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ADVERTISERS.  

Their    advertisement    helps 
your paper.   Say you saw it in 
the "New Times." 

GENERAL  
INDUSTRIAL ADHESIVES Pty. 
Ltd., 155 Yarra St. Cold Glues, 
Dextrine. 
"LEUKOL." By far the most up-to-
date Toothpaste. No Toothache. 
No Extractions. No Pyorrhea. 
30,000 packages sold without ad-
vertising. From local Chemist; or 
send 2/- to W. Winford, 45 St. 
Elmo Rd., N.21. 

 

MELBOURNE  
ABBOTSFORD.  

HOLLINS, A. R., 405 Victoria St. 
Motor Repairs of all kinds. J 2047. 

ALBERT PARK . 
GROCERIES.      C. Paten. Comer 
Page and Boyd Streets. 

ASCOT VALE . 
A. J. AMESS, 390 Mt Alexander Rd. 
(Next Tram Sheds.) Motor Garage. 

Just   Price  Discount—Repairs   
and Supplies. 

AUBURN .   
BLACK CAT LIBRARY and Ladies 
Hairdrsr. 639 Burw'd Rd. Haw. 1779 

BLACKBURN .   
"A" GRADE MOTOR ENGINEERS  
Station Garage, Whitehorse Road 
WX 1490. 
HAIRDRESSER and  Tobacconist. 
Ladies' and Gents.'.   Wright,  122 
South Parade. 
MOTOR  REPAIRS,  Straton's. 
Better  Service.  Lower  Cost.  WX 
2748. 
PAINTER, PAPERHANGER, etc. G. 
B. COLLIER, 8 Wolseley Cres. 

BOX HILL.   
ALL Electrical and Radio Needs. 
G. G. Foster, W'horse Rd. WX2581 
BOOT  REPAIRS.  Work  Guaran-
teed W. Tolley, 975 W'horse Road. 
BOX HILL FURNISHING CO. 
247-9 Station St.  Cash or Terms. 
CHAS. L. COX, TAILOR.   Men's 
and Boys' Wear.   285 Station St. 
CHEMIST. F. Cheshire, For Your 
Prescriptions.   270 Station Street. 
COOL DRINKS, Sweets, Smokes. 
R. Dannock, 1124 Whitehorse Road. 
CYCLE SHOP and Oxywelding. 
"Alwin" Station St., South of Rly. 
DRAPERY.   For Smart Styles and a 
Fair   Deal, TAIT’S   Corner   Stores 
DRESSMAKER.   Mrs. Evans. 
Station St., opp. Baptist Church. 
ELECTRICAL & RADIO.   Holli-
day. Opp Stn. Sales, Repairs. WX 
2677. FURNITURE REMOVERS. 
Gill Bros., 254 Station St. WX2073 
GROCER, W. M. Anderson, 14 
Main St.  WX 1233. 
HAIRDRESSER and Tobacconist. 
L. Larsen, Station St., opp. Gilpin's 
IRONMONGER & SPORTS STORE 
F. P. Park, 10 Main St. WX1290. 
MARS LAUNDRY CO. WX 2662. 
Pick up & Deliver. Quality G'teed. 
RENNIE'S BLUE TAXIS. WX1946. 
City Prices. Day and Night Service. 
TAILOR. J. G. Penson, 227 Station 
Street. Suits Hand Made from 95/-. 
W. A. MOODY. 1014 W'horse Rd. 
Fruit, Vegetables Delivered Daily. 
WATCHMAKER and Jeweller. 
Barnes.   Station Street.  Repairs. 

CAMBERWELL .  
SPORTS DEPOT & Leather Goods. 
E. Goslin, 777 Burke Rd. Haw. 4900. 

CARNEGIE .   
P. A. McWHINNEY, Grocer,  Con-
fectioner.    Opposite State School. 

CITY.  
ANNOUNCING     Naytura     Cafe 
Health    Service   &   Store.    Free 
dietetic advice.  300 Lt Collins St C 
6001. 
A TAILORED SUIT at Moderate  
Price. Dress Suits. DOYLE. C. 6192. 
Wentworth House, 203 Collins St. 
ATTENTION! Naytura Hostel. 
Vegetarian Guest House. Accom. 
State & Inter. Guests. Haw. 74. 

(Continued on page 3). 

The brunt of the charge against 
Japan is that, without military ne-
cessity, she has bombed Chinese 
cities, thereby inflicting needless 
loss of life and terrible sufferings on 
Chinese civilians, and particularly 
on women and children. The an-
swer of Japan is, in effect, that 
these bombings of civilians were 
either accidental or incidental to 
the bombing of military objectives. 

In support of the "accidental" de-
fence the Japanese Consul-General 
in Sydney has sardonically pointed 
out the terrific loss of life to Chinese 
caused by their own bombs dropped 
in the International Settlement in 
Shanghai on August 14, when one 
bomb alone (as confirmed by the 
Shanghai Municipal Council) killed 

over 1000 Chinese. And, as for the 
military objectives, the Consul-Gen-
eral has published the full list of 
these, together with the dates of the 
bombings. 

Allowing, however, for propa-
ganda and counter propaganda, it is 
an inescapable fact that aerial bomb-
ing is taking place on both sides, 
and that, since the Japanese forces 
are definitely superior in the air, the 
Chinese are the worst sufferers— 
suffering alike from the inaccuracy 
of their own airmen and from the 
aim of the Japanese which may be 
inaccurate or fiendishly accurate, 
according to the viewpoint of the 
observer. 

War   Propaganda  
For it must be emphasised that 

all the forces of war propaganda are 
at work. To say, as the Australian 
press cables from London did last 
week, that "the spontaneous move-
ment for a boycott of Japanese trade 
is strengthening and hardening", is 
pure nonsense. Did you notice any 
spontaneous movement for a boy-
cott of British goods in Australia 
when, some months ago, R.A.F. 
bombers were treating open villages 
in Waziristan, on the Indian North-
West frontier, to the same rain of 
bombs with which Japan is now 
greeting much better armed Chinese 
cities? You did not, and the reason 
was because the daily newspapers 
either presented the matter in a dif-
ferent light or suppressed all men-
tion of it. "Spontaneous" popular 
movements about foreign affairs— 
and indeed about most local ones— 
simply don't happen. They are the 
result mainly of newspaper propa- 

 

All matter in this issue dealing with 
Federal political affairs, and not bearing 
the name and address of the writer is 
written to express the editorial view of 
the “New Times”, and legal responsibility 
for its publication is accepted by T. J. 
Moore, Elizabeth House, Melbourne. 

ganda, which is usually conveyed in 
the form either of undue promin-
ence, of suppression, or of distor-
tion, or, as frequently happens, of all 
three. 

If you want a typical instance of 
newspaper propaganda, and one 
that applies to the present case, turn 
up the files of the Melbourne Herald 
for September 11 last.  There, on 
the pictorial page (No. 44) you will 
find a three-column photograph 
headed, "Ships at Shanghai." Un-
derneath is this nice little bit of 
p r opagan da : "B RIT AIN 'S  
WATCHDOGS at Shanghai. — 
Two warships in the river flank a 
boat carrying refugees from the 
scenes of destruction in the city to 
comparative safety at Ningpo. The 
British squadron has been rein-
forced since the outbreak of hostili-
ties." Britain's watchdogs, ready 
to help the innocent and unprotec-
ted Chinese—only if you look a little 
closer at the picture you will see 
that the two watchdogs are not es-
corting the refugee ship, but are tied 
at anchor; that both have coloured 
bands around the tops of their fun-
nels; and that both are flying a tri-
colour flag with perpendicular 
stripes! 

However, let us see what is be-
hind the move, which has resulted in 
many Australian Labor organisa-
tions again being led by the nose 
by a press, which they know to be 
the organ of their enemies. 

Japan Copies Western 
Methods  

Japan, granting the worst that 
has been said about her methods, is 
doing precisely what everyone who 
knows anything about war and ar-
maments has said would be done 
in the next great war. Was it not 
Britain's last Prime Minister, Bald-
win of Bewdley, who warned the 
public that the next war would be 
decided by the rapidity with which 
either opponent could bomb out of 
existence the women and children 
of the other? Is not every nation 
preparing to do this? Is not Britain 
using these methods in India to-
day? Was it not Britain which 
wrecked whatever chance the Dis-
armament Conference had by spe-
cifically refusing to agree to the abo-
lition of air bombing on the ground 
that such methods might be required 
for police or punitive purposes— 
with special reference to Indian vil-
lages? 

Again, is Japan doing anything 
worse than was done by both sides 
in the Great War? Did not the 
Germans bomb women and children 
in the city of London? Did any-
thing but German aerial superiority 
keep the Allies from demolishing 
Berlin from the air, with all its wo-
men and children? What hypocrisy, 
then, to protest now against the bar-
barism of the Japanese! What  
tragic nonsense to talk about the 
"rules" of war! War knows no 
rules. It is  the abolit ion of all 
rules. Are not all the "great" na-
tions today preparing even more 
horrible poison gases than were 
used in the last war? Are they not 
ready to broadcast every imaginable 
kind of terror from the air, includ-
ing deadly germs? 
Modern warfare is an all-in hor-
ror, where women and children are 
looked upon as workers in munition 
factories, as providers of all sorts of 
material for the frontline; where 
children are looked upon as the 
soldiers of the future, and women as 
the breeders of soldiers. Not only 
does modern war know no rules; it 
has abolished all conventions. 

Another Alliance 
Between Communism 
and High Finance  

Those who are most strongly 
urging hostile action against Japan 
are the Communists and the 
finance-imperialists (both of 
whom share the same objective of 
centralised power and rule by 
force). To these, of course, must be 
added great numbers of humane 
people whose natural reactions of 
horror have led them to follow, but 
not to lead the course proposed. 

The strength of the Chinese re-
sistance, even according to our daily 
newspapers, is expected to be the 
Communist army, which recently 
and mysteriously threw in its lot 
with Chiang Kai Shek. In India, 
where the boycott is alleged to be 
unofficially in operation already, 
those most prominent in it are the 
Communists. In Britain, of whose 
motives more directly, the lead 
against Japan is now coming open-
ly from those who have for years 
been plotting secretly against Japan 
and waging an economic and finan-
cial war against her. In their wake 
come the usual camp followers, in-
cluding that close friend and dis-
ciple of high finance, Cosmo Lang, 
Archbishop of Canterbury. In Aus-
tralia those clamouring for hostile 
action against Japan are, first, the 
monopolistic press, and, second, 
those whose pet anathema is Fas-
cism, but who never seem to have 
a word of condemnation for Com-
munism. This of itself should give 
levelheaded people food for 
thought. But let us look a little 
further into possible motives. 

The Attitude of Britain 
Here are a few excerpts from the 

news cabled from Britain during the 
last week or so: —  

The British Government gave 
permission to the Gloster Aircraft 
Company to supply Chinese orders 
for 250 of the latest fighting planes, 
similar to the R.A.F. planes. 
(This is the same Government,  

you will remember, which has held 
up the execution of Australia's 
orders.) 

The Federation of British Indus-
tries and the China Association 
passed a resolution urging the Gov-
ernment, in the interests of British 
trade with China, to take all possible 
steps to prevent further damage to 
and further encroachments on Brit-
ish interests in Shanghai and else-
where in China, and to put an end 
at the earliest possible moment to 
the encroachments which have al-
ready taken place. 

The Melbourne Herald on Thurs-
day of last week editorially admitted 
that "international efforts would be 
made, in almost any circumstances, 
to sustain China's credit." 

The Manchester Guardian 
(which we understand is now under 
Jewish control and which cannot 
recognise any good in Germany or 
Japan) advocated the cutting off of 
supplies to Japan, and that all na-
tions which might thereby risk war 
with Japan should enter into an al-
liance for mutual protection. (Aus-
tralian woolgrowers, remembering 
how the Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce delegation last year 
wanted to sacrifice them on the altar 
of the Lancashire rayon industry, 
will duly appreciate the Guardian's 
attitude.) 

The Nineteenth Century Review 
published an article demanding that 
the Empire's naval strength be "re-
lentlessly increased" to secure 
Britain in "the retention of her vari-
ous rights in China." 

Lord Strabolgi, the Labor peer, 
announced to the Melbourne Herald 
that sympathy for Japan was almost 
non-existent in Britain, and that 
those who might normally have 
sympathised with Japan were 
"alienated by threats to British ma-
terial interests in the East." 

And there was a great deal more 
to the same effect. So, on the one 
hand, we have this alleged desire 
to take action against Japan on 
purely humane grounds, and on the 
other we have the admission that 
the principal motive in influential 
quarters in Britain is the protection 
of what are called "British inter-
ests" in China. Of what nature are 
those interests? 

The   Plot to   Smash 
Japan  
Ever since the New Times began 
publication we have been pointing 
out that it is to the interest of the 
big financiers who control British 
industry to wreck Japan, just as it 
(Continued on page 7.) 

SHALL WE BOYCOTT JAPAN? 

We must deplore and abhor the unspeakable horrors now being 
perpetrated upon the people of China by the bombing planes of Japan. But, 
having said that, it does not follow that we must jump in and boycott 
Japanese goods in Australia or do any of those other impetuous acts that 
are now being so eagerly canvassed in many quarters. 

