SPEECH BY THE PRIME MINISTER, THE RT. HON. R.G.
MENZIES AT "PLEASANT SUNDAY AFTERNOON", IN
MELBOURNE ON SUNDAY, 4TH SEPTEMBER, 1960,

Ladies and gentlenen,

It is a sort of conjunction of the planets that goes
on here., First of all, I used to be ordered along because I
was told that it was to be the nearest Sunday to the outbreak
of the Second World War, with which Dr. Benson has always had
some impression I had some connection. And then it turned out
it was "Father's Day'". Then, of course, it turned out that
for one reason or another it was the day of the year on which
Dr. Irving Benson - a man who, but for the wisdom of the
Almighty, would have been the Commissioner of Taxation -
(Laughter) - performs his annual extraction. And so it is a
happy conjunction of the planets.

He said something about "Father's Day". I don't
want to occupy any of your time, or mine, unnecessarily ht I
have always thought that the great story about father and son
was the one that was told by Mark Twain - many of you will
remember it - who said, "You know, when I was a boy of
sixteen I uscd to discuss things with my father. He was very,
very ill-informed. He appecared to have everything all wrong.
I had to put him right continuously. But by the time I was
twentyone, do you know, I found it remarkable to discover how
much the old man had learned in five years". (Laughter)
That is my favouritec story on that topic. And if you remind
me, over the next 26 yecars Dr. Benson, I will rcmember not to
tell it.

In a rash moment I said to my old friend, Dr,
Benson, that I would talk on not the future of civilization -
that is beyond mc - but the Test of Civilization. And as the
right way to test cvidence is to put questions to witnesses,
and get them answered, then put them together as best onc
can, I am going to makec my little talk to you this afternoon
by putting quecstions to myseclf, and answering then rnysclf,
which is a rcmarkablec advantage, belicve me, for any man
putting qucstions.

Just a fcw questions that nmight help us to test
whether this is the great golden century of civilization; or
whether it isn't. And in order to put questions, and answer
then, it is nccessary, I think, to get rid of a few illusions,

It is quite true that wc know an cnorrnous number of
things that our grandfathers had ncver heard of., It is quite
truc thot instcad of having the horse and buggy brought out
and clip-clopping along a country road, you riay now be
hurtled along in a notor car., It is quitc true that instecad
of going by a train from onc city in Australia to another,
you may now get into an aircraft and be hurtled through the
sky. It is quite truc that instcad of being compelled to
listen to another man's voice only when you are with him, you
may now bc conpelled to listen to him at a distance of ten
thousand niles over a loudspcaker from a wireless sct, It is
quite truc that there arc soric pcople whosc faces you don't
like, but if you havec a tclevision in your housc you will sce
then whether you like them or not. And these arc all signs,
i am told, of civilization., Well, of coursc thecy arc nothing
of the kind., I think we ought to get clear in our ninds as to
what ci.ilization is.

First of all: Is knowledge incrcasing? Now the
answer to that must be "Yes, knowledge is increcasing". Even
the least informed among us today, has a grecater stock of
actual knowledge in his hecad than the most highly trained nan
perhaps, of three hundred ycars ago. Knowledge is incrcasing,
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Is scientific skill growing? Of course it is. The
scientists appear to be able to take almost any physical
problcr and solve it and producc marvels out of the sky, or
out of the carth. Scicntific knowledge in this century,
scicntific skill in this century, has becn at onc and the
samic tine the pride and terror of the world. Never, in the
history of the physical scicnces has any century scen what
this onc has scen. And thercfore, yes, knowledge has
incrcascd, scicntific skill has incrcascd,

Is naterial prosperity rising? Of course it is. We
nay arguc about the distribution of wcalth, the distribution
of prosperity, but taking it in the broad, nobody denics that
the twenticth contury, and this part of it, for countrics like
our own, has demonstrated a high advance in naterial living
standards. And if that is civiiization, then that is the
third great step.

