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"THE MENACE OF COMMUNISM"

Liberalism and Communism are at the very opposite
poles of thought and action. A victory for Communism would
involve the destruction of literally everything we stand for,

This week sees the launching in New York, at the
General Assembly of the United Nations, of the greatest
propaganda campaign in history. What is it about? Is it for
us just a distant event of rather less importance than who wins
tomorrow's match? Does it concern us Jjust academically, or
does it concern us vitally?

The leader of the propaganda campaign is, of course,
Khruschev, the master of and the spokesman for the Soviet
Union. But what is the remarkable character of this canpaign?

The Cormunists have the most concentrated and
aggressive rccord of imperialism to be found in modecrn history.
They have pursucd their territorial and idecological campaigns
in the most unscrupulous and predatory fashion.

But in the coursc of their campaign they have actually
and impudently preached against impcrialisn and have, I fear,
persuaded many dupes that imperialism is the great characteristic
of the ‘lestern world and that they arc delivering many nations
from it.

They have by conquest or by cunning converted many
historic nations, which were once proud and independent, into
subscrvicnt colonics of the Kromlin. They have done this in
the most opportunist fashion. Thus, in the recent war, acting
under an agreement with Hitler-Gernany, they invaded Poland
and Finland. They annexed Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia, and
conpelled Rounania to yield some territory, When the Nazis
attacked the Soviet Union in 1941, our war against Hitler,
according to their propaganda, ccased to be an "imperialist"
war - 1t becane, once they were in it, a "war for frcedon.
ifhen the war ended they continued their cevil work. They
absorbed the once free people of East Germany, Czechoslovakia,
Hungary, Poland, Roumania and Bulgaria. They inspired their
Chincse fricnds and pupils, who had established Communist
governnent in China, to absorb Tibet, Outer Mongolia and North
Korca and to maintain tension in relation to ncighbouring
countrics,

But at the very tine of doing all these things they
sought to cnlist the sympathy of former colonics by denouncing
colonialisn as an e¢vil characteristic of the wWestern Powers,

They have talked about frecdom and expressed their
sympathy with thosc struggling for it in other lands,

But they have rcduced hundreds of nillions of once
frce pecople to a form of rcginented slavery; a kind of slavery
prevalent in the Sovict Union itsclf where industrial
conscription is the rule and where the novenents of people
insidc their own country is subjcct to a closc systeinn of
intcrnal passports.

They have kept the world in a state of ferment and
apprchensiony  they have inposed upon the free peoples of the
world a nccessity to naintain great armanents and of standing
rcady to usc them in their own defence.
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But they have all the time prcached peacc and have
prorioted so-called "pcace" demonstrations in countries like
our own, whosc great ambition is to have peace, but who know
or ough% to know that the only thrcat to thcecir own peace
procecds from the hecadquarters of Comnunisn.

They have practised cspionage on the grand scalej
they have cunningly scduced fron their allcgiance western
scicntists and diplonats,

But they pretend horror at the U2 incident and arc
setting about the task of persuading the frece democracics that
counter-cspionage is disrcputable, and that nothing is further
from the Soviet nind than a desire to penctrate the military
and national secrets of any other land.

They have actively denied religious belicfs and
pursucd entircly godless and materialist ains,

But they have, through their agents, sought cither to

cultivate the friendship or to disarn the fcars of pcople of
rcligious faith in other countries,

They have in Russia destroycd truc trades unionisn
by making it a subservient creature of the State; they have
prohibited under violent penaltics all strikes and direct
actiony they have elininated all free choice of occupation,

But their devoted agents in Australia, for exanple,
seck to usc the trades unions for their own purposecsj; to
creep into positions of union power; to proclain the right to
strike and to exercisc it under circunstanc2s which inflict
the naxinun of inconvenience and ultinately the nmaxinun of
danger upon our Own bcoplec.

A1l of thesc facts arc or should be well-known, but
they nced to be re-stated with precision bccausce there is a
grave tenptation in the ninds of all of us to escape fron
such problens and to regard all as being for the best in the
best of all possiblec worlds,

In brief, the Soviet propaganda canpaign is the
rniost superbly organiscd piccc of hyvocrisy that the world has
yet scen.

Becausc the Liberal Party of Australia stands four-

squarc against the success of this canpaign, I propose tonight,

in a non-clection period, to discuss sonc aspccts of this
great provplen and to urge you to rencwed understanding and
effort.