To get at the FACTS of the present position in Japan and China, and 
to come to reasoned conclusions as to what we should do, read the case set 
out below. It is very different from what your daily newspapers tell you. 

“THE FAT WILL BE 
IN THE FIRE”  

The Japanese will try to seize 
the Customs revenues of 
Tientsin, Shanghai, etc.; and 
then the fat  will be in the fire 
with all the foreign Powers whose 
trading and investors' interests 
are linked with these revenues. —
The London "Economist,"  

August 28, 1937. 
*         *         * 

There was nothing wrong, of 
course, when the other Powers 
seized China's Customs revenues 
on behalf of their investors' 
interests. 

And now they tell us to 
boycott Japan out of sym-
pathy for China!  

THE ECONOMIST ON "JAPAN'S 
CHALLENGE "  

In its first leading article of August 28 last, the Lon-
don "Economist," financial Bible of the British Common-
wealth, has this to say of what it terms "Japan's Chal-
lenge" (the emphasis on the last sentence quoted is ours): — 

"The evacuation of British nationals from Shanghai, 
the destruction of British trade and property there, the 
dwindling prospect of future trade, and the blunt Japanese 
warning to this country to keep its nose out of Japan's busi-
ness—even these grave events are of relatively minor im-
portance compared with the contingency which looms larger 
and larger on the Eastern horizon. That contingency is 
the retreat of the British from the outposts of Empire. 

"Now, some may say, an ordered retreat to gather force 
for a more sustained defence is strategic. Other Empires 
have successfully done it. We ourselves repeated it over 
and over again in the darkest days of our history, yet came 
through firmer at the close. Others may say: Shanghai is 
not British; it is not Hong Kong; we can stand a lot of 
retreating until British territory is touched; and no one will 
lightly touch British territory as long as we press on with re-
armament as we retreat. 

"OTHERS AGAIN MAY HOLD THAT £200 OR 
£250 MILLIONS OF BRITISH INVESTMENTS— OR 
AN ANNUAL TOTAL OF SOME £25 MILLIONS OF 
TRADE—SHOULD NOT BE ALLOWED TO WEIGH 
AGAINST THE PRESERVATION OF THE PEACE 
THROUGHOUT THE REST OF THE WORLD." 

And others again may hold that if it is a question of 
“British” investments as against the sale of £15 millions’ worth 
of Australian wool a year, Australia should think of herself 
first . 
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As a plain, unvarnished man in 
the street, with no political ideolo-
gies or biases, I listened to the 
speech of the Prime Minister in 
opening the Federal Election Cam-
paign on September 28. As a re-
sult, I have formed the impression 
that  Mr.  Lyons's concept ion of 
the road to prosperity for Austra-
lia is the expenditure of vast sums 
in preparation for the next war; 
expenditure of further sums on the 
more obvious victims of the last 
war, and a firm belief that "sound" 
monetary policy is that dictated by 
small private groups of individuals 
who have everything to gain by 
adherence to established banking 
canons which postulate that de-
pressions with consequent disaster 
for the majority are inevitable. 

If this conclusion appears start-
ling, an examination of Mr. Lyons's 
address may be illuminative and, 
perhaps, result in some explanation 
of points, which puzzle myself, as 
well as one or two others in the 
community. 

The Hurdles  
The first hurdle is the fact that 

four years' intensive economic 
study has failed to reveal a short-
age of wool, wheat, iron, coal, oil 
or any other primary product or 
of manpower to convert these 
things into the shape in which men 
and women require them. Further, 
the situation indubitably is that 
these things in finished shape are 
available in such vast quantit ies 
that there is consistently declining 
need of manpower to shape them. 
Despite this, very few people 
actually have the purchasing power 
to buy the goods they need. In 
turn, this has led the nations of 
the world to resort to armed force 
to endeavour to open up new 
markets for these industries, not 
because their own people do not 
require the products, but since the 
people have not the money to 
acquire all they need. 

The fact that the people of the 
invaded countries are in the same 
boat is in keeping with the amaz-
ing stupidity of the system, which 
results in such invasions. 

Out of this bewildering pattern 
of economic insanity in which 
people have goods they cannot sell 
to people out of work, emerges the 
one beacon for clear thought—that 
the only commodity of which there 
is a real shortage in the world is 
money itself, which, in theory, is 
the mere token to facilitate ex-
change of real wealth, and is really 
the tail of the dog. Because the 
tail wags the dog, however, we 
hear extraordinary theories from 
supposedly expert men on the sub-
ject of over-production and under-
consumption. How many men in 
the street can support the first 
theory, and how many will sup-
port the second and plead guilty 
because their finances leave them 
no alternative? 

Even up to this stage, the situa- 

t ion is such as to cause any think-
ing man to smile ruefully at the 
phrase, "Twentieth Century Civili-
sation," but let us now examine 
Mr. Lyons's proposals in detail. 

Pride in Armament's  
In his early remarks, he almost 

climbed into the microphone with 
eagerness to display his pride in 
the fact that he had increased ex-
penditure on armaments to £11 
millions during the current year, 
and went into raptures over the 
fact that 700 men would be em-
ployed as a result of expenditure 
to make Australia self-contained 
in secondary industries producing 
munitions. 

I could not help my mind flit-
ting back to the recent Loan Coun-
cil meeting, in which the States 
were told that they could not get 
£10 millions between them for the 
unemployment relief of thousands 
and the savings of hundreds of 
farmers under the Farm Mortgage 
Adjustment Plan. Of course, it 
may be that the people of Australia 
will receive more benefit from the 
manufacture of iron plate for our 
nursery navy, bombs for our infant 
air force and natty uniforms for our 
Saturday afternoon soldiers; but, 
as I recall the last war, Germany 
was defeated by the blockade 
which left her short of food, fuel 
and other matter-of-fact 
commodities, so I still don't know 
the answer from a military view-
point. 

Getting out of chronological 
order, Mr. Lyons also referred to 
the grave effect, from a military 
viewpoint, of our declining birth 
rate, and suggested that an in-
creased maternity bonus was the 
answer—to what? Does he sug-
gest that a bigger, better air force, 
navy and army and a few more 
pounds a year to the parents is in-
centive to bring more children into 
the world for the doubtful privilege 
of dying for "The Empire"? The 
average man would be more im-
pressed if the Lyons Ministry did 
something to help reduce infant 
and adult mortality by making 
funds available to combat infantile 
paralysis, cancer, tuberculosis and 
like diseases, which annually take 
greater toll of the community than 
even the "Great Massacre." Mr. 
Lyons's present idea seems to be 
to grab all the really fit man-power 
for war purposes at any expendi-
ture and leave it to the people to 
finance the job of keeping the 
potentially fit up to the mark, as 
per the cancer and infantile paraly-
sis appeals. Maybe I'm crazy if 
this is real economics, even from a 
military viewpoint. 

Empire Benefits  
Mr. Lyons also referred to the 

"benefits of traditional association 
with the British Empire." On this 
point I have no more to say than, 

read Australia's interest bill, which 
has repaid twice over the capital 
investments in this country, and 
consider 1914-1918. 

It  was f it t ing that  under the 
same heading of "Empire benefits" 
he should refer to civil aviation 
progress. Does Mr. Lyons remem-
ber the reason for the strict pro-
hibition of American aircraft from 
this country for so many years, 
and does he know what type of 
machine is being flown here to-
day, making possible the vast in-
crease in mileage in Australia's 
airlines? Were the past two years 
in civil aviation one of the bene-
fits (?) of "traditional association 
with Britain”? 

Where is the Money to 
Come From?  

When he at last got off defence, 
naturally he got on to banking. I 
say, "naturally," because it is still 
amazing to me that almost un-
limited finance is available for 
armament (still the same under the 
name of defence), and at the same 
time a reply is given to requests 
for money for public works, in the 
shape of a question: "Where is the 
money to come from?" Well, where 
does the money come from, any-
way? Today it  isn't  here for  
useful productive and reproductive 
works, but tomorrow it mys-
teriously comes forward in mil-
lions from somewhere for shells 
which, in their most useful form, 
merely explode in the air, even if 
they don't take some of those de-
creasing numbers of lives about 
which Mr. Lyons is so concerned. 

I am no Labor man, but when 
Mr. Lyons suggests that "it is dan-
gerous in the extreme . . .  to ex-
pect to get loan money for noth-
ing," I invite him to tell me from 
what mysterious source money 
does come, especially when it can't 
be found for constructive work, 
but, like the three-card-trick, turns 
up whenever it is required for 
armament. 
The Prime Minister says further, 
"there is only one way of getting 
something for nothing— inflation." 
As he was addressing the people, 
the inference is obvious; but by the 
laws of logic, its opposite, 
deflation, means that somebody else 
gets money for nothing. Certainly 
not the people! Then, who? 

"Real   Australians"  
and  "Something for 
Nothing" 

On the same subject of finance, 
Mr. Lyons suggests, with wither-
ing scorn that any non-contributing 
scheme of National Insurance 
savours of public benevolence and 
would not be countenanced by real 
Australians. I wonder how many 
"real Australians," apar t  f rom 
those concerned with "the tradi-
tional benefits of association with 
the Brit ish Empire," take this  
view when they put out their hands 
for interest and dividends on Aus-
tralian investments—in many cases 

the recipients not even having 
contributed one penny to the long-
standing capital sums which they 
inherited. If there is any distinc-
tion between an able-bodied man 
or woman accepting such interest 
or dividends (frequently when the 
capital sum has been repaid in in-
terest and dividends in the pre-
vious generation) and the Aus-
tralian worker who has spent his 
life in real productive work in the 
country, then that difference is in 
favour of the latter—or, once more, 
I'm crazy and really not entit led 
to vote. 

Seeing how much so many of us 
know of the ramifications of the 
directorates of the trading banks, 
insurance companies, etc., Mr. 
Lyons had best not pursue his 
further argument regarding the dis-
abilities which Friendly Societies, 
insurance companies, etc., would 
suffer by any non-contributory 
scheme of National Insurance. 

A Conglomeration of 
Contradictions  

The balance of  Mr. Lyons's 
speech embraced an admission that 
real wealth is that of the people of 
Australia; an admission that 20,000 
British-born had left Australia in 
excess of migrants, and that the 
Nutrition Committee's recommen-
dations would be followed up by 
the Government. 

To me, this was a curious con-
glomeration of contradictory mat-
ters related to his claim that his 
Government had increased the 
prosperity of this country. If the 
prosperity was so great, why did 
20,000 people prefer to leave its 
shores (th is being the number 
which had the means to get away, 
and far from all who wanted to do 
so), and why should the Nutrition 
Committee admit that hundreds of 
thousands of people were under-
fed or starved? 

On top of this, and after promis-
ing to deal with the question of 
unemployment in conjunction with 
the States, Mr. Lyons openly ad-
vocated increased immigration. 

What Lyons Stands For  
The facts inevitably lead to the 

belief that the fundamental of the 
Lyons Government is adherence to, 
and protection of "sound finance," 
in the shape of the private banks, 
and a determination that the Com-
monwealth Bank shall not inter-
fere with this. Despite his re-
ference to the Mortgage Bank, I 
can see no other inference from an 
analytical review of his address, 
since he admits that in open com-
petition the Commonwealth Bank 
would wipe out the trading banks. 
So what must we expect but a 
continuation of a policy of credit 
restrictions resulting in a cycle of 
depressions to be accepted as in-
evitable acts of God (manifested 
through men's greed and idiocy) 
and a flood of money to be loosed 
only for the purpose of man creat-
ing the instruments of his own de-
struction? If this is not what Mr. 
Lyons's policy means, will he 
please tell us what it does mean? 

I know litt le of Labor's policy 
as such,  but  I do know th is : If 
its extension of the Commonwealth 
Bank's powers means placing in 
the hands of the people the where-
withal to purchase the goods in the 
factories of men who are at their 
wits  end to know how to get 
people to buy them, then I am all 
in favour of it. 

At least, the present financial 
system has proved itself inadequate, 
and while Mr. Lyons declares that 
the Royal Commission on Bank-
ing "has exploded the theories of 
National Credit advocates," can 
anyone deny that the Commission's 
views, after all, are only theories 
themselves, since no alternative 
scheme has ever been given trial? 
Mr.    Lyons    declares   that   his 
Government   will   "strengthen   the 
existing   banking   structure."     At 
least, on this point, he is straight-
forward; so we know what to 
expect, because, as that prince 
of philosophers (Confucius) 
once told us, “If you would 
know the future, search the 
past.” And I greatly regret that 
the prospect is not an entrancing 
one. 

HOW THE LYONS POLICY APPEALS 
TO THE MAN IN THE STREET  

  The Lord Mayor and Councillors, 
Melbourne City Council. 

Sirs, — 
Things have come to a pretty pass when even 

the Argus has to write a sub-leader, as it did on 
Tuesday, berating you for your refusal to make 
the Melbourne Town Hall available for Labor 
leader Curtin's meeting on October 18. "The 
reason given by the Town Hall authorit ies," said 
the Argus, "is that preparations will be in progress 
for the Lord Mayor's ball. It is an inadequate 
explanation. If some disturbance of arrangements 
were necessary, it would be justified in the cir-
cumstances." 