Is there a growing acceptance of responsibility, of
social responsibility, by organised Governnent? And the
answer to that iss "Of course there is". It is very hard to
remenber - indeed very few of us would be able to, cven by a
singular cffort - a timec when nobody in Australia had thought
fit to instruct any Governiient in Australia to have a systen
of pensions at all. I first beccame Prine Minister, which to
sorie of the older among you is a date that you may remenber,
back in April of 1939. Later on I was put out to grass,
as you nay rcnenber, very scnsibly, for a number of ycars. But
I remenber at that tine, April, 1939, I was not only Prinec
Minister but I was Trcasurcr. Now that, I undcrstand, is a
very bad thing to bc: you know, you mustn’t hold two jobs.
(Laughter) And I dont't: I always like holding threc, But I
rcricriber on that occasion introducing a Budget - a very snall
Budget comparcd to the cenornous fisurcs that we talk about
today. But I was rcricitbering the other day that in that year
after o nunber of ycars in which the social responsibility of
Govermucnts had grown in acceptance, the Social Services
conponent in the Budget was £17 nillion! And the total
Budget was about £100 nillion. Tuday, such is the growth -
and this is not a matter of Party polities at all - of the
acceptance of social responsibility by organised Governnment,
that this yecar in the Budgzet the Social Services component is
not £17 nillion but £330 nillion! (Applausc) And thercfore
so far as Governients arc concerncd you iway say that there is
an acceptance of ncighbourly responsibility, an acceptance on
bchalf of the rost of the pcople of Australia which is
reriarkable,

Is there an inercasing scnsce of international
rcsponsibility? And I think azain the answer is "Yes,'" I
don't recmenmber, do you, twenty years ago hearing anything in
particular about granting aid to other countrics. Nobody had
cver heard of the Colombo Plan., Nobody had ever heard of
Marshall Aid. Nobody had cver heard of this cnornous prograrmne
of grants in aid conductcd by the Unitced States of drierica,

On the wholc we allowed countrics to look after thenselves, or,
as the Scots would say, 'to dree their own weerd". And they
went alongs if they were poor - well, they were poor, and
they could do but 1little. .nd if they were rich - well, they
were rich and they could do a great deal. But they weren't
our business: ‘fcharity bezins at hone'. M1 *these frightful
proverbs were prevalent. But today there is an ccceptance,
internationally, of recsponsibility for other countries which I
think is onc of the great, zreat zood things of this century.

Now therefore, all thosc questions Ifve put to
nyself - and pcerhaps to you, since you've been listening in -
they arc all questions, the answer to which narks some advance
in civilization in our ccntury.
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But there arce other questions that we sonctines
conveniently put on onc side and until the day conces when we
can answer these in the saiic happy sensc, wc nustn't be too
dogniatic about the advance of civilization,

Do we understand hunan beings and hunanity better
than our grandparcnts did? Do we? I know, Sir, it is the
age of psychologists and people like to talk a@out the
psycholosgical aspects of this or that - you know. But do we
understand hunan beings and understand hunanity better than
our srandparents did? It is a guestion worth thinking about,
We can't say that we understand hunan beings better nercly
bceause we find so rjuch ore money to help theri. That is not
a natter of understanding;  that nay be a natter of accepting,
willingly or unwillingly, an obligation. But do we¢ understand
thon as pcople? Because if we do understand ther: as people we
will be a lot mnorc tolecrant than we are about other pcople;
we will be a lot nore tolerant than we arc about other
nations. Do we consciously try to find out what is #oing on
“in the other person's ninds what exists in his history, in
his tradition, in his feeling? Or arc wc a little too
tenpted to say, "Look at the narvellous things that we have
doncy why can't these people do then? . All they have to do is
to follow our cxanplc. Let them be like me" - like that song
in the show, 'Why can't a woman be like a man' (Lauzhter) 'Why
can't she be like ne?! Do you rencrber? Yes. Is i%
pernissible to refer to the theatre? Yes. (Laughtor)

