The defence
program

SIR, — Your _cditorial
headed “Infinitc  Flexibility™
(August 18) showed that the
writer completely misunder-
stood the purposc of my
statement to the House “of
Representatives on August 16.

The purpose of my stilement
was 10 eluborate the short
announcement of the Treasurer's
Budgel specch _concerning the
defence vote 197273, and give
cation of _ thinking
about the major new equipment
included in th five-year rolling
program for future years,

This was foreshadowed in a
news story fron your defence
correspondent which '\ppc:lrcd on

for the first year of e llvc<yc.|r
defence program.”

Vs was dore. My statement
elaborated on the Budget provi-
sions for defence equipmient,

year of the five-year progmm)
and aggregated proposed spend-
ing_inlo functional categorie:
which are not shown in the est
mates of the individual depu

s,

1 also announced the cquip-
ment orders which the Govern-
ment had decided should
placed in financial year 1972.73.
The Jorgest of these is  the
destroyer program: I discussed it
at length becausc it is big; be-
cause there is o other decision
this year of its size; and because
the cost is a large (71 per cent)
part of the nggrcgnte estimated
cost of the six new majnr equm-
ment_projects approved by the
Government for commencement
in 1972-73.

VICE-REGAL

Saturday morning Their
E\ccllcnms the  Governor-
General  and Ladv Hasluck
returned to Caal

That mﬂcrnnon Her l:xc:llcncy
Lndy Hnslucl npcncd the 1
Won Au
Cmmlrv Clumplumlups at Cnpp

talHill, Cnabes

Yestcrday moming the  Sorer-
nor-General and Lady Hasluck
autended The' 2st. Sniverary
service of the Canberra Churches
of Christ at the Church of
Christ, Ainslic.

The sccond sentence of the

first piesad: 1 shad abo
deseribe the_ general form of ine
Government’ for the re-

maining four years of the pro-
am.”™

This also was done. 1 stressed
later in my stalement that “there.
are .mpumm reasons why the

overnm should ot
announce specfic. intentions 1o
acquire new cquipments beyon
the first_year of the five-year
defence program.

“There ure two sensible and ini-
portant_reasons why 2 Govern-
ment should ot coniit ol
publicly o0 specified
equipment which ‘does not need
10 be ordered for between oiie
and five years hence, They a

© To unnounce a_decision
now would ke it dificul of
impossible to select better equip-
ments that became available s
technology advanced, or to adapt
10 any now strate-

Tlme poinis were ncnmﬂy

il
defence will be cunmmed in the

gic changes.

® Premature  publication of
i cnlvons could deprive the
Government of the opportunily
10 negotiate for more compeliti ve
financial conditions in contracts
with suppliers.

Announcements of decisions 1
order dc(mcc o ipment in. the
for the Navy, Army
and AAr Folv: will be made an-
nually, as in the past, and only
after negotiations have  been
comj

T thought it would be helpful

ive, as 1 did, the broad finas
cial parameters of the spending
Tevels Tour years_bence, whi
defence planners were using as
the limits within which to fit a
program of spending and defence
rdus to satisfy competing ob.
ject

I dld not publish the details of
the way the planners scheduled
expenditure _on ~ various  com-
ponents of the defence effort in
future precisely, for the Govern-
ment cannot be committed 5o far

in advance and would not expect
lhc Parliament to commit itself.

¢ very nature of the
plans that are under annual re-
view 10 see whether -a changed
combination or  rearrangemen
will give a betler result. This i
the very essence of a -rolling pro-
gram in defence departments, in
Australia or abroad.

1 repeat that e scope of my
statement was made clear: It way
intended to announce the equi
ment, manpower and other deci.
sions made for the fivst year of
the five-year defence program,
sel in perspective against an out-
line of cxpenditure levels five
years hence, and a description of
h broad kind of cquipment to
be considered and decided by the
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TO THE EDITOR

Milk-money thefts

SIR, — Recent reporls in sev-
eral newspapers decry the impo-
sition of a_threc-month jail sen-
tence for the theft of 70c Worth

May | present the milk
vendors side of the story?

Milk runs are valued on
caily gallonage basis, and runs in
this arca arc sclling for about
$150 per gutlon.

L1E a thief steals four pints of
milk, or the cquivalent in cash,

and because of this theft the
customer dispenses with the milk
vendor's service and buys her
milk at a shop, then-the value of
that run has been reduced by
§75. In addition to this, the
vendor’s wage has been reduced
by an amount cqual to the small
profit which he makes on a daily
sale of four pints.

Food for thought, we feel, for
those who commiseralc with the
thiel “who only slole 70c.”

T. J. and B. J. MARSHALL,

Leppington.