For once we find ourselves in hearty agreement 
with the Argus, only we would put the position 
far more forcibly. At a time when the Govern-
ment of this country for the next three years is 
about to be decided, involving heaven knows what 
grave issues—but probably including our participation 
or otherwise in another holocaust worse than 1914-
18—we are told by our municipal servants that the 
several days' decoration of the Town Hall for a 
Lord Mayor's ball is of more moment than that the
people should hear one of the two men from 
whom, as things are, it seems that the nation’s 
leader wil l be selected! To add to the offence, 
the gentleman thus excluded happens to be the 
leader of the party from which the city of 
Melbourne has long chosen its representative in  

the Federal House. Your attitude, therefore, is 
not only an insult to democracy; it is a specific 
insult to the electors of Melbourne. 

But this is nothing new on your part. The Mel-
bourne City Council in its administration regards 
itself as a l ittle autocracy, a law unto itself above 
all other laws. Last December, when Edward 
VIII was sti l l  King of Australia, your "loyal" 
Council refused to hire the hall to citizens who 
wished to express, in a peaceful and constitutional 
manner, their right to be consulted before the 
Lyons Ministry attempted by misrepresentation to 
force the abdication of the King. At that t ime 
your Council said it was of the opinion that the time 
is inopportune for public discussion of this 
matter." Having thus successfully swallowed the 
camel by notifying the citizens that they must not 
dare to discuss who should be their Sovereign, you 
can hardly be expected to strain at such a mere 
gnat as interfering in the matter of electing a 
national Parliament. 

Is it any wonder that the name of official Mel-
bourne stinks throughout Australia as synonymous 
with the rule of snobbocracy? But make no mis-
take. Sirs. The time is rapidly approaching when 
the people will cease to rank any Lord Mayor’s 
balls as being more sacred than the citizens’ 
rights and privileges. Even the attitude of the 
“new” Argus should convince you of that. 
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BLINDS of every sort. Car curtains 
repaired. T. Pettit, 235a Queen St. 
CAKES, PASTRY, etc. Home Made 
"Clovelly," The Block, Elizabeth 
St. Cent. 265. 
COLONIAL BUILDING CO., 465  
Collins St., MU 1930. Call for free 
booklet on home building. 
DAVIS, 668 Bourke St. Royal 
Medal Milkers, Separators, Engines 
DOUGLAS SOCIAL CREDIT 
BOOKSHOP.   166 Lit. Colling St. 
DRY CLEANING & REPAIRS.  
"Saville," Leonard House, Eliz. St., 
6th Floor. 
GINGER JAR CAFE, 238 Flinders 
Lane (4 doors from Swanston St.). 
Best 3-course meal in city. 
JAS. JENNINGS, 211 Queen St., 
and 6 Regent Arc. Optician, 73 
years est. Testing Free. 
MAISON MERLIN, Natl. Bk. Bldg., 
271 Col. St. Ladies' Hairdressers. 
OPTICIAN and Hearing Aids.  
M. L. COLECHIN, Champion House, 
4th Floor, 57 Swanston St.    F 5566. 
OPTICIAN, J. H. Buckham, J.P. 
Nat. Bk. Ch., 271 Colling St. C. 831. 
PRINTING.   E. E. GUNN. 
Off 600 Lit.  Bourke St. Cent. 6021. 
QUICK SERVICE TOBACCO 
KIOSK. Equitable Place. Buy your 
Smokes here! 
TAILOR, Dependable Suit for 130/-P. 
Whitcroft, 215 Queen Street. 
TAILOR, High Class; H. Stack-
poole. Lang Arc., off 333 Lons. St. 
WATCHMAKER and Jeweller.  
M. Chapman, CAPITOL HSE, 6 yrs. 
Hardy Bros., in charge Repair Dept. 

DARLING.  
ESTATE AGENT, J. White, 1 
Illowa St.   UY 6521, 

ELSTERNWICK .  
BRIDGE & SON.   Men's & Boys' 
Wear. Opp. Station. Phone L 5383. 
RADIO   &  ELECT'L   SERVICES.  
Mackintosh's, 72 Glenh'tly Rd. L 
4588. 

ELWOOD.  
THE DUCHEY LIBRARY, 3  Or-  
mond Road.   New Books  Weekly. 

F AIRFIELD.  
BUTCHER, 93  Station Street. 
Arthur B. Heath Solicits Your Pat-
ronage. 

FOOTSCRAY. 
BOOT REPAIRS. A. A. Taylor. 
Station Ramp, While U Wait S'vice. 
MASSEY'S GARAGE, W'town Rd. 
The Home of Motor Reconditioning 

GLENFERRIE.  
OPTICIAN, W. W. Nicholls, 100 
Glenferrie Rd.   Haw. 5845. 
SUITS to order from 70/-. H. 5813. 
A. Sutherland, 184 Glenferrie Rd. 

HAMPTON.  
BEAUTY SALON, Norma Bell, 33 
Hampton St., next P.O. XW2160 
BOOKSELLER,  S.  J.  Endacott,  75 
Hampton St., for all book needs. 
CHEMIST, Rod Burgess. 156a 
Hampton St.  XW 2424. 
HAIRDRESSER, Ladies and Gents. 
R. STEWART, 68 Hampton St. 
HOME MADE CAKES.  
BEAN'S, 140 Hampton St. XW1787. 
TAILOR, R. W. Simpson, Railway 
Walk. Suits Hand Made from 95/-. 

IVANHOE.  
BOOT REPAIRS. J. Fraser solicits 
your custom. 130 Upper H'berg Rd. 

P. A. MORRIS & CO.  
PTY.   LTD.  

EYESIGHT   SPECIALISTS, PRACTICAL  
OPTICIANS. 

"YORK   HOUSE” BASEMENT, 298   
LITTLE   COLLINS   STREET,  

MELBOURNE. 
'Phone:   Central   8400.  

And   at   80   MARSHALL   ST.,   IVANHOE.  
 

UPHOLSTERER. Blinds & Bed-
ding. Duke's, 111 H'berg Rd. Ivan. 
626. 

(Continued on page 7.) 
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One Up on Archie 

The prize for the best election 
hit thus far scored must go to Mr. 
Curtin. Our Gilbertian Minister 
for Defence, Sir Archie Parkhill, 
who upon his translation from the 
post of P.M.G. immediately as-
sumed all the airs of a military, 
naval and aerial expert, told the 
people of Bendigo on Monday 
night, with a magnificent display 
of verbiage, how rotten is the 
Labor idea of defence. "Deprived," 
he orated, "of the sinews of war 
to be obtained from the mainten-
ance of our economic and financial 
strength through the continuance of 
our trade, cut off from reinforce-
ments from the heart of the Em-
pire and the other Dominions, the 
Labor party would await the de-
scent of an enemy upon our shores, 
though his approach might be as 
certain as the rising of the sun." 

Apparently carried away by the 
magnificence of his own eloquence, 
and intoxicated by the neatness of 
his veiled reference to Japan as an 
enemy ("the rising of the sun") 
Sir Archie then went on to make 
a terrible break. "The Singapore 
base," he proceeded, "which is the 
keystone of the defence of Empire, 
might be attacked. It is a powerful 
fortress, but air reinforcements from 
Australia, in a prolonged offensive, 
might ultimately mean the difference 
between the invasion or non-
invasion of the Commonwealth." 

Of course Mr. Curtin jumped in 
on this keystone comedy, and pro-
ceeded to deflate our Archie by 
pointing out that if a naval base 
is to be our first line of defence, 
but if this naval base cannot de-
fend itself and must rely upon 
Australian aeroplanes for its own 
protection, the Labor case against 
relying upon naval rather than air 
defence is strengthened. 

This is not the first time that 
prominent U.A.P, spokesmen, once 
they leave the lines of the book 
and essay flights on their own, have 
missed badly; nor is it likely to be 
the last. Everyone with a grain 
of sense knows that Singapore was 
not built for, nor is it likely to be 
used for the defence of Australia. 
When Sir Archdale said that the 
Singapore base "is the keystone of 
the defence of Empire," he would 
have spoken the truth had he added 
one word after "Empire." That 
word is "investments." For that 
is what Singapore is—the key-
stone of the defence of Empire in-
vestments in the Far East. Singa-
pore is in a nicely central position 
to the Chinese investments, the In-
dian investments, and the Royal 

 

Dutch-Shell, rubber, and similar 
investments in the East Indies. Re-
fresh your memory with a glance 
at a map of the world, and you 
will at once see that it has no prac-
tical relationship to Australia at all. 
Its relationship is to the invest-
ments above named and to Japan. 
Only, as it happens, it is not of 
much use in the present case of the 
Chinese investments, because the 
imperial watchdogs are too busy 
just now in waters nearer home; 
the Near East comes before the 
Far East. 

We do not wish to be misunder-
stood. We find no satisfaction in 
the thought of Britain's difficul-
ties—understanding always that by 
Britain we mean the people of 
Britain, the forty-odd millions of 
them, and not the handful of finan-
ciers domiciled in Britain who own 
the "Empire." For that sort of 
ownership we have no sympathy 
at all. And it would not cause us 
the loss of a wink of sleep if, for 
instance the Royal Dutch-Shell 
(i.e., Jew Samuel plus Dutchman 
Deterding) monopoly were to be 
pruned of some of its tentacles. 
Such monopolies give no added 
strength, comfort or prosperity to 
the people of Britain, or of Aus-
tral ia, either. Neither do the 
Chinese investments, the interest 
on which is secured by liens over 
the Chinese Customs, nor the In-
dian investments, secured by 
bombers and the terrorism of an 
oppressed people. 

From the point of view of the 
people of Britain and the people 
of Australia, this sort of Empire 
is a direct and ever present pro-
vocation to war. And—what you 
should remember on October 23— 
this is the sort of war into which 
Sir Archdale Parkhi ll  and his 
U.A.P, confreres would, on the 
pretence of self defence, plunge 
Australia whenever their polyglot 
masters in London gave the word. 

 

Mr. Lyons on 
Banking 

Asked in Brisbane on Monday 
to "give us your banking policy," 
the Prime Minister is reported to 
have done so in these words: "In 
the last election campaign I gave 
an undertaking to have a full in-
quiry into banking. That inquiry 
found in favour of the present 
structure of banking through the 
Commonwealth and private banks. 
That is the policy to which this 
Ministry stands. It  is the bank-
ing system which kept us going 
through the depression so that we 
could alternately restore confidence 
in this country and deal with un-
employment." 

There is no need to deal with 
the obvious lie in the last sentence 
quoted. But regarding Mr. Lyons's 
statement that the "inquiry found 
in favour of the present structure 
of banking through the Common-
wealth and private banks," has the 
Prime Minister ever read the 
Banking Commission's recommen-
dations? If so, did he happen to 
notice that the Commission (un-
satisfactory as it was from the 
moment of its appointment) 
nevertheless recommended the pre-
sent banking structure only subject 
to certain reservations or altera-
tions? Did he notice the recom-
mendation that trading banks 
should be licensed (as are hotels, 
dogs, and all sorts of far less vital 
things in the community)? Or that 
banks might be required to lodge 
security protecting depositors’ 
funds (just as the banks them-
selves require security for their

 
own advances)? Or, still more im-
portant, the recommendation that, 
in the event of a conflict between 
banking policy and Government 
(i.e., the people's) policy, the lat-
ter should prevail, and not the 
former as nowadays happens? 

When Mr. Lyons says that he 
supports the policy outlined by the 
Commission, will he please tell us 
whether he includes the above re-
commendations? And, if so, will 
he have them implemented in the 
event of his return to office? 

Freedom Within the 
U.A.P. 

Addressing members of  the 
Junior United Australia party at 
Brisbane on Tuesday, the Prime 
Minister, contrasting the "complete 
freedom of thought and action" 
within the U.A.P, with the "out-
side domination" of the Labor 
party, is reported as saying: — 

"In the six  years in which I 
have led the Government of Aus-
tralia there has not been one oc-
casion upon which any outside 
supporters of the Government have 
sought to dominate me or to dic-
tate to our Government on any 
matter of policy, however slight. 
We know that on many occasions 
outside friends have not agreed 
with us on important matters, but 
whatever decisions we have reached 
have been our  own.  That  is  
where our party differs so material-
ly f rom the Labor par ty." 

Another very prominent mem-
ber of the U.A.P., and one who 
surely knows its secrets and its 
internal organisation quite as well 
as the Prime Minister, is the Rt. 
Hon.  W. M.  Hughes,  an ex-
Prime Minister and a member of 
the present Ministry. Before the 
1929 elections, when Mr. Hughes 
was temporarily outside the fold, 
he rashly exposed some of the sec-
rets of the party, which he now 
again so brilliantly adorns. This 
is what Mr. Hughes said: — 

"They have called me an In-
dependent. That epithet can never 
be applied to them. I am the re-
presentative of the people, owning 
no master  but  the people. What  
I believe in I s tand for  bold ly. 
But  they! What  are they? For  
the most part poor, weak, spine-
less ones, who dare not speak as 
their consciences and their solemn 
pledges to the people bid them. 

"And along with these unhappy, 
timid souls, terrorised into sub-
mission by threats of excommunica-
tion, are others who are the mere 
creatures of vested interests and 
reaction. 

