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' 'OnDit' rstheofﬂculorganefthe

' 'Students' Association of the Univers-
ity of Adelaide. It is pald for by
B _yourUniovnFeetothetlme of25¢
' per copy - the same. price as a.
" 'Time' for students. Being apparently

free and directed at students it ha.s '

Sa eaptwe renderslnp._ It istherefore ]
T oam :mportant ldeolo;tcal vehiele for
. those in the' popaga.ndn busmess. =
- And so the factions wage war , long
- -and hard, to gain control of 1ts fou-t- o

' mghtly pages.. For the same’ renson

it is vital that those. who: have the

- best interests of the Amciatmn _' o
L (rather thanthe interests of their
 faction) paramount, ‘must strive to
. ensure that the paper is not uged"
'agamst ‘the Assoeiation and 1ts
: members. ; el

_ The recent f:aseo of 'On Drt' s
“being: spiﬂted away at nudmght

- shows the emnordinary lengtln that

‘some persons will go in order to.

. malntain their control over the. paper
- Cries of "Editmal Freedom" and
- “Censorship” were raised: to conceal -

_ the fundamental questio:n of who the -

p'ubheatlun sl:nuld serve.’ If a.n

. official publication is to serve its

- membmhp, it hﬂs, for example,
a responsibﬂxty to publnh relevant -

' official meterial for the: mformauon

of members. Ina Reﬁerendum srtu-

: atmn, 'bothsides ‘of a;case should be
i put so ‘that members can reach a
. fair nnd eonndered opimon. To put
o only one side is an uneeeeptable
% attempt to biag opinicn.’ "For the -
_ “recent Dismissal Referendum, ‘mat=
: enal sipporting both sides was evn:].-

i totheEditoranditwasbis :
poi ;'buny to include both sldes
(or neither) in 'On Dit' No. 18, By
allowmg onlybis gide. to appea.r, :

8 ments and false allegations (1.e. .

Editor Nick Xenophou demed his -
'regponsibility to the Association.
In addition, he did not snbm:t the

X matenal printed to the Reétuwrning

. Officer (Pres:dent = elect Kerry
‘Hinton) in deliberate emiravent.ton__
“of the relevapt regulations because
he knew that the misleading state=
~of eensorslnp) would be subjectto .
the written eotnrnent of the Retm'n-
ing 'Officer on the document.
(Comments of the Returning Officer

very basis of the paper, namely the
official organ and puhhent:on of- the
Association. Such a state of ‘affairs’
is totally maceeptable and m]l only
'encourage factions to seek eontrol of
'On Dit!. I:Ewewishbopreve.nt'On

- D! from becoming merely’ the: organ
. of the relevant editor's faeticm, we

* . must reject the Xenophou precedent
' Thig is not; another I.lberall Labor

infight to be written off as petty -

po]iﬁcldng-norisitaquesﬂmiof

political alignment: it is the very

- were included on propagenda pioducedfundamental question of ‘who the . -

by both sides.) Fer these acts and. °

: abuse of position, Nick Xenophou'-

mu.ﬂ: be condemned. His election .
pmmise to "Stop the B;as" now seems |
hollow and hypocrincal :

paper and its editor should serve.

The above drsou.ss:on and prmcrples sl
"do not, however, _destroy .or detract

. from an editar's mandate to exere:se

: But even if it was conc ‘eded that
N:r.ek XoPhou was respondmg to"

: e::tranrdinary en-eumsta.nees, the fact
that he has since refused:to print an

official reply to the Pirate 'On Dit'
ed:tona.l in ‘the. subsequent edition E

: ._slmws that he haschosen to use the
_ paper aslnsown Anedrtorhnsno

'nght to emlude ufficral Taterial cn

‘e matl:er of general interest or con-

cern to the membemlup: the fact that

. he mclnded several pages of articles

in support of his own position shows

| the contempt in which he holds the .
Associanoﬂs members and the con- .'
‘cept of open media. In domg this,
Nrek Xenophou has set a very dangen-
ous p'eeedent whereby editors could,’
in the futln‘e, reject all off:eul
 ‘material and print only nafrow sect~
; fomal’ p'opnga.ndn w:thout referenee
 to the broad interests of the vast

' "' nlajmtyefthosewhoreadandpey

forthepaper If an editor is not -
ohligedtoprmtrelevantufﬁcial
- material, he or she can den the °

- his or her own style. Nordoesrt

- mean that the editor i is su'bject to the
arbiirary eensurslnp of the Pubhsher
(the Association's Pres:.dent) The

. .only eoncewable reasons for censor-
- Zslnp mvolve the legal ]JabllltY of the .
Assoclat.lon and its off:cebearers (i.e.