In the next placc: Do we love our neizhbour? This
is perhaps the sreat guestion, the zrecat test of civilization.
Quite truc this country of ours spends millions of pounds
cvery yecar , literally nillions of pounds, in giving help to
under-developed countrics under the Colombo Plan and under the
SEATO Trcaty - under whatever it nay be. dAnd we do it. And
the United States of Auerica doues this thing on a fabulous
scale. But do we d9o it beecause we love our neighbour? Or do
we du it for other recasons? I'1l just come back to that in a
ninute or two, becausc that is a trenendously inportant thing,

Again, Sir: .Jarc the Nations and the peoples of then
less crucl than they were a hundred ycars ago? This again is
o great test of civilization.,  You would have to 2o back far,
far more years than 100 years to discover parallels for the
crucltics inposed by nations and peoplces upon cach other in
our own lifc tiric. Never were the wars nore drecadful, nore
cruely never were there practices in war so terrible to
contaiplate for hunanity as in the lifcetime of nmost of us in
this roori, The savage is never too far from the surface,
Could we honestly say that the nations and the peoples of the
world arc less crucl than they werce a hundred ycars apo?

There is soniething to be thouszht about in ail these
matters., Civilization is balancos: we nust balance the sood
with the ill; we nust identify the ill; we must work
strenuously to cast out the ill before we can say thot
civilizati~n is on the narch tc 2 state of alnost perfection,

Now I said something to you just now about inter-
national aid, It is astonishing you knows: I zo around the
world and I see people of greot ciidnonce in their own
countrics vho will say, "I cuan't understand its we have
provided cnorrous suis of moncy for other nations, but we dun't
appear to et any thanks for it". .nd I've always said to
theri, "Jell that is the last thing you nmust cXpecet", 4 nan
wno docs zood bocause he cexpects thanks is comnitting a
cardinal crror. Ho nust do sood bececuuse he senuinely believes
that it is a 3.0d thinz to do. It is very asrecanle 1if
soniebody says "Thank youi', but it Jocsn't clways happen.
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“herc is a good deal of resentnient in the world, and
aniong individuals, about being under an obligations "Why
should hec be able to have that noncy when I don't?", You know
it is the nost sinple thing in the world. Intcernational aid
can be :iven - this great phenonenon of our tine - as a
condcscending charity. I an surc it is never designed in
that sensc, but if anybody zcts the idea that it is & con-
descending charity, then it fails. It nay be desizned to buy
goodwille 'Well if we help country .1 or country B or country
¢ that country will think woll of us and be fricndly to us.'!
That, I think, is a falsc standard. You can't buy zoodwill,
You can buy a sensc of obligation - monentarily - but you
can't buy zoodwill. Goodwill is soncthing that cones from
the heart and is not purchased through the pocket.

Maybe that sone international aid is given bocause
it is thought to be good business. Let us face up to its
there arc a lot of people in the world who think that it isj
and that if some particular corriodity is ziven to another
country and it is manufactured by a particular manufacturecr,
it is good busincss, it is good advertising,

A1l of thosc notives, to the extent to which they
oxist in international aid are intclligible, but tucy hove no
rclation whatever to civilization. hat has rclation ©o
civilization is this: Are these great outpourings of wealth
and of help in the world the expressions of a truc under-
standing of what is involved in beins your 'brother's
keeper'? Arce they based on an understonding - to take two
cxanples - an understanding that in the world today - and it
is nore truc now than it cver was befure - the sreat source
of irritation, the sreat basic conflict is between the
"haves" and "have nots'"., If y.u have the "haves" on the one
side and the "have nots" on the other, in o state of conflict,
in 2 state of rutual cnvy, then you have all the sceds of
bitterncss. In our own country we have, by the wisdon of
zencrations, rcduced this confliict. e have reduced the zap
considerably between the "haves'" and the "have nots". But
in the internatinsnal world it rormains the nost troenendous
problen.