"What is Mr. Parkhill, the cam-
paign director, but the paid ser-
vant of  the Moneybags of  the 
State? No man can serve God 
and Mammon.  No  man can be 
the faithful servant of the people 
who is in the pay of the pluto-
cracy." 

Perhaps we should not  go so 
far back as 1929; it is unfair to 
the U.A.P. So let  us see what  
that great U.A.P, organ, the Mel-
bourne Argus, is saying this very 
week. In its Wednesday's issue, 
in which it reported Mr. Lyons's 
"freedom of thought and action" 
address at Brisbane, the Argus 
wrote a sub-leader about Mr. Ian 
Macfarlan, the U.A.P, member for 
Brighton in the Victorian House, 
and a prominent member of the 
last Victorian U.A.P. Ministry. 
Mr. Macfarlan, with an honesty 
and candour which is as 
refreshing as it is singular in his 
party, has been publicly 
admitting the obvious – that the  

(Editor's Note. —The following 
letter, reproduced as we received 
it, speaks for itself.) 

Dere Editer, — 
I see be Smith's Weekly as how 

Mr. Bob Menzies once writ  a 
pome which according to Smith's 
bloke goes this way: (I fergot to 
tel l yer that Smith's bloke says 
that Bob writ it when some of the 
members of the University Rifles 

Victorian elections on Saturday were 
another setback, for U.A.P.-ism. In 
making such an admission Mr. 
Macfarlan was surely exercising 
only to a microscopic degree the 
freedom of thought and action, 
which his party claims. Yet the 
Argus was so incensed as to say of 
Mr. Macfarlan, among other 
hysterical abuse: "He displays no 
gratitude for being allowed to retain, 
somewhat surprisingly, a safe 
U.A.P, seat." 

Complete freedom of thought 
and action! 

 

Alf.  Foster's Vow 
Speaking in the Melbourne Town 

Hall on Tuesday, Judge Foster, 
after making it plain that he was 
there in his capacity as "plain 
Alfred William Foster," is reported 
to have said: "I have taken a vow 
that never again will I buy Japan-
ese goods until Japan submits her 
cause to the League. That should 
be the reaction of all decent men 
and women throughout the civilised 
world. If there is one country in 
the world that can be made to feel 
economic pressure it is Japan." 

We have long admired plain 
Alfred William's sympathy with 
all the oppressed and downtrodden 
in every hole and corner of the 
world outside his own country, and 
we have long wished that he could 
be persuaded to concentrate on 
the home paddock, where he might 
do something, instead of the dis-
tant pasture's, where he can do 
nothing but pass resolutions. 

Supposing Alfred William were 
to succeed in persuading all the 
"decent men and women" of Aus-
tralia to follow the boycott, does 
he realise what its effect would be 
on Australia—on the city house-
wife whose straitened purse has 
long welcomed the low-priced 
rayon, china, and other goods of 
Japan; or on the primary producer 
who, in many cases, has been saved 
from bankruptcy by the extent  
and price of Japan's purchases of 
wool? Surely Alf red William 
Foster might remember that these 
are the people who, as taxpayers, 
have placed Judge Foster in a 
position where he is above "econo-
mic pressure." 

 Again, one is surprised to hear 
that Alfred William Foster has 
actually taken anything so "super-
stitious" as a vow. As far as we 
understand, the sanction of a vow 
is spiritual. And we were under 
the impression that, whatever might 
be the views of plain Alfred Wil-
liam on material sanctions, the 
learned Judge Foster disdained 
such out-of-date ideas as spiritual 
sanctions. Was it not Judge Foster 
who told a boy in his court some 
three years ago: “Don’t you 
believe it, sonny. There’s no such 
place as hell”? 

was going off to fight to increase 
their share of the National Debt): 

"Farewell, brave hearts! The simple 
words proclaim  

The passage of swift years, and 
the swift leap  

Of worlds to arms, and, with no 
laggard's creep,  

You   answer   to   the   call.    Oh, 
deathless name  

Of   glory   shall   be   yours; your 
glowing  fame  

Be one with those who saw the 
mighty sweep  

Of Trafalgar, and heard upon the 
deep 

The guns boom the sceptred Is-
land's claim;  
Heroes   they   were, and   heroes, 

too, shall be  
Ye   who    now   leave   an   Alma 

Mater's home  
To fight  ‘neath skies of strange 

emblazonry,  
Far, far beyond the rolling ocean's 

foam.  
Poor   are   we   left!   Yet   go, ye 

honoured brave,  
To right the wronged, to triumph 

and to save!" 

About this time, Mister Editer 
I was the dustman at that there 
University and I salvidged a few 
scraps of pomes from the dustbins 
I think as how they might have 
been the first starts by Mr. Bob 
Menzies before he finally writ that 
pome. Would you reckon, Mister 
Editer, that they might have some 
value as what you calls first edi-
tions or could that there Aunt 
Bertha of yours use 'em as little 
plots for tiny tots or somethink like 
that? 'Ere goes the first one: — 

"You'll sail across the seas, dear 
lads, 

You'll travel o'er the sea;  
You'll fight for freedom and the 

Yids,  
You'll also fight for me." 

That there one has been, as I 
notice, Mister Editer, all scored 
out. I ain't surprised, because 
there's too many "you'l ls" in i t  
and it sort of gives the game away, 
don't  i t? But the next scrap is 
hot stuff. She goes these ways: — 

"Farewell, brave hearts, you leave 
us now 

To sail across the sea;  
Go   o’er the foam while I stay 

home  
And grab the L.S.D." 

I notice that there one has been 
scored out, too, Mister Editer. I 
suppose it wasn't up to what I 
heard a professor telling the lads 
was mounting on the wings of 
Pigs' Asses, or something like 
that. I dunno what he meant, but 
if it's what I think he meant, I 
reckon Bob ought to qualify. Any-
how, I reckon the next scrap was a 
snorter.  She goes this way: 

"Heroes you are! You're welcome 
to the fight;  

I'll   stick   at   home   in   Alma 
Mater's halls;  

God give you strength   to   battle 
for the right; 

Thank   God   you've   heard   the 
Empire's frantic calls." 

Mister Editer, I dunno if these 
is what you are by way of calling 
original documents, but if they is I 
hopes as how you'll pay me for 
them. I see as how you're always 
putting the boot into them banks, 
but a cheque of yours drawn on a 
bank won't be knocked back by 
me. I ain't  got no quarrel with 
the banks—yet. 

With love and affection, and 
hoping you and all the staff are 
physically fit and morally stable, 

JOSEPH XENOPHON HODGE, 
Dustman. 

P.S.- Don’t leave that there cheque 
open because there’s a U.A.P. member 
of Parliament boarding ‘ere and he 
might get it. 

-J.X.H.

ANOTHER DISCOVERY FROM 
THE UNIVERSITY  

Joseph Xenophan Hodge Finds Some 
Ancient Documents 
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Respectability, rectitude, incor-
ruptibility, fairness and honesty— 
these are the attributes, which our 
bankers claim to possess to quite a 
pre-eminent degree. It must be 
confessed that the path of the 
monetary reformer would have 
been much easier if the bankers 
had in the past been less circum-
spect in this connection, or had 
indulged in less skilful publicity on 
the matter of their virtues. They 
have proceeded quietly with their 
devilry, behind the scenes, and 
have generally avoided any show 
of blatancy and ruthlessness suf-
ficient to portray them to the public 
as a grasping lot of buccaneers, 
contemptuous of the cit izen and 
his rights, and wholly unactuated 
by the ordinary canons of decency 
and morality. 

They have not needed to appear 
publicly as the villain of the piece, 
as the subjugation and ills of the 
world have flowed automatically 
from the mere arithmetic of their 
system of money issue and recall. 
This system is such that its results 
would, in essence, be the same 
whether it was operated by angels 
or by devils. It has long been re-
cognised, however, that people will 
more readily put up with a faulty 
system run by apparently right-
eous, high-minded and considerate 
men, than they will with a sys-
tem run by patent rogues and 
shysters. 

Evidence is accumulating, for-
tunately, that less heed is being 
paid to this elementary point of 
strategy than heretofore by some 
of our most esteemed and respect-
able bankers. This conduct is ex-
plicable only on the basis of a con-
tempt for the general public aris-
ing from overweening self-con-
fidence. Whom the gods wish to 
destroy,  they f irst  make mad. It  
is some three years s ince Sir 
James Elder, of the National Bank, 
committed the egregious blunder 
of reminding Australian citizens 
that they owned a negligible por-
tion only of Australia's real wealth. 
It was not long before this that 
our Empire's financial dictator, 
Montagu Collett Norman, broke 
his silence with the pronounce-
ment: "Let the dogs bark." The 
"dogs," of course, are the citizens 
of a once-free Britain. 

The latest instance of Olympian 
contempt is supplied by the Com-
mercial Banking Co. of Sydney 
Limited. It is possible that many 
instances similar to this latest have 
escaped publicity altogether, and 
we have certainly noticed no pub-
licity in the commercial press of 
even this instance. A novel and 
interesting point of law was, how-
ever, involved, and the matter duly 
found its  way into the law re-
ports. 

We refer to the case of Bucknell 
v. Commercial Banking Co. of 
Sydney Ltd., decided recently by 
the Full High Court consisting of 
Justices Dixon, Evatt and 
McTiernan. The case is reported 
in 1937 Argus Law Reports at pages 
425-432. 

Facts of the  Case 
The facts of  the case appear  

from the report and from the judg-
ments. 
It appears that in 1926 a company 
was in a position of difficulty. The 
bank had lent it £22,000 on 
overdraft, and had issued a de-
mand that the overdraft be re-
duced substantially. Bucknell and his 
father-in-law became interested in 
buying shares in the company. 
They attended on the manager of 
the branch of the bank concerned 
for further information and were 
assured by him that the 
company’s shares would be a 
sound investment. 
Bucknell and his father-in-law 
put £5000 into the company, and 

the company's overdraft was sub-
stantially reduced. The advantage 
to the bank in the way of improved 
security is obvious. The buck had 
been passed. 

Bucknell did not invest wholly 
in cash, but was granted a private 
overdraft by the bank for £1334, 
which, with interest, eventually be-
came the subject of the action. 

The bank almost immediately 
allowed the company's overdraft 
to be increased again to over 
£22,000, but it must be remem-
bered that the company's assets 
probably increased by way of pur-
chases, a point which even Mr. 
Justice Dixon appears not to have 
considered in his judgment. 

Bucknell and his father-in-law 
quickly found that the company 
was in a terrible state, and six 
months after they had parted with 
their hard-earned cash, to reduce 
an overdraft created by the bank, 
by no more arduous a process than 
the writing of a few figures in a 
book, the bank stepped in under 
its debenture and sold the com-
pany's assets. In the laconic phrase 
of Mr. Justice Dixon, "apparently 
when the debt  to  the bank was 
paid little remained for ordinary 
creditors and nothing for share-
holders." 

The Debt Remains  
Mr. Bucknell and his father-in-

law thus saw £3666 go down the 
sink of bank-cancellation by book-
entry within the short space of six 
months, and Mr. Bucknell still 
owed the bank £1334, plus inter-
est on his private overdraft. Mr. 
Bucknell had it out with the bank 
manager concerned, and in 1927 
wrote the bank daring it to pro-
ceed. "I want," were his words, 
"the bank to take action to force 
me to pay this amount so that the 
matter can be ventilated." 

The bank did nothing until the 
end of 1932, and it is significant 
that it took no action until the 
appointment of a new manager. 
We do not know, and can only 
speculate on the reasons under-
lying the bank's refusal or neglect 
to take up Mr. Bucknell's chal-
lenge while the manager originally 
concerned was on the scene, but 
perhaps that worthy officer had 
some plain words with Head Office 
over  the mat ter . It  is probable 
that even bank officers will one 
day turn King's evidence. 

Limitations   of Actions  
Even before the establishment 

of the National Debt, in the reign 
of William of Orange, it had be-
come an established part of our 
law that a debtor might refuse to 
pay a private liability incurred 
more than six years before action 
and not subsequently acknow-
ledged. 

At the time the bank re-opened 
its claim on Mr. Bucknell, the 
overdraft debt was already statute-
barred. The bank, however, wrote 
a very skilful letter to Bucknell 
on November 8, 1933, as follows: 

"You will remember at your in-
terview with our late General 
Manager a few months ago, it was 
arranged that you would pay us 
£500 in reduction of your liability 
when your wool proceeds were re-
ceived, and at the same time give 
us a promissory note for a fur-
ther £500 to cover the balance. 

"We shall be pleased if you will 
k indly advise us whether your  
wool has yet been sold." 

In answer to this letter Mr. 
Bucknell, who apparently did not 
see his solicitor, and must, in spite 
of past experience, still have had 
some idea that he was dealing with 
gentlemen, wrote the letter, dated 
December 20, 1933, upon which 
reliance was placed as an 
acknowledgment. We reprint this 

letter in full (italics where 
appearing are ours): — 

The Letter  
"Dear Sir, —I have to acknow-

ledge receipt of your letter of the 
8th November last, and regret that 
I have been unable to reply to it 
before. 