matenal that is hbellous orin
eontempt of Court). This standard

Thas been used for at least the last two

years. The right to delay material
for tme edition where the 'matenal m
question has a potentlal bearmg ona.
forthcoming issue for members and

B where no opportumty to oﬁxemllv

reply can: be given in that ed:mon
must also nesrde with the Pubhsher

toensm'efa:rplay. Buttlnssbouldbe
Z'andistheextentorfthel’ubhsher'

powers over content, Notlnng more
hag been asserted over the pas: two
years! | S
A final matter of great_'eonoem is
the scom which Nick Xenophou has
shown for student decisions. ' In the

Library Note : In the original document, some

the issue was printed. Please see original
~|document for better detail.

sections of text on this page were blanked out.|; 2 e
It appears that this censoring was done before [/ .,
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The lengﬂt and dn'ectmn of th:!s
arucle was gwen to: On Dit Editor
Nick Xenophou on the first workmg
'dav after: ﬂ1e Referendum """
'amcle was presented to: Inm four e
_days lated on the: f.ollowmg Satmday
_Three. daw later on’ Tuesday 18th ;-
Oc_tnber 3 Nick informed me: ﬁtat
e did not. 1ntend to pn.nt the amcle -

several pages’ of other arncles :
supporting his pontson:n the paper. .
1 believe this was an attempt to pre=.
fvent or £cresea11 any official reply to-'-
his Puate 'On Dit"’ editorial, ‘and as:
such, h;ls Action oonshtuted a gtave _
'abuse of lns pouh.on as’ Ed:tor because
:-11: mvolved a demal o prmt impnrban'l

'No doubt Nick mu assert that he
mtended o, print the artlcl'__'i_n i
.subsequen:t On Ditt. But 'because
‘the forﬂ'lcoining 'On Dit
-campus un:tll pmbably the ﬂm'd
"week of 'swat vac! when, ‘students
have shown in.the past a reh:ctanee_-f
® read ‘On' Dit' (let alone’ sizeable :

.Be]ow is the text of the Artlcle whzch-
3_N1ck reiused o prmt. “The reasons -

have. Tead. it.: See also the Edrlnnal
‘and Canpus News for further infor-

rapm_trablynn&ue concoctmn._ Its .
. perversity and. falsehoods are outl:med

E 'm ﬂze fo]]owmg art-.cle '

'- 'Pwo parts of aﬁ:lcles have been

despite the notice of the: arlaele and
Co].lege scanda}.. (Rememher the
was feaimed in the Pn-ate “On Dn.“

i artleleonthe d:sm:lssalG S.M.-an_d_
was basedon aletter fmm the

cfﬁesal matenal of pcressmg mtesest- Vi

- been a mgle case of censcrsh:p

deleted th:s year, howeves, both

mt’a the express agreement of the
Ed:tm' ‘One mvolved a blatantly
].lbellous statement re ﬂ:e Sti Mark

blacked out pzece?) The second

sown solicitor. : Complamts
of eensorslnp and blank pages sbamp— .3

" .of the Wn‘ls. are: clear! Chec.k with

ﬂte Regmtrar of t’ne Unive:sity (Mr
ALE. Slnelds) or the Chief Executive

' fj-_-_.'omce;-' f: the Union (Da\r.td Muir)
" The! acmal I.n the two years 'tbat have "been'
Publ:shee of "On Dst' y there has not

. TEXT OF DISMISSAL MOTION .
The et of the: dism:ssal moﬁon i
was in: ﬂme aeeord with the speeches:

_:_dehverecl at the General Student Sl

. Meeting which decided in favourof =

. Xenophiou's dismissal.  Thestyleds ~ = -
that used in United Naﬂons monons

"4 BUREAUCRA‘I‘IC OBSTRUCTIONS
" “AND UNNECESSARY' TASKS. S
" The office staff, prlntes and’ pub-
lisher have bent over backwards w
s ass:st Nick tlns 'y'e 1

the typusis and printer have re-
organized ﬂ-nen- schedules, worked

_:_ 1ate, e'lr.etera, o get On_Dlt" out

eryedluon This why 1t has s

not been' puroof-read deépme count~ . -

; :.less sincere: ‘offers. IfNickhadtn

-'.arl:u:les w1ﬂun it), ﬁxe tru.e reason is o T
i o Wnt does’ seek o0 disal.lnw the im- o
- position of the Union Fee by the
. Unive:sity. In t.’ne opin:!on of all

for Nick's refusal are clearwhen you' _' ‘

l
_vetsity's sohdtms is ﬂaat N:ek's

< : (a) 1t was not STD barred.

m the sPo'm Association, cmbs S
: and Socnetv.es Councll, Students‘ :

: _Naﬁonal U Editor Jefferson Lee

: :. mo.