Black bans by
builders’ labourers

SIR, — This union represents
building workers who perform
arduous tasks in the Jeast con-
genial _circumstances.  The in-
dustry is a particularly unstable
and insecurc one and we have
succeeded in recent years in
sharply improving the wages,
condilions and_standing of our
members.
ions in_the

have been
greally distorted. The real posi-
tion is thal 1o physical violence
was perpeirated aguinst
individual during these st

During the two_sirikes and
following them we_issued _in-
s 1o both the Premicr, Mr

km. and the thn olice Con-
missioner, Mr_Allan, 1o institute
a full and open public inquiry

“An unbiased reporter of facts, respected by Government and Opposition —
our weather commentator!”

https://smharchives-smedia-com-au.ezproxy.slv.vic.gov.au/Olive/APA/smharchive/Print. Article...

into lhc hluldm industry. land
deals, and the developers.

e, Goverament conssiently
L
where not only allegations of
violence could have b ed,
but all of 1 U
developers, onc of whom you
may have noticed ried
Tecently 1o, have increased their
profit by 69 per cent on the pre-
vious year.

again I repeat that no
physical violence was
any member of this union and
the only slight damage 1o proper-
Ly arose ien fooiih employers
completely ignored the democ
ic expression of 10.000 :(riku\u
builders® labourers and atlempied
io smash the sirike v
of scl
Sirely such folly on ihe part
ese few  cmploy
responsiblefor infla he
situation, and ﬂm( ;ml\ll group
of employers _must the
Reaviest responsibiliy.

d being spill in
e fuite Viewmam War But
preparcd 1o cry tears of blood
over the demolition of a few
bricks erected by scab Jabour,
JACK MUNDEY.
ary.

 Sccrel
Australian Builders
Labourers' Federation,

Branch,
Sydncy
¢ best comment on_thi
y Mr J. P, Duc

“Heradd
ugust 17, Said: * 1t would_be
well known to any serious
student of xnduslnal relations

temned_vio-
fence uncquivocally,  whepever
and by whom cw:r. ‘This applies lﬂ
the Builder:

Labourers' Federation whas. or
prncmmg these methods, were

pended from the Labor Coun-
cﬂ in  May, 1971."—Editor,
"SMH"]

— Your arguments (edi-
lormla Au"ust 11 and 14) about
the adverse effects of selective
black bans, such as those im-

posed by builders’ labourers, are
inaceurate.

Your view that these bans
cause  unemploymerit _assumes
that earmarked funds for a ban-
ned development are not re-
employed clsewhere and that
available - Tesources cannot  be
cemployed clewhere. Neither of
these assumptions is necessarily
or even likely to be true, and
especially so ‘when Government
Iull‘-lcmploymcm policies arc pur-
sued.

I your views were true, it
would” make wmore apparent the
sclllessness of unions preparcd 1o
impose bans of this nature.
paradox. of the cxisting
siwation today in Sydney lown-
2 that ~ many
Fesponsible poltciams, m Lol
welcome

EE

when
ced with In.hlcqlulc, umm.x-
zinative reports from _profes-
sional_consultanis, and decisions
pressed h} mmp'lgmg devclopers.
Note politi-
citng theurlves proposcd
vioore Park sporting complee. o
cri House parking and the
“Fheatre Royal, quite a
The Rocks conlroversy.
sicnal institutes as we
standards  of n
planning and the relentless urban
over-development are causing
deep concern, and the authorities
are not always able or willing to

2

cl.
Witness the recent.abortive
efforts by the City Council to
prevent an Eastlakes-type fiasco
occursing in Cook Rond, Centens

k. The developers’ pro-
re against not only the
wishes of residents in two coun:
il plebiscites, an_ameni
ver, and opinion cxpressed at
public mectings of residents, but
e also against the election plat-
of Civie clf.
These same proposals are con-
demned in ihe Sirat

titude in correcting
the sxmalmn by the City Council
have  establiShed  precedents
which devclopers apparently feel
compelled 1o exploil, irrespective
of social costs,

With -lulhunllcs arcless or in-
timidated or
responsibility rests wm e ;
ment of a few :onsclcmmus cili-
o0, And hemunu Mr M
who ted this fcspolm-
bility, does nolhmg 1o improve
town & planning, to strengthen

stop reckless over-
dev:lnpmcnl all of which arc,
after_all, the bane of honest
politicians and  honest
minded developers.
"™Niany. ciizens, Mr Mundey
included, musl bcma;m Ihc de-
mise of the Save Sydney Com-
mittee and |lvc Timited (hlll valu-
able) efforts of the National
Tmu The-absence of an cffec-
own planning ombudsman
is M M undey's problem. In the
ml: ntime, - the black bans pro-
e & b pace (0 search
lor new ideas as the “belatcd"
report of the Royal lnsmule of
Planners on The Rocks sh o\v;

N
PATRICK \VHITE
Cnteanial Pad
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