"I remember my interview with 
your late General Manager a few 
months ago, when it was put be-
fore me by him that I should pay 
£500 in cash in reduction of my 
liabil i ty to your bank re the firm 
of A. Gilbert Tomlinson Ltd., and 
at the same time give you a promis-
sory note for a further £500 in full 
satisfaction of the debt; to this 
proposition I neither dissented nor 
agreed, as under the peculiar cir-
cumstances of the matter having 
been in abeyance for nearly seven 
years I considered that your bank 
would make no further claim be-
yond the £2000 that I had already 
paid. As it is probable that this 
letter may go before your Board, I 
desire to put before you my associa-
tion with this firm from the be-
ginning. 

"My father-in-law, Mr. S. L. 
Cohen, showed me a prospectus 
issued by A. Gilbert Tomlinson, 
which he informed me had been 
given to him by a Mr. Sindel, of 
Cathcart  House, Castlereagh 
Street; they were asking for more 

shares to be taken up in this com-
pany. After reading the prospec-
tus, I thought that the venture was 
a good one, and asked Mr. Cohen 
to get an interview with the direc-
t or s; t h is  he d id,  and  I met  
Messrs. Tomlinson, Rettie and 
Willis. It was proposed that I 
should take 5000 shares, and after 
a lengthy conversation I asked 
them could they give me a re-
ference to any bank with whom the 
firm was doing business; they re-
ferred me to your late manager, 
Mr. Dunlop, and informed me that 
your bank was their banker. I, in 
company with Mr. Cohen, had an 
interview with Mr. Dunlop, and 
asked him what sort of proposition 
he thought it was. He said it was 
a good one, to which I replied, 'If 
it is so good why don't you take 
shares in it  yourself?' and h is 
reply was, 'How can I, when I am 
their banker?' 

"Up to th is  stage Mr. Cohen 
did not contemplate taking any 
sh ar es .  I  t h en pu t  i t  t o  h im,  
that I should take two-thirds of 
the £5000 and he one-third, to 
which he demurred. I argued with 
him, and said, according to the 
prospectus, we would get  our  
money back in three years. Mr. 
Dunlop replied, 'Oh, I don't think 
it's as good as that, but it's a real 
good litt le business.' Although, 
after Mr. Dunlop's opinion, I 
thought I would like to join the 
company, Mr. Cohen sti ll re-
fused to take his one-third share, 
for the reason that he could not 
afford it, not having any money 
available. Mr. Dunlop replied. 
‘You need not f ind any money, 
deposit your scrip and you can 
draw on us for the full amount 
of your shares’ – and it was 
arranged that I should pay £2000 
in cash and deposit my scrip for 
the balance of  the money. 

 I gave them a cheque on my bank, 
the Bank of Australasia, head office. 

"I made a condition that Mr. 
Cohen should be a member of the 
Board of Directors, which was 
agreed to, and it was not long be-
fore, he discovered that the business 
was in a hopeless condition—in 
fact, it transpired that your Board 
of Directors had insisted upon the 
overdraft of A. Gilbert Tomlinson 
Ltd. being considerably reduced, 
and it was with this end in view 
that money must be obtained some-
how. A Mr. Needham was also 
interviewed re taking 5000 shares, 
and having heard that myself and 
Mr. Cohen had taken 5000 he got 
into touch with Mr. Cohen and 
asked his opinion as to the pros-
pects of the concern. Mr. Cohen 
said he knew nothing, but he and 
myself had taken shares in view 
of what Mr. Dunlop had said as 
to the company being a good in-
vestment .  Mr .  Needham took  
5000 shares. 
"Within seven months the business 
failed, and your bank put in a 
receiver. In stock, among other 
things, were 1300 tons of tapioca, 
which cost £25 per ton; this was 
sold to, I understand, a client of 
your bank for £15 per ton, and he 
was given 12 months to pay, 
although some of the directors 
asked to be given the same terms 
so as they could recoup themselves 
in a measure for their losses, this 
was refused. Some thousands of 
pounds' worth of screws (Nettle-
folds) were sacrificed for a few 
hundreds, and the whole of the 
proceeds went to your bank. I am 
of the opinion that at the time I 
took these shares the firm was not 
in a position to meet its liabilities. 
"I can only reiterate that had it not 
been for the glowing terms spoken 
of the company by your late manager 
I would have had nothing to do 
with it , and for  th is  reason I 
should be absolved from any 
further payment. - Yours 
faithfully, N. C. Bucknell." 

It is significant to note that 
whatever civil claims Mr. Bucknell 
might have had against the bank 
for the patent wrongness of the 
advice given him by the bank 
manager would, by 1933, have 
been statute-barred, and perhaps 
this fact also helps to explain the 
bank's tardiness between the years 
1926 and 1933 in pursuing its claim. 

The Law  
In his judgment Mr. Justice 

Dixon gave a short exposition of 
the rules of law and construction, 
which govern the revival by writ-
ten acknowledgment of statute-
barred debts. 

An express promise to pay re-
vives liability. 

A conditional promise to pay 
revives liability, subject to the con-
ditions set out in the promise. 

A distinct admission of the debt 
is sufficient to revive the debt even 
without an express promise to pay. 
Such a promise is implied from 
the admission, but must also be 
read subject to any conditions set 
out in the document containing the 
admission. 

Mr. Justice Dixon found no ex-
press promise to pay in the letter, 
but did find an admission of lia-
bility in the words of the letter 
printed in italics. 

He found no conditions or limi-
tations set out sufficiently clearly 
to detract from the implied promise 
thus arising, but merely evidence 
of a desire to make an appeal to 
the Board on grounds of morality 
and decency. 

Mr. Justice Evatt, with equal 
cogency, found that the letter in 
question contained no admission 
of debt , or promise to pay, and 
in fact  that  every word of the 
letter contradicted such an inter-
pretation. 
Mr. Justice McTiernan agreed with 
Mr. Justice Dixon, and Mr. Bucknell 
will have the privilege of paying the 
bank well over £2000 and costs, 
in addition to what he has already 
lost. 

We do not cavil at the court’s 
application of the law to the facts, a 
matter that is always difficult in 
borderline cases. If some of our 
courts’ decisions, both in the sphere of 
mercantile and in that of 
constitutional law, seem to favour 
banking interests, it is only be-

 cause the control of credit through 
the centuries has allowed banking 
interests to warp and mould both 
of these phases of our law to suit 
their own ends. The function of 
Judges is generally to apply the 
law, not to alter it to follow the 
line of their sympathies, though in 
Bucknell's case it is difficult for 
even a lawyer to see any less 
judicial merit in the minority 
judgment  of  Mr. Just ice Evat t  
than in the majority judgment of 
the Court. 

The vital point, however, is that 
the claw sheathed in the bank's 
velvet paw has been exposed. All 
the ballyhoo about custodians and 
trustees of the people's savings, 
Mr. Bucknell's in particular, has 
been cast overboard, sacrificed on 
the altar of keeping the bank's 
liquid assets liquid and making 
every post a winning post. 

It may or may not have been 
relevant for the bank to deny the 
charges contained in Mr. Buck-
nell's letter. The fact is that they 
have not been denied. And any 
student of banking policy relative 
to retiring money out of people's 
pockets into investments, and of 
unloading unwanted and un-
healthy investments on to an un-
suspecting public, will at least rea-
lise that there is an inherent prob-
ability that the charges in the letter 
are true. 

It is noteworthy also that the 
bank, before it had the letter sub-
sequently found to amount to an 
acknowledgment, was apparently 
prepared to accept  a smaller  
amount than its full claim. This 
indicates, to some extent at least, 
recognition of the merits of Mr. 
Bucknell's argument. Once it had 
the acknowledgment, however, the 
bank went after its full pound of 
flesh. 

The case of Bucknell v. Com-
mercial Banking Co. of Sydney 
Ltd. is deserving of the widest pub-
licity possible. 

FREE YOURSELF FROM 
The Shackles of Debt Finance 

In  1937  
WORK and VOTE FOR: 

A. J. AMESS  

FLINDERS 

 
I. Australia is over governed and   needs   only  

one   Parliament.  
The Parliament of the People and No Party  
Politics. 2 . Parliament Exists to Make the 

Will of the  
People Prevail.  
The Initiative Referendum and recall must be  
Embodied in the Constitution of Australia.  

3. Money Must be made Man’s Servant, Not 
Man's Master, and  Must Be Issued Interest 
Free   and   Without   Debt   by   the   National 
Credit Authority to the Government for all 
National Works. 

4. Abolition of All Taxation.    National Credit 
Authority to Equate Effective Demand with 
Production, and Abolish Poverty.  
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(Write for Literature) 

Authorised by :  
W. HOLLWELL  

90 Abbott St.. Sandringham. S.8.  (Campaign Sec.) 
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Tues., Oct. 12. —Warragul, Masonic 
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Wed., Oct. 13. —Pakenham, Upper, 

Mechanics' Hall. 
Thurs., Oct. 14. —Toomuk Valley, 
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Fri., Oct. 15. —Mentone, Main Street. 
Sat., Oct 16, - Carrum, Main Street, 
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Sat., Oct 16. – Frankston, Main Street, 
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Mon., Oct. 18. – Belgrave, Bell Bird Café. 
Tues., Oct. 19. – Loch, Public Hall. 
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BANKING AND BUSHRANGING 
Bucknell v. The Commercial Banking Co. 

of Sydney Ltd. 

By SELBORNE 

1934 POLICY ON 
WOOL AND WHEAT  

"The Government's policy 
is to foster the maintenance 
and extension of the demand for 
Australia's export products, 
while placing in the forefront at 
all times the importance of 
Empire trade. Sound advocates 
of Empire trade, however, 
acknowledge that such a policy 
could not solve marketing 
difficulties regarding wool and 
wheat. Australia exported 90 
per cent, of her wool, and 70 
per cent , o f her export  was 
bought by foreign countries. 
Half of Australia's exported 
crops of the last few years 
had gone to foreign countries. 

—From J. A. Lyons's 
policy speech of 1934. 
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Sir, -When Mr. Lyons spoke at  
Deloraine on September 28 he 
spoke for every member of the 
United Australia party, and what 
he said on that occasion must be 
accepted as the considered opinion 
of the party as a whole. There-
fore, when Mr. Lyons said that 
restoration to the Crown of the 
control of the nation's monetary 
policy would mean that the people 
would get community benefits for 
nothing, he practically admitted 
that a vote for himself or for any 
members of his party would be a 
vote against ourselves, because he 
and they are opposed to the com-
munity enjoying the benefits of 
science, which are the common in-
heritance of all mankind. 

With the obvious intention of 
discrediting the financial proposals 
which have been put forward to 
release the nation from economic 
bondage, and of ridiculing those 
who say that we can be freed from 
financial oppression, the Prime 
Minister made use in his policy 
speech of these words: — 
"Beware of schemes which 
promise something for nothing— 
no matter how ingeniously they are 
descr ibed . . .. Do not  be led 
away by those who are not above 
promising something for nothing." 
Instead of discrediting the pro-
posals, however, he has merely 
placed himself and the members of 
his party in the company of the 
fools of other days who refused 
to believe the important discoveries 
and actually persecuted the world's 
greatest benefactors. 

It is clear from the Prime Minis-
ter's speech that the members of 
the U.A.P., every one of them, 
publicly subscribed to the idea that 
the acceptance of something for 
nothing is wrong, and that anyone 
openly suggesting that something 
can be got for nothing is imme-
diately suspect. It is the thought 
that the common people might get 
benefits "for nothing" that worries 
these great puritans and causes 
them to go so far as to condemn 
their Creator. God is the out-
standing offender of all time in this 
respect, for He gives everything 
for nothing, and consequently it 
would appear that up to now we 
have not been suspicious enough in 
our dealings with Him. 

Examples from 
Scripture  

Apropos of this, if you will refer 
to your Bible you will f ind the 
record of some interesting ex-
periences. For example, in the 
20th Chapter of Numbers we have 
the case of the children of Israel 
in the desert of Zin. Moses said 
to them: "Hear  me, ye rebels; 
must we fetch you water out of 
this rock?" and so saying he smote 
the rock twice with his rod and 
water came out abundantly. The 
congregation, and their beasts also, 
drank the water . According to 
Mr. Lyons and the members of 
the U.A.P., the children of Israel 
should have dumped Moses as a 
charlatan or refused to drink the 
water  because they got  it  for 
nothing. 

Then in the 16th Chapter of 
Exodus there is the story of the 
populace being fed by manna and 
quails from out of the sky. The 

people were hungry and murmured 
against their leaders, and God told 
Moses to tell the people this: "I 
have heard the murmurings of the 
chi ldren of Israel.  Speak unto 
them saying—At even ye shall eat 
flesh and in the morning ye shall 
be f i l led wi th bread. " Sure 
enough, in the evening "the quails 
came up and covered the camp, and 
in the morning the dew lay round 
about the host." The dew was 
manna. According to Mr. Lyons 
and the members of the U.A.P, the 
people should not have l istened 
to such a promise and should have 
refused to eat the quails and the 
manna because they got them for 
nothing. 