' -'-S';--ﬁrsc::dm b TN OF ki Nt'“” :
The 'On: Dit! phone was '_'moved m

s .f-perform tasks Oﬂ'lem are. paid for, 11:

- 38 solely because of hls own, dis- -

" -organ:zatlon and resulnng lateness.

- “Check with the Office Manager S
_ (Mss Osman), Pnlnter (Frank}, S

Office Staff, Pub]isher, einet'era': S

cned bureaucrane obsnucnorﬂsm,

v1ew of the faet that: K

: _cost ‘of cal]swas rtmn'mg' a
":3$150 per monﬂ: (Telecom
ﬁgm'es) (I.n 1977, the half-




“Was coming from e 'On D:t' surp]:us ~ the petition in a form which could . find another two colurmys for me. (or even solcit) a case in favour

‘He fayoured. the purchase of a WPG s and would be put o the vbte with (Nick appeared to reject the third of his dismissal.. He also failed to -
- _ the Dismissal Referendum. Check possibility of holding Bill's article solicit a reply Bill's article

' . the (confirmed) Executive Committee and any reply to the subsequent although it was (incomrectly) related

- Mimtes of 23rd seﬁtembﬂ., 1977, - - edition). There was neverany to the Dismissal Referendum. Fur-

. pages 5-6.- : © suggestion of censorship because ther, he removed the paper from

10. THE BILL'S AR'I‘ICIE 3y . - Nick was not t0ld at any stage that. the control of the publisher to

. ‘After the rejection of the Bills'- -~ some or all of Bill's article should ~  ~ ensure that this intentions were not

© petition, and 5-6 days after the -~ . bever be printed! ~ Imown. " .

__5 deadline for 'On Dit! K‘y‘m Bills . As President and i 111 leu Of a RE- . ‘12. MAOIST'S AI.LEGH) REMARKS

. submitted an article for thepaper ~ fuming Officer for the Referendum, ABOUT NICK.- _

conce.mmg thé Executivels decision.: I and the Executive believe thatI m David Callahan are

| This article sought to tie the re- = Was obliged to ensure that such wn~ irrelevant. It may be true that he:

' jection with the Referendurm o dismiss| fair or misleading information should ;.39 Njcl should be "rubbed out'.

. Xemophou. Itstated that the mewly =~ not reach voters immediately prior Several of Nick's friends have said

. elected Executive "....will stop at 1o the Referendum without an the same about me. $o what?!?

. nothing to remove an 'On Dit' Editor official explanation. The very It's when they try that one should
'\ or in fact any organised opinion at = reason for the Referendum and Elecﬁpn | '

_.-su-v:ces of a.n Iexpmmced -design .

! . start to worry!
‘John Sandeman | varience with their own." The office Requirement that all relevant mat- _ o _ R
NS FOR. RE]'ECTNG  staff drew this surpiising article to  erial be scrutinized and perhaps - 13. MICHAEL DANBY RETRACTS
o my attention, and at my next . 'commmted ‘upon by the Retmmng Michael Dan by officially ;&hdrew
{17 opportmity, I told Nick that the Officer, is to' prevem unfan' or mis= his support of Nick during the cam-
.- article misrepresen.ted the decision leadmg mformahpa:i Ask the: Re- ~_paign.. He said Nick ha.d_‘m.'islead
"AUS ted PUERRR S o . and that the rejection was totally un- turning Officer. . - " him about the nature of the Refer-
. “"35 rejec bY e .. related o the Referendum. My On must ask why. Xenophou didn't " endum. Yet Danby material still
C‘-’mmlﬂﬂee (mt the P“ﬂdmt W‘d"-" . only objection was that it might = want areply to Bill's article in- that ' circulated after the deceit was
' mfaiily affect or bias_the voters - edition of "On Dit"| - "+ made lmown.

- re: the Referendum and I had no
' objection 1 the article itself
. appearing later or with a reply.
- This was made clear to Nick. I was
. also disappointed that Nick had.
. failed to seek theother side of the
§ 1 story. Fourteen pages had not
" been printed at this point in time and
'3; the printer was waiting-for more . - .. :
materizl. It was clear, therefore,
that the detailed layout of these .
pages had not been done. {Check - _
with the printer). After initially production of "On Dit" for one week
suggesting that there was insuffici- .50 it would appear_duﬂng-ﬁze Re-
ent space, Nick agreed to either . 11. THE 'STOP THE BIAS' PROMISE, - ferendum. _
edit Bill's two columm article {with - The hollowness of Nick's "stop the . (D) Nick obtained access to the
Bill's assisting - at my suggestionl) Bias" promise can be seen iu the . .. printing room where the parually
to allow space for my reply or Pirate 'On Dit'.  He failed to print prented papu' was mred by deceit OVER)

