should contact Boyd 
Oxiade or Clem Barnett 
or leave their name and 
address at "Lo t ' s W i f e " 

office. 

M a r a n t z 

m i s t a k e n 

A couple ot weeks ago" the 
Philosophical Society pub
lished the first edition of 
their magazine "The Philoso
pher". Untortunately the last 
article in this magazine ot 
exceptionally high standard 
was completely untrue. The 
article concerned was by H. 
Marantz on "The Bight of 
Freedom of Speech" and was 
inspired because the Monash 
University S.R.C. had refused 
to allow Eric Butler to speak 
at the University. This basic 
premise is entirely false. I 
would suggest to Mr. Marantz 
that before he attempts to 
write any more articles ha 
check his facts. 

Four times he accused the 
S.R.C. of banning Butler and 
based his whole article and 
attack on this "fact". Eric 
Butler was invited to speak 
at Monash by the Liberal Club 
who subsequently withdrew 
this invitation. Because But
ler was a controversial figure 
at the time and students 
wanted to know more about 
him, the S.R.C. invited him to 
speak. 

Why Mr. Marantz didn't 
check on his facts with the 
S.R.C. before he wrote the 
article only he knows, but if 
he thought he was being con
troversial or exposing a 
wrong witliin the University, 
he completely failed, and 
made himself look rather 
silly. In fact, Mr. Marantz 
discussed this article with one 
of the Editors of Lot's Wife 
nearly two months ago, and 
was given the complete facts 
on the subject. Did he forget, 
or would it have spoilt his 
good story? 

the whole 

t ru th 

The "Truth" has had its 
usual well informed dig at 
students in the last couple of 
editions. 

Students protesting against 
the lack of education facilities 
and teachers in this state — 
a very serious problem, were 
treated in the following way: 

"Childish university stu
dents marched in the city 
through the pouring rain and 
newscasters described them 
as being very wet. Lots think 
that way of them even when 
it's not raining." 

No doubt "Truth" sales will 
fall if the education standards 
rise. 

In a later edition they re
ferred to the Melbourne Uni
versity plan to follow Mr. 
Rylah around as a form of 
protest against censorship, as 
"silly" and those few voting 
against it as "sensible". "Lar-
rikan activity" would be 
severely dealt with by the 
police. 

Presumably if censorship 
taws are reformed people will 
become discriminating in 
their tastes and once again 
may effect the sales of the 
sensationalist press. 
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