May I just zive you onc illustration of that becausc
I think it is of considerable inportance., I said soncthing
about it only two or three months back at the University of
Harvard in anerica where I was speaking at their Commiencerent
Day.

Divide the world into the advanced industrial
countries of which Australia is one, and the unadvanced,
under-developed countrics in which there arce prinary industrics
prinitive forms of proaduction, very littlc technical skill, no
institutions of technology. Wcll, obviously, the advanced
country is richer and better off, and its people arc, But as
the yearszo by the tendency is for the advanced country,
technologically, to advancec at an increasing rate, becausc
technical skill builds on itself and it [oes up, 2nd up, and
up. I niean a country like Australia ziven cven circums%ancos
will, in another fiftecen yeoars! tire, have standarls that we
don't think of today, because irmensc technicol skill
produces a rapidly incercasing rate of clirib in productivity
and in the production of wealth, But if another country has
hardly eny technique, if it still has oxen in the fields, if
it still has simple hone industrics, its rate of inproverent
is very rnwuch slower. Lind you sce what that means ity
fricnds? It ncans that overy year the zap between the "haves"
and the "have nots! in the world is increasing, not narr.wing:
tho rich nations beceoning richer and fore productive ond the
poor ones slowly advancing, but ot so intuch less o rate that
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the gap between them grows all the time. This is the vital
problen of the world. I don't know that nany people direct
nuch attention to it and I've hordly scen a word written about
it. But this is thc kcy problern of the world. .nd whether we
arc to resard oursclves asacivilized world will depond upon
whether we can solve it. .and of course we can't solve it
unless we wake up to the fact that for the advanced nations of
the world to look at the unadvanced ones and to say, "You nay
have our spare change" is not zood cnough: that will ncver

do it., What we will nced to do will be to nake provision to

a point of sacrificc for the under-developed countrics in the
world, becausce if wo don't we shall find an enormous state of
disorder and norc and nore hatrcd,

You cantestablish pcace in the world just by passing
rcsolutions, or cven by naking disarnarent asrccizents.  You can
cstablish pcacc only when you persuade the countrics and
pcoples of the world that they live in a state of justice,
that they have, cach of then, a fair deal.

Now, Sir, nmy tinmc 1is practically out. But before I
finish may I put onc other natter to you?

When we rcad our papers, when we listen ing, we hear
and discover a :rcat deal avout the newly crierzing nations of
the world - Africa is full of then. We've had Ghanas we're
just having Nigeria; we can Jook right across the Central
african Federetion - in a state of sorie disasrecient - we can
look at Kenya and Tenpganyika and all this kind of thing, You
nay run rizht around the world of .ifrica and dAsia and there
arc ncw nations coriing to birth. "Political independence" is
the cry. .4nd it is casy to talk about political indcpendence:s
gelf-governnent is a nice nouth-filling phrasce and if sorie
pcople usc it enough it is o zrcat substitute for thousht,
Whereas the truth is that to zive a country political
independence when it is in o state of cconoriice turrioil and
incapable of sustaininz its own 1lifc, is to present it with a
cup of poison. (Applausc)

The srcat thinsz that the statesricn of the world have
to work on is that as they bring cvery nation to o point of
political independence, so, side by side with that, izust they
build up its capacity for sclf-pgovernient, its ccononic
strength, its rescrves of adniinistrative capacity. This is
what we, and I ar proud >f it, arc doing in New Guinea and
Papua. This is what was not done in the Belgian Cungo. This
is what was donc in British Malaya. It is cssential that in
addition to finc words we should do a 1ittlc bit of finc
thinking; that we shouldn't satisfy oursclves that we are
grcat civilized derocrats because we belicve in political
independence and sclf-governnent., It is a ruch harder task to
help to imiake 2ll countrics fit to enjoy it. We will never be
able to say that we live in the =zolden age of civilization
until we have not only made up our inds that we will help our
neighbour, but have 3jonc to sone pains to discover, i truth,
what it is that our ncighbour nceds. (4pplause)