These two examples were typical 
of God prior to the advent of 
Jesus, and what a plethora of il-
lustrations He gave in proof that 
God would continue the same. In 
Matthew 14 we may read of the 
miraculous manner in which the 
multitude was fed. Jesus had five 
loaves and two fishes, but was 
able from nowhere to provide as 
much as everyone of the many 
thousands could eat and twelve 
basketsful to spare. This food was 
given to the people, and given un-
conditionally, but according to Mr. 
Lyons and member of the U.A.P, 
the men, women and chi ldren 
should have refused to take it be-
cause they got it for nothing. 

St. John, Chapter 2, tells of the 
way in which Jesus provided the 
wedding party with wine. He did 
it without any fuss and without 
conditions. His only concern being 
that there was a need for it. But 
according to Mr. Lyons and mem-
bers of the U.A.P, the wine should 
have been refused because it was 
obtained for nothing. (It may be 
significant that the same Chapter 
also tells of Jesus whipping the 
moneychangers!) 

The Labourers in 
the Vineyard  

Perhaps one of the most re-
markable examples of the hypo-
crisy of this "something for noth-
ing" talk is given in the 20th 
Chapter of St. Matthew in the 
case of the labourers in the vine-
yard. Jesus made it abundantly 
clear that the giving of something 
for nothing is actually a part of 
the Kingdom of Heaven. Please 
read the passage and see for your-
self. 

There was an agreed wage for 
a day's work, but the master of 
the household paid the full wage 
to men who had worked less than 
a day.  Some were taken on at  
the third hour, some at the sixth 
hour, some at the ninth hour, and 
some even at the eleventh hour. 
Those who had worked only one 
hour received as much as those who 
had worked for twelve hours, show-
ing that "work" was not the only 
consideration. How terrible that 
was, and what a pity these chaps 
did not know that in the year A.D. 
1937 Mr. Lyons and members of 
the U.A.P, would be so strongly 
against such a thing. 

According to these latter, the 
workmen in the vineyard should 
have refused to accept the pay for 
the eleven hours because they had 
not  worked for i t .  They got  i t  
for nothing. The real point about 
the parable, of course, is that the 

workers taken on at the eleventh 
hour had just as much need 
materially as those  who had been 
fortunate enough to be cal led 
earlier, and that a man should not 
suffer because no one will hire him. 
Jesus knew that their material re-
quirements needed satisfying just 
the same, irrespective of the num-
ber of hours they may work, but 
the great Christians of today who 
have been placed in positions of 
authority have ignored the teach-
ing of Jesus in this respect, and 
have treated the unemployed with 
unexampled harshness. If their 
work is not wanted they should 
still receive an adequate income, 
and if their work is wanted then 
we should be making use of it. 

And what do you think Jesus 
meant when He told the rich young 
man to sell what he had and give 
to the poor? Just think of i t— 
Jesus actually telling a man that 
money should be given to the poor! 
You will note in the 10th Chapter 
of St. Mark that the man was not 
told to give his secondhand clothes 
to the poor, but to sell what he had 
and give the proceeds. As I have 
pointed out previously, Jesus knew 
quite well that if the poor were 
given money they could get the 
things they needed most, and that 
no matter how charitably disposed 
we may be it is not sufficient to 

 

WILL   PROSPERITY 
LAST?  

Under the above heading, 
the "Economist" of August 
28 last,  said, inter al ia: — 

"The Stock E x c h a n g e  
reached its peak in January, 
and industrial shares have 
since fallen by fully 10 per 
cent. What is more, the 
symptoms of a "bear" mar-
ket have appeared: bad news 
has invariably put prices 
down, while good news has 
been unable to rally them to 
an equivalent extent. It  is 
easy, too easy, to dismiss this as 
merely 'nerves in the City.' 
The fact is that the Stock 
Exchange has an excellent re-
cord as a barometer of com-
ing changes. It is almost 
impossible for a person having 
inside information of a com-
pany's affairs to deal in that 
company's shares without 
some member of the Stock 
Exchange noticing both the 
transaction and its signifi-
cance. As a result, a change 
in the tone of the Stock Ex-
change may be one of the 
very earliest indications avail-
able to the public of a change 
in the trade cycle. That there 
has been such a change in 
the tone since the New Year 
must be listed as one of our 
most significant danger sig-
nals." 

*  *  

And prices on the Austra-
lian Stock Exchanges are 
tumbl i ng.  And pr ices on 
the New York Stock Ex-
change have tumbled. 

But Mr. Lyons says we are 
in for an era of prosperity. 

 

hand over a few things for which 
we may have no further use. Ac-
cording to Mr. Lyons and mem-
bers of the U.A.P., Jesus was all 
wrong in giving such advice to the 
rich young man, because in such 
a case the poor would have been 
given money for nothing. 

One Rule for Rich, 
Another for Poor  

When we come to think of it, 
the attitude of Mr. Lyons and 
members of the U.A.P, would be 
the height of absurdity if carried 
to its logical conclusion. Profit is 
something for nothing, and if they 
really believe what they have put 
forward in the policy speech what 
explanation have they to offer for 
allowing the Broken Hill group 
and other Collins House interest 
to take such excessive profit 
from the community in recent 
years without giving an 
equivalent return? And why do 
they allow the Toorak and 
Bellevue Hill families

to go on drawing something for 
nothing in the form of large divi-
dends from industry and the com-
munity? You see, the principle is 
bad only when there is an intention 
to apply it in the interests of the 
great mass of the people who, 
hitherto, have been denied their God-
given privileges. 

What about legacies and gifts 
from parents? They are some-
thing for nothing, and yet even 
the members of the U.A.P, accept 
them without the slightest qualm. 
For instance, Mr. Fairbairn, the 
present Federal member for 
Flinders, is able to fly about the 
country in his own aeroplane, not 
because he has done anything 
special or is made of better stuff 
than other citizens, but simply be-
cause he is the son of his father. 
To be consistent he should refuse 
to accept such benefits because they 
are something for nothing and be-
cause Mr. Lyons, in the name of 
all members of the U.A.P., has 
publicly denounced the principle. 

And there are the charitable 
organisations, all of which exist 
for the express purpose of giving 
something for nothing. Is it pro-
posed that they should be dis-
banded? Should we "beware" of 
the great army of people who have 
dedicated their lives to the service 
of suffering humanity, all for noth-
ing? Does the U.A.P, bid us be-
ware of our mothers, of the 
Pasteurs, the Galileos, and 
hundreds of others who gave to 
the world the benefits of their life's 
work and sacrifice all for 
nothing? Would it not be better 
to leave the poor and the sick and 
the weary to their fate than allow 
them to benefit from such a 
vicious principle as getting 
something for nothing? When 
Jesus exhorted us to feed His 
lambs He must have been joking, 
and when He said that inasmuch as 
we did i t  to the least of the 
people we did it  to Him, He 
must have known that in practice 
we would take it to mean the exact 
opposite. 

Everything for 
Nothing  

No, Mr. Editor! The truth is 
that Mr. Lyons and those for 
whom he speaks have gone a little 
too far th is t ime.  The very a i r 
we breathe, without which even 
Mr. Lyons would not have been 
able to speak at all, is a free gift 
from God. It is something for 
nothing, and every member of the 
U.A.P, accepts i t  as such. The 
sun's rays, without which this 
earth we so presumptuously call 
"ours" would go back to the noth-
ingness whence it came, is a free 
gift  from God. It  is something 
for nothing, and every member of 
the U.A.P, accepts it as such. 
Exactly the same applies to coal, 
oil, gold, wheat, wool, and even 
life itself.  Not one of us gave or 
did anything towards bringing 
these wonderful things into exist-
ence, and yet every one of us is en-
titled to participate in them and in 
the benefits they make possible. 
Not all the arts of the alchemist 
could produce any one of them, 
but they and hosts of other won-
derful things are given us for 
nothing. 

All of which affords the clearest 
proof that God will not fail in His 
promises, and that all He requires 
from us is the exhibition of com-
monsense in distributing His gifts 
so that all people shall have an 
adequate share. Instead of our all 
joining together to accomplish this, 
we have the spectacle that because 
the programme of the Labor party 
includes provision for the means 
of distribution to be placed under 
community control, Mr. Lyons and 
members of the U.A.P, have put 
forward the infantile suggestion 
that we should beware of anything 
which savours of getting something 
for nothing. The rank dishonesty 
of their attitude becomes obvious 
when we read how they propose to 
continue pandering to the banking 
system, which has immorally 
obtained possession of our 
national assets at the rate of a 
million pounds a month for the 
past twenty-five years, and 
obtained them for nothing! 
Confirmation of this may  be  

 found in the Report of the 
Tasmanian Select Committee which 
investigated the Monetary System, 
and there is also the recent 
admission of Colin Clark of the 
Melbourne University that banks 
do create credit, that credit functions 
as money, and that they secure assets 
for nothing, creating money and 
calling it their own money. 
Therefore, by creating money is 
the agent through which 
possession is obtained. 

Sauce for the Banks is 
Sauce for the People  

Something for nothing is quite 
acceptable while the banks are get-
ting it, but to Mr. Lyons and mem-
bers of the U.A.P, it immediately 
becomes dangerous when it is sug-
gested that the people should get it 
instead of the banks. We have 
already seen how Jesus referred to 
the Kingdom of Heaven being 
like the master of the household 
who treated every member of it 
with equal consideration, and it 
may now be profitable to remind 
ourselves of what He said regard-
ing food and feasting. Here are 
His words as given in St. Luke, 
Chapter 14: "When you make a 
feast, call not your friends, nor 
your brethren, nor your kinsmen, 
nor your rich neighbours, lest they 
also bid you again and recompense 
you; but call the poor, the maimed, 
the lame, the blind, and you shall 
be blessed, for they cannot re-
compense you." In the light of 
these things, how very strange 
seems this outburst of holy in-
dignation on the part  of Mr.  
Lyons and members of the U.A.P., 
particularly when we remember the 
dramatic manner in which the 
policy speech was rounded off with 
a tirade against "atheistic" Com-
munism! The Communists are 
said to be no good because they 
are atheistic, and in almost the 
same breath we are warned that 
God is no good either because He 
is permanently giving something 
for nothing. They cannot have it 
both ways. Note the words actual-
ly used by the Prime Minister: 
"Do not be led away by those 
who are not above promising some-
thing for nothing." They mean 
that to promise to give something 
for nothing is a low-down thing 
to do, but apparently the practice 
of taking the community's posses-
sions for nothing is a high-up thing 
to do. 

Labor promises to give us the 
benefit of our own credit, and is 
condemned for it; the U.A.P, 
promises to allow us to be robbed 
of our credit, and expects to be 
pra ised for i t ! The at t i tude of 
Mr. Lyons and members of the 
U.A.P, in this direction is definitely 
opposed to Christian principles, and 
it is therefore a Christian duty to 
vote against them. 

—Yours faithfully, 

BRUCE H BROWN  

10   Parkside   Street, Malvern. 

DOES  U.A.P.   REPUDIATE 
CHRISTIANITY?  

Prime Minister Bids Us Beware of The 
Creator 

A Letter to the Editor from BRUCE H BROWN 
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was to their interest to wreck Ger-
many twenty years earlier; we have 
also been pointing out that it is in 
the interest of the Australian peo-
ple to foster trade and friendship 
with Japan. 

Japanese export industry has 
been progressing at the expense of 
British export  industry for two 
main reasons, neither of which has 
anything to do with the now 
exploded pretence that Japan has 
progressed at the expense of her 
industrial population's standard of 
living. The first of the real reasons 
is that Japan is equipped with the 
latest and best machinery. The second 
is that Japan is using its monetary 
arrangements in a way that   
the bankers will not permit Britain 
to do.  

Here is an extract about Japan 
from the London Chamber of Com-
merce Journal for August last (it 
can be found on page 551, and is 
part of the Journal's overseas trade 
report section): — 

"Export Indemnification System 
to be revised. The Osaka Muni-
cipality has decided to revise its ex-
port credit compensation system as 
from June 1, this revision coinciding 
with the wholesale revision of the 
Government's scheme for the indem-
nification of exporters' losses on 
shipments to certain specified mar-
kets. At present the system ap-
plies to Latin America, the Near 
East and a few other countries, but 
in future it will apply to all coun-
tries with the exception of Great 
Britain, the United States, Ger-
many, France and Italy. The ex-
tent of indemnification will be 15 
per cent, for 'A' class bills and 20 
per cent, for 'B' class bills. As the 
system is to work in conjunction 
with the Government scheme, which 
provides for a compensation of 80 
per cent, on 'A' class bills and 70 
per cent, on 'B' class bills, the total 
compensation available will be 95 
and 90 per cent, respectively." 

A few years ago, Japan looked 
like dealing a greater blow at 
Britain's (and America's) export 
trade than Germany had threatened 
before 1914. But here "diplomacy" 
came in—we had an instance of it 
in our notorious "trade diversion" 
tariff of May last year—until today 
Japan is being driven more and 
more back on her Asiatic market. 
The Chamber of Commerce Journal 
from which we have just quoted 
states that "during the three years, 
1933-35, 52 per cent, of Japan's 
total exports went to Asiatic coun-
tries (against 42.4 per cent, in 
1927-29)", while "during the same 
three years, 22.4 per cent, of her 
total exports went to the North 
American Continent (against 43.7 
per cent, in 1927-29)." 