BUT THAT'S NOT ALL, l-UIKS'
. =UDIRTY TRICKS"
- Because some of Nick's supporbers
‘were among those involved in the
atbempted ‘ba]lut-riggmg, it was.
never in doubt that their campaign
_would be dirty. Apart from the
. slanderous and demomtrably un-
. true matenal in "on Dit", _
" campaign featured other high]ighis'
{(a) Nick de]iberat:ly delayed the

.DEI.EG _TES ARE EEECTED

_emphou suggesis ﬂmt a.delegat:e'_- E
10 a conference must speak if the - -
A.ssodaﬁon:smgetns mone s'

.-"_'ahi]ity o spcut ﬂnwery rhetnné. _.: _
And :the d_em must have been';‘ ; 'ﬁ - Asse




CONTINUED FROM PREVIOUS PACGE. a supporter of Nick ‘queried whether the

Vlolence

. and removed it without lawful

cause or pu.rpose

{c) Nick or (a) supporten(s) tnmpered
with the Association printing press’
worth several thousand dollass. -
(d) Nick went "mdergmlmd“
avoid the service of an mjlmcﬁon
or directions from the publisher
restraining him from producing or
disttibuting any unauthorized pages..
(This shows N. Xenophou's absolute .
contemptfor the law. He used it
via the writs, the- injunction to stop -
payments to AUS and threatened : . -
Contempt of Cowrt proceedings: yet
hid to prevent its operation. upon
himself.) ‘ '
(e) The deliberate dnvmg of a car
into the publisher by Xenophou ..
supporter. Andy Hughes when the:.

Publisher refused to move until copies

of the illegitimate "On Dit" within -
the car were surrendered to him. -
{He was legally entitled to demand
the copies). ‘The lve-in Bill and
Barbara Prior, were w:tnesss to-this

-incident. _
{f} Nick's: complamts to the media -
that his car had been damaged by a-
Maoist andcovured b-y anu-Xennphou
stickers. Nick failed to' mention that

the stickess had been removed im- "~ |
: -pubhcahuns will 'disappear'.

mediately by the person respansible
and that the car had been damaged
when it pushed over a post that the
,publishu had leapt behind and when
it had. swewed towards a student
who kicked it as he leapt as:ude. '

- "On Dit".

: bmSOObmadsheetsandapoﬂ:er

Association would pay for the pages
Nick had printed off campus and after
Nick had claimed that he was ‘paying

for this printing in his "editorial".,

' 'The result caimot be seen as an en-
“domsement of Nick, his supporters, - -

,. his writs or his tactics. Based on the -

. deliberately inisleading mformanon

given by Xenophon to the vote:s, it's
not surprising that it was narrowly Iost.
Defeated butnot be.aten' N

“And if you have read this fa‘:', show

Nick the contempt ‘that he desews '

 for the contempt he has shown
or the con mPt as You .. Sydneywhﬂ‘e aﬂfachmsmassed)

mﬂ::sRefermdum' Wnte mto
q. .

Lost?

Onewondmhowmanyufthese

A
‘very large. numher of the Ballot-.

nggmgeditionufthntmbvusive -
magazine, PINK “weve foimd in the
Liberal Cluhroom :Not only: that,

- was afraid.

- The same old people including '.'
Comrade Nick Xenophou) keep crying - -

- out in the Me.dm about violence and . -

mmdauom. The cry is hollow if not

hypocnhcal in view of their own -

actions (e.g. the deliberate assault on
thePremdentandothersbydrivinga :
caratandmtol:hem) Apartfrom o

. using the allegations to gain sympathy,
they use it to excusetheir non-perform-
-ance of certain responsibilities. (Nick
-maywe]l cla:r.m that he has not attend-_ .

_ed Regional Conferences because he

‘Yet he was not aﬁ-udm o

attend the A;U.S. Spec:lal Counc:ll m_

But when you have Nttle élse to

: camplam about apart from. the (:Ealse)
: domination ‘of the Communists;. 1ts

better than nothing.

B .'.)emd];

Local Smam Tony Mm ace-
-used the Students® Association and

_.'_'-"sbmeofifs officiaks of abuse of
" position in the Sénate lastweek.
‘Union Secretary David Muir has.

written 1o Messner - informing him

' "of the truth of the matter, namely -
. that there wasnompmpﬂety. R
S wherewﬂl:t end? . S

Where

{g) Nick Xenophou's material was notlayout'was ‘removed' from tie . :

- with 2 minor exception, submitted - Student Activities Office. dumng thet
to"the Returning Officer for sc.mtmcy recent Referendum to dismiss Nick, ..
as required by Referendum regisla-  too. [s it.any co-incidence that: - .

- tons. N‘icklmewofﬂusreqlﬁnemnt.therelevant material favoured the -

_- (h) "After the Refemdum was carrir.d D:l.nmsal? e

to
_now' ?
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