Economic War in China  
But Japan was not to be let alone 
even in Asia. We noted last year 
the steps taken in such places as 
India and Iraq, where British in-
fluence could be exerted. The same 
process was applied to China. China 
has long been looked upon as a na-
tural vassal State by the British-
domiciled international financier. 
There are big "British" loans there, 
secured by such pleasant methods 
as control over Customs collections. 
These were used to keep out Japan-
ese goods. Japan retaliated by un-
officially organising one of the 
greatest schemes of large scale 
smuggling ever devised. There was 
panic in "British" financial circles, 
and Sir F. Leith Ross was sent out 
on an "economic" mission to China 
last  year. He stayed there for  
nearly a year. His economic, finan-
cial and diplomatic arrangements 
with the Chinese received very little 
publicity, but they were such that 
shortly after the conclusion of his 
visit Japan, announcing that she 
had no territorial ambitions in 
China, but that she demanded a bigger 
share of the Chinese market, em-
BARKED ON HER PERSENT 
UNDERTAKING. 

There at the moment, the matter 
stand. And you are being told that 
you must, in the case of humanity, 
finish off Japan by refusing to accept 
in trade even that small amount of her 
goods, which you now do. 

Well, supposing you do, what will 
happen? 

Australia and Boycotts"  
We do not propose to take into 
consideration the political results on 
Australian-Japanese   relations, but 
merely the material results on 
Australia itself. 

For many years previous to the 
treasonable "trade diversion" tariff 
of last year (for it was treasonable 
to the Australian people) we had 
been selling to Japan millions of 
pounds' worth more of goods than 
we had bought from her. The pro-
portion, roughly, was about five to 
two. And Japan, in addition to her 
big purchases from us, of which the 
principal was wool, had also assis-
ted our sellers by the very fine 
prices she gave for our goods. In 
the case of wool, particularly, the 
Japanese buyers were accustomed 
to set the market price well above 
what would otherwise have been 
obtained. Last  year, when the 
Lyons Ministry took its orders from 
the "British" financiers overseas 
and betrayed the Australian people 
by its attempt to lessen our pur-
chases of Japanese goods, this is 
what happened—we give it, not in 
our own words, but in those of the 
Melbourne Argus of last Saturday 
(reporting the conference of the 
Federal Advisory Committee on 
Eastern trade and Australian trade 
commissioners in the East): — 
"A serious decline in Australia's 
trade with Japan, resulting in the 
loss of almost £8,000,000 in exports, 
was shown in official figures which 
were presented to the conference. 
Compared with 1935-36, Australia's 
favourable trade balance with in 
Japan 1936-37 has fallen from 
£9,131,213 sterling to £3,754,489 
sterling. An official statement ex-
plains that the trade dispute between 
the two countries was responsible 
for the large decline in exports." 

The trade dispute between the 
two countries! That trade dispute 
is not yet settled because, although 
the Japanese Government is not re-
fusing permits for wool importation 
from Australia, Japanese merchants 
are not buying any quantity of wool 
worth mentioning. And the prin-
cipal reason why they are not doing 
so is because they are having diffi-
culty in establishing credits in Aus-
tralia. Japan, like every other 
country, can establish credits abroad 
(apart from international loans) 
only by the sale of its goods abroad. 

And so those who are advocating 
that we boycott Japanese goods are 
advocating that we wreck Austra-
lia's sales of wool to Japan, already 
seriously threatened. Through the 
"British"-inspired tariff of last year, 
Australian woolgrowers made a di-
rect loss of several million pounds 
and had the basis of their connec-
tion with their only rapidly expand-
ing market threatened. It will be 
remembered that those who spon-
sored the trade diversion policy 
promised the woolgrowers that 
Bradford would not let them down; 
it will also be remembered that 
Bradford did in fact let them down. 

The Question  
So the question now before Aus-

tralia is whether, to oblige the 
"British" international financiers 
whose Chinese interests are threat-
ened, and the "British" bankers 
who control the Lancashire mills, 
and the Communists who see in war 
and turmoil their only hope of 
world revolution (apart from Gerry 
O'Day's spectacular poll in Brighton 
last Saturday)—the question is 
whether, to oblige these people, we 
shall undertake a course which is 
no more likely to be effective in its 
object than our adoption of a similar 
course was when we set out to save 
Abyssinia from Mussolini, but which 
will also beyond a doubt cause 
widespread loss and suffering to 
Australian women and children. Even 
if we accept holus bolus every word 
of the anti-Japanese propaganda, 
which has been pumped into us, to 
whom do we owe our first duty – to 
the Chinese civilians whom we 
cannot save, or to our own citizens 
whom we can? 

And while you are thinking this 

Much controversy is going on 
now as to whether we should 
"Make Friends with Germany." 

Mr. Lansbury, I understand, has 
been given nasty looks, by faces 
hitherto bland, for paying a friendly 
call upon Hit ler . It  has been 
conveyed to him that there are 
occasions when it is not in the 
democratic interest that the saint 
should mingle socially with the 
sinner. 

It is, he is told, all very well 
for a mediaeval Christian from 
Assisi to converse amicably with 
his little brother, the wolf, and to 
wander into the enemy's camp in 
the middle of a crusade and ask 
the Saracens to be good Christians. 

But   it   is   another   thing   for   a 

 
modern Christian from Poplar to 
converse with his little brother the 
Nazi, and wander into the enemy's 
Kampf in the middle of a con-
troversy and ask the Reich to be 
good pacifists. We must move 
with the times. And it is the of-
ficial function of the Georges to 
kill the dragons, not to shake their 
paws. 

The old methods of diplomacy 
have been brought up to date. To-
day the rule is: "Disagree with 
your adversary al l  the t ime, and 
if he take thy cloak, pinch his coat 
and trousers." 

Nevertheless, I am afraid many 
of you will not find the question 
easy to settle. When faced with 
the question, "Should we be friends 
with Germany?" the impulse is to 
ask, ''Which Germany?" The 
trouble is that there are so many 
different people in it. 

It  would be simpler i f Hit ler 
had realised his totalitarian dream 
and reduced the 70,000,000 minds 

 

out for yourself, you might also be 
assisted by reflecting how singularly 
fortunate it is for the embarrassed 
Lyons Ministry that there should be 
this "spontaneous" outburst against 
Japan at the very moment when the 
Aust ra lian woo lgrowers were 
threatening real trouble. For when 
the temporary arrangement with 
Japan was made at the end of last 
year, woolgrowers generally were 
deliberately left under the impres-
sion that the Japanese had under-
taken to buy the amount of wool 
ment ioned. It was only when 
Japan absented itself from the mar-
ket a few weeks ago that most 
graziers realised there was no un-
dertaking to buy at all, but merely 
a declaration that the Japanese Gov-
ernment would not officially pro-
hibit imports, which is quite a dif-
ferent thing. On top of this came 
the unpleasant rumour that nego-
tiations for a fresh treaty had prac-
tically broken down. 

That woolgrowers are even more 
irate against the Government now 
than they were at this time last year 
is common knowledge, and is borne 
out by their wholesale refusal even 
to submit their wool to auction in 
the absence of Japan. After the 
wool sales had begun it looked as 
if the Government would suffer a 
crushing defeat at the polls in every 
wool-growing area of the country. 
That meant a swing to Labor. But 
if Labor could be blinkered into de-
manding a boycott against Japan, 
with its inevitable result, a boycott 
by Japan, while Mr. Lyons sat tight 
and said that Australia would take 
no official action without 
consultation with the British and 
Dominion Governments, etc., there 
might yet be hope. Do you see the 
implication? 

of Germany to a single mind. But 
the process of coagulation has not 
been effected. The awkward fact 
is that if you decide not to be 
friends with Germany you auto-
matically hand the frozen mitten 
to many thousands of democrats 
and anti-militarists whom you wish 
to encourage. 

Germany consists not only of 
Nazis, but also those who do not 
at all like Nazis. And while there 
are some to whom Hitler is the al-
ligator's Adam's apple, there are 
also those to whom he is a pain 
in the neck. 

A further difficulty is that there 
are similarly opposing opinions in 
this country. It takes all sorts to 
make a nation as well as a pen-
n'orth of liquorice. I frequently 
read the opinions of Englishmen 
who regard Fascism as one of the 
bulwarks of Freedom against Com-
munism. So in handing Germany 
the raspberry you hand a replica 
of the fruit to a large proportion 
of your fellow-countrymen. 

This discovery, that the popula-
tions of the various countries are 
not all of one mind, will, indeed, 
be a great snag to anyone who 
wanted to star t  a war for  the 
Right, as well as a war for the 
Left. 

The difficulty is well expressed 
by Mr. Edwyn Bevan in a letter 
to the Times. He dislikes the idea 
that  "England, at  a great  crisis  
of world history, should sit still 
and see the cause of freedom go 
down everywhere without 
striking a blow." And he is in 
favour of telling England that in 
order to preserve its freedom it 
must be prepared once more to 
engage in war. 

But  as a large part  o f  t he 
British people are convinced that 
Communism is "a greater horror" 
than Fascism, and as you couldn't 
go against one without siding with 
the other, he admits that "a clear-
cut policy is hard to define." 

I appreciate the gentleman's dif-
ficulty. It is a case of— 

"We DO want to fight, but, 
by 
Jingo, if we do,  
We shall fight on different sides, 
and cut ourselves in two." 

Wars will be impossible if the 
people on both sides insist on sort-
ing out friends from enemies. You 
must hate the whole lot or not at 

 
all.    It would look silly if the Poet 
Laureate was forced to observe— ' 
'Forward, the   Light   Brigade! 
Charge for the guns,' he said. 
'Whose guns, you silly fool?' 
Asked the six hundred.  
Some went to Right of him, 
Others to Left of him,  
Two lots of three hundred each, 
Volleyed and thundered."  
As my old Colonel used to say, 
"Too many friends spoil the war." 

* * *  
It is all very confusing. As a 

freedom-preserver, war seems to be 
a very uncertain method. In less 
efficient days, when killing was a 
slower process, largely effected by 
personal introduction, you could 
make sure, by a few leading ques-
tions, of hitting the right person. 

But in these days, when missiles 
are slung about as indiscriminately 
as buns at a Sunday school treat, 
the effect of your victory cannot 
be predicted. 

You went into the last war to 
crush German militarism and make 
the world safe for Democracy, but 
you found, when the smoke 
cleared away, that you had 
crushed German democracy and 
made the world safe for 
militarism. It was an awfully bad 
shot. I’ve seen you do better at the 
cokernuts. 

Vast numbers of German domo- 
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By YAFFLE, in "Reynolds News."  

crats fell before Democracy's guns, 
while the best efforts of the British 
artillery failed even to remove 
Hitler’s moustache. 
In future, if you must be 
indiscriminate, you might try Mr. 
Lansbury’s method of blowing 
kisses instead of dropping bombs. 
They will at least leave your 
potential allies intact. 
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KENNEDY, Grocer. Haw. 229. Opp. 
Cemetery Clock, Parkhill Rd. 
DRY CLEANING, Depot & Library 
A. I. Fraser, 182 High St. H. 3733.  
E. WHITE.   109 High St. 
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FLORIST, "Mayfair," Haw, 1452 
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GIFTS, & All Jewellery Repairs. Old 
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MARTIN, 157 High St. Haw. 3794. 
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REPAIRS. I. Pink, 16 Oswin St. 
WICKER & Pram Repairs. L. Pav itt, 
2 Hale St. Pick up and deliver. 

MORELAND.  
BOOT REPAIRS. J. T. Nolan, 
Holmes St., 4 drs Moreland Rd. 

NORTHCOTE.  
GRAY & JOHNSON Pty. Ltd. 
Leading Land and Estate Agents. 
742 High Street, Thornbury. 

SANDRINGHAM . 
A. R. RYAN. SHOE REPAIRS. 
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BIGGS & LOMAS. Tailors. First -
class Workmaship. Suit Club. 
CONFECTIONERY and SMOKES. 
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GROCERS, McKAY & WHITE.  
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E. Giddings, 13 Station St. 
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RADIO REPAIRS AND SALES. 
C. Barnett, 19 Herbert St.   XW2031. 

SPRINGVALE.  
DAIRY, M. Bowler. Buckingham 
Ave. 
R. MACKAY & SONS.  
General Storekeepers.   UM 9269. 

WILLIAMSTOWN.  
DON B. FISKEN, Baker. 
122 Douglas Parade. 
DUNSTAN, DAIRYMAN.  
28 Station Rd. 'Phone, W'town 124. 
HAIRDRESSER and Tobacconist. C. 
Tomkins, 165 Nelson PI., 76 Ferguson 
St. 

WINDSOR. 
E. COOKE, 49 Chapel St. W. 8044. 
High Class Butcher (Cash). 
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VICTORIA  

A MESSAGE TO MOTHERS 
Why are most mothers always 

so short of MONEY? 
There is no necessity for it. 
There is abundance of all the 

things they need to make their 
homes comfortable, to clothe 
themselves and their children as 
they would wish, and to fill their 
tables with good food. 

And all these can be made avail-
able without depriving anyone of 
what they now have. 

*         *         * 
The servant of the people con-

stituting the Federal Electorate 
of Henty, Sir Henry Gullett,  
who is offering himself for re-
election at the forthcoming poll, 
says that the above message to 
mothers "reaches the high water 
mark of misrepresentation," 
which statement clearly shows 
that he is not representing in 
Parliament the substance of this 
message, and consequently is 
misrepresenting the wishes of 
his employers. 

Is it not true that, not only 
mothers, but all of us want those 
things which the message sets 
out? And is  it  not a lso true 
that we could multiply the 
abundance, which we know 
exis ts ,  to such an extent that 
we could all be comfortable and 
secure without the need of de-
priving anyone of what they 
now have? These a re two 
truths, and, as truths, they will 
persist—nothing can alter them. 

Sir Henry, by saying that the 
message is a misrepresentation, 
is in effect saying that it is a lie, 
and that he represents the re-
verse.  We don't  wan t a man 
to represent what we don't  
want; and very definitely we 
don't want a continuance of a 
system that denies us access to 
plenty.  We requi re the man 
we pay as our parliamentary re-
presentative to represent the two 
truths of the message in Parlia-
ment, with our instructions that 
it put all other law making aside 
until those two truths are es-
tablished. 

To be sure that no injustice is 
done, Sir Henry is being asked 
if he will subscribe to the mean-
ing of the Elector's Demand and 
Undertaking. I f he wi ll  not,  
then, clearly, we don't want him, 
and should vote him out on Oc-
tober 23. 

Balaclava. - The distribution of 
a special four-page brochure 
starts next Saturday, October 9. 
There are 28,000 homes to be 
vis i ted.  A large s ized order,  
no doubt; but tackling a "safe 
seat" is  a big job.  It  means 
work.  The Balaclava team is  
not shirking, but there is plenty 
of room for as many helpers as 
can give the time. 'Phone Head 
Office (MU 2834), or call in and 

register your name as a helper, 
starting next Saturday, if pos-
sible. This is a test for your 
sincerity. A couple of after-
noons during the next week or 
so will tell you whether you are 
justified in asking what is being 
done to bring pressure to bear 
on the politicians. Hundreds of 
workers will make a merry job 
of it. 

Heckle Hour is to be staged 
at Elsternwick, in the Dorches-
ter Hall (near railway station), 
on Wednesday, October 20, at 
8 p.m. The three candidates 
have had invitations sent to 
them to meet on the same plat-
form and debate the question, 
"Is Party Government Democra-
tic?" Will they accept the in-
vitations? You will be told in 
next week's issue of this paper. 

Riverina is making a drive col-
lecting signatures. There is no 
hesitation on the part of persons 
to sign, but the distances are great 
in this electorate, and head-
quarters are worried over the 
shortness of time but promise 
some encouraging news next 
week. Some scheme is being 
devised to link the miles. Some-
thing like the relay-race, pass-it-
on idea. 

Gippsland is too busy to send 
in a report. Only time for a 
telegram: "O.K. here.  Best 
wishes for the battle of Bala-
clava." 

Donald is interspersing work 
with social functions. Card 
parties have become the vogue. 

Eric Butler evidently is doing 
good work in the North. Papers 
have come to hand with double 
column reports of meetings held 
in various centres. He has not 
sent in a report, so cannot sup-
ply details. 

Candidates in every electorate 
have had a letter forwarded to 
them similar to the one, with 
drafted reply, sent to the candi-
dates for Balaclava. Repl ies 
will be published in the New 
Times in time to be a guide for 
electors as to the candidates de-
serving support. 

The following candidates we 
have no hesitation in advocating, 
on account of our knowledge of 
their understanding of the true 
function of democracy, and of 
the sincerity of their purpose to 
carry out the expressed wishes 
of the electors. 

Balaclava....    J. M. Atkinson 
Fawkner   ..    ..    Rev.    William 

Bottomley 
Flinders................    A. J. Amess 
Henty . Dr. R. W. Hornabrook 
Kooyong .. . . L. H. Hollins 
Maribyrnong . E. L. A. Turner 

Meeting in St. Bede's Hall, 
Ormond-road, Elwood, on Tues-
day evening, October 12. 

Congratulations to the Box 
Hi l l Dis trict .  The seeds of 
patient educational and canvas-
sing work have borne fruit in 

that you have  had elected an 
Independent to what was consi-
dered a safe party seat.  This  
is the encouragement that many 
of us have been wishing for: 
actual results  from the work 
that has been done. 

SOUTH AUSTRALIA  
Council Meeting. —At a meet-

ing of the Council held at H.Q. on 
Tuesday, September 28, the busi-
ness, which was not completed at 
the Convention, was finalised. The 
election of officers resulted as fol-
lows: President, Mr. E. H. Hergs-
trom; Organising Secretary, Mr. 
R. H. Curnow. 

Mr. Hergstrom, in h is f irst  
speech as President, paid a com-
pliment to Mr. Tucker, our retir-
ing President . The few words, 
which Mr. Hergstrom said, were 
to the point and expressed the 
feelings of the members of the 
Council and also of the members 
of  the ent ire movement.  For a 
very long period Mr. Tucker had 
carried out his duties as leader of 
the movement and was always 
ready on the spot when required. 
It was with regret that the dele-
gates of the conference learned that 
Mr. Tucker was not able to stand 
for  president again. While we 
most certainly have not lost him 
from the movement, he will be 
missed from the position, which he 
has held so long and so well. (Mr. 
Lee would also like to add his ap-
preciation of the co-operation and 
assistance, which the President of-
fered him during the period for 
which he was Secretary.) The new 
President is now busy selecting his 
team of officers for the forthcoming 
year. We are sure, from knowledge 
of Mr. Hergstrom's work in the 
past, that he will spare no energy in 
trying everything to insure the 
success of the Campaign. 

Mr. R. H. Curnow, the new 
Organising Secretary, will devote 
his t ime to outs ide organising 
work. In this connection he has 
already done valuable service in 
contacting individuals and organi-
sations. In particular he has con-
centrated on the ministers of re-
ligion, with some success. 

Grey Division. — An S.O.S. 
has come from the leader of the 
group  at  Po r t  L inco ln fo r  a 
speaker. A number of meetings 
have been arranged in an effort to 
start new groups. For this work 
Mr. Brock left Adelaide by 'plane 
on Monday, October 4, and will 
return on Saturday, the 9th. 
Although Mr. Brock is at the pre-
sent time very busy and will have 
to cancel an engagement to go to 
Port Lincoln, he feels that the 
work, which is being done on the 
West Coast, deserves some little 
sacr if ice. It  is to be hoped that  
his tour will prove the success 
that is desired. 

The secretary of  the Coulta 
group, Mr. Fred Radford, recently 
returned to Port Lincoln from a 
tour of the Far West Coast. He 
had travelled from 600 to 700 
miles, covering dozens of small 
towns and settlements, and in the 
words of our reporter from Port 
Lincoln he "left a long trail of 
Campaign literature behind." In 
addition, he returned with a large 
bundle of signed pledges and a 
list of new contacts, who will be 
potential workers. Two others of 
the "travelling representatives" are 
Messrs. Beames and Packer, who 
are also doing valuable work in 
this way. 

Luncheon Addresses. —On Fri-
day, October 8, Mrs. Williamson 
will be the speaker. Her subject 
will be, "A Philosophy of Life." 
On Friday, the 15th, Sister Mary 
Lawson will give "A Nurse's Ex-
periences in Spain." 

 

In a recent article the Canberra 
Times, which cannot possibly be 
called an "extremist" organ, had 
this to say about certain politicians 
and the interests they represent:  

"There are many men in public 
life whose services have not been 
fully appreciated, but there are 
some whose services have been 
magnified out of all proportion. 
(No; there is no prize for select-
ing the members who fall under 
either heading.) The public finds 
difficulty in assessing true worth. 
Accordingly, it does not feel that it 
can accept Mr. Puff or Mr. Sneer. 

"Publicity men are employed in 
putting the best side of public men 
forward, and they mislead the un-
wary probably more than criticism, 
for criticism is at once known as 
such and convinces only when it 

hits home, whereas the gentle act 
of propaganda may cause mischief 
more subt le in its incidence but 
more far-reaching in its pernicious 
efforts than the deadliest criticism. 
Some politicians find ownership or 
control of newspapers an effective 
means of conducting propaganda. 
This is a powerful weapon, par-
ticularly, as in some cases it denies 
space to any other point of view 
than that  o f  t he owner-po li-
tician . . ..” 

"Were party polit ics an open 
book, there would be a less critical 
attitude of the public towards poli-
ticians. Until the forces lurking-
behind politicians are known, poli-
ticians in general must be prepared 
to suffer for the tied strings of the 
few. It is known that some 
politician’s today are in receipt of 
retainers to watch the interests of 
certain corporations. While they 
are paid by the country to watch 
public interests, they also receive 
retainers to watch particular private 
interests. At this time, party 
managers are busy in Australia en-
deavouring to secure financial sup-
port for the forthcoming elections. 
In many cases, party funds have 
strings to them. It is notable how 
often-large contributors to party 
funds appear in Honours Lists. But 
there are many other returns for 
party fund contributions that cannot 
be identified so readily. There are 
many bodies that make their 
appearance at election times, 
whose real identity is unknown to 
the public. 

“There is, for instance, the 
Sane Democracy League, whose 
more correct tit le (Judging from 
its financial sinews) should be the 
Sane Plutocracy League. There 
are regular large contributors to 

election funds whose power in 
politics is rarely known to the 
electors. If politicians want to 
inspire public trust they can do so 
by making contributions to party 
funds or to election expenses a 
matter of public knowledge. . . . 

"Until the politician is prepared 
to come out into the open and 
acknowledge who pays his election 
expenses, he has no right to com-
plain if the public harbours doubts, 
or that criticism offends his vanity, 
impugns his sincerity or under-
estimates his worth." 

Letters to Editor  

DOES THE EDITOR OF 
THE "HERALD" READ  

THE "HERALD"?  
In the Herald  of  October 4 

page 8, there are two columns 
dealing with Japan's recent air 
bombardments of allegedly 
undefended Chinese cities. 

Mr. Lyons is apparently in con-
stant touch with London as to a 
new and important declaration of 
British policy on the Far Eastern 
question, which is necessitated by 
the worldwide horror throughout 
the British Empire at the callous-
ness of the Japanese air forces. 

Archbishop Head, in supporting 
a protest  meet ing to be held in 
the Town Hall on the 5th inst, 
said: "As Christians and citizens 
of the British Empire, we ought 
not only protest, but take measures 
to make our protest effective…. 
against acts deliberately intended 
to hasten a victory by terrifying 
and killing large numbers of non-
combatants." 

On page 15 of the same issue of 
the Herald Mollison tells his story. 
Dealing with his life as a bombing 
of f icer  in the Brit ish Army in 
India he says: "My job was 
bombing villages, burning crops 
by incendiary bombs, and shooting 
down cattle with which I had no 
quarrel . . .. The whole strategy of 
aircraft operations against the 
t ribes of the North-West Frontier 
is to impress them with the power 
for destruction of flying warriors 
whom they cannot hit back." 

Really the Herald editor is a 
little inconsistent in printing both 
articles in the same issue. 

"FOLLOW THE FLAG." 

NAVEL ORANGES 
6/6 per case.    Freight Paid in Vic. 

Please   specify   size   required.     We 
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your money if you are dissatisfied 
and  return  fruit  to  us. 
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"WHAT I THINK OF  

THE CHURCHES 

TODAY"  
The above art icle by Mr. 

W. Macmahon Ball, which 
a ppea r ed  in  t he  " N ew  
Times"  of  September 17,  
has elicited so much comment 
and brought so many requests 
f or  a r epr int ,  t hat  i t  has 
been reprinted by the "New 
Times" as an eight- page 
brochure.  

Copies may be ordered 
from  

NEW TIMES LTD. ,   
Box 1226, G.P.O.,  

Melbourne.  
Price, one penny per copy. 

Postage, one penny on single 
copies; on orders for six or 
more copies, to be posted in 
bulk, no charge for postage 
will be made.  
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Date……………………….. 
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Archbishop Head's latest 
means that he favours the 
declaration of war against 
Japan. This reminds us of 
his remarks when replying to 
the address of welcome on 
his arrival in 
Melbourne— viz: 

“I know no theology and 
little Latin.” 

Experience since his arrival 
has convinced us that he also 
knows no Christianity and 
little commonsense. 
 

TRUFOOD SEES IT 
THROUGH 

Readers may remember 
that in our issue of August 20 
we addressed an open letter  to 
Sir  Arthur Robinson, the 
Collins House knight who is 
chairman of Trufood of 
Austra lia Ltd.,  on the subject 
of the recent increase in price of 
the company's principal 
product. 

In that let ter we pointed 
out that shareholders in the 
company, as a result of two 
"reconstructions," now hold 
five fully paid £1 shares for 
every two 12/- shares held 
prior to 1922, and therefore 
they are doing much better 
in the matter of dividends 
than might appear to the un-
initiated public.  

The company held its an-
nual meet ing last Friday, 
when Sir Arthur was able to 
tell shareholders that, "al-
though the company had 
been faced with rising costs of 
raw materials, the dividend rate 
had been mainta ined and 
resources had been 
strengthened by £5000." 

Housewives in industrial 
suburbs will doubtless rejoice 
with Sir Arthur.  
 