Tine, nercifully for you, is linited. But I an
dceply concerned abent sorie matters that we cannot or should
not ignorec:

The Khruschev stratezy and tactics

Our own sccurity nmeasurcs, and thc attack upon then

Soric of the sentinental fallacics which are
distracting us

The duty of governnent

Tac duty of the pcoplce.
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I now say something about the Khruschev strategy.
That strategy is to stir up nmass agitations in non-Cormunist
countricsy to scck to lead those agitations in the great nane
of na tlonullsn to sow distrust of dcnocratically cestablished
authority and to brand all those who rcject and resist this
kind of Communist activity as thc cnemics of pcace and tools
of capitalists; to avoid recoursc to actual war on the grand
scale, but to pursuc all mcans of paralysing or confusing
thought in non-comnunist countries,

Anybody with half an eye witnessing the cevents of
the last twelve nionths can sce this demonstrated to cvil
perfection. Take the Congo. Rightly or wrongly the Belgiun
Governnment handed over complete self-governrient to that
country. The country was clearly not rcady for it, It fell
almost instantly into what may be described, not unfairly , as
a state of primitive tribal warfarc. Events becane so terrible
- and bloody - that the United Netions intervened, esteblished
a United Nations force and went in to try to restorc order and
to assist in the cstablishnent of pcecaceful and econonical
viable Governnent. What did the Soviet Union do? It took the
first opportunity to intecrvence: it sought to crcate hostility
to the United Nations actions: it provided wecapons and other
equiprnient for partisans: it offered its own form of ccononic
aid. In short it procceded at once to buy its way into a
position in which it would be the deliverer, the price being
that it should becorie the naster., Unfortunately for the
Sovict, the now nations of Africa outside the Congo have
rcjoctod this nanocuvre and have upheld the United Nations.,
But the story is of coursc not yct finished., If there was onc
thing generally accepted at the last noeeting of Prime Ministers
in London carlicr this year, it was that Africa and the
ciierging nations in Africa arce the proninent target for
Comrmunist infiltration, This mecans a grecat deal to us, for if
Cormunisn strikes a decp root in Africa both that continent
and Asia, particularly Communist Asia and South East asia,
will roprescnt the zreatest accretion of strength to

aggrcssive Cormunisi that the world has cver scen. We, in
Australia, cannot afford to witness these things unmoved. We
would be guilty of the nost suicidal blindness if we thought
that an isolated position in the South Pacific could be long
naintained by us, if we werc confronted at closc range by
literally thousands of nillions of people under Comnunlst
orders, But the Communist stratesy gocs further.

Look at Cuba, the rcpository of vast amounts of
productive investnent from the United States and from Great
Britain. A fanatical dictator cstablishes himself and, to
put it quite shortly, steals the investoents. He defies the
western world. But at the very nonent when he is cngaging in
this defiance he is in closc comrunication with the Soviet
Union and is sccuring fron them, on their own terizs, ccononic
aid and violent political support. Do you supposc that cven
if you lived in the traditional sa“oly of the United States you
would fecl confortablce or sccure if Cuba became in cffect a
Commmunist base? Khruschev conducts all these operations with
a nastery of propazanda and a capacity for abusive and
truculent spcech whlch cven Hitler couvld hardly have hoped to
rival. He takes the initiative: he presscs for o Swuiit
Confercnce in Paris and tanen tornedoes it on the most flinsy
grounds: hc zoes barn-storning to the Unitad Nations in New
York; he perenptorily calls on the lcaders of the other
nations to ncet him theres he professces to belicve tnat, in
a vast assciiblaze of hundreds and hundreds of pecople fromn
scores of countries, hc can have a Sumit Mceting in an
atitospherce of sweet rcasonablencss.,
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I never can understand how anybody who loves peace,
as we all do, and would wish to sec a truec Suinit neceting
seriously and responsibly conducted, should fall for the
present bullying tactics.

These are very grin thoughts but they arce in no
sensc exaggerated, We will either take then into account and
take steps to protect our own lives and ideals while we have
tine or the day will cone when we will either live to rcgret
it, or die without having any chance to rcgret it at all.

Iet nc now turn specifically to natters in Australia,

In rccent tines nothing has been rnore disturbing
and indeed frightening, than the organiscd campaign agains%
Australiats Sccurity Scervicc. At the tine of the Petrov
Commission, and the antics performed before that body by
Cormriunists and their sympathisers? we becane accustoned to

hear and rcad attacks on an organisation which after all was
properly sct up by Mr. Chifley himsclf and carried on by ne,
and designed to be one of our protectors., When this propaganda
procceded fron clearly Cormunist sources nost pcople no doubt
ignored it, or recgarded it as a tributec to the Service's
efficiency.

But the campaign has recently been rencwed with great
virulence and has been forwarded by various people and writers
who would resent any sugzgestion that they were cither
Cormmunists or fellow travellers. Thus a Sydney newspaper only
this week pernitted itself to say in a leading article that
"the people's scrvice, the Sccurity Scrvice, could becone its
nasters - a new gestapo operating with the blessing of the
law,"

This kind of extravasant obscrvation nakes it
nccessary to reuind the people of Australia that the Security
organisation was cstablished, and is maintained, not as the
agent of any denocratic Australian political party but as the
skilled and zealous cneny of those who would seek to destroy
denocracy in Australia and bring us into the Cormunist orbit.

Ts there anyvbody in Australia so naive as not to know
the nature of the activity of the Australian Comnunist Party
and its associates? They are not inhibited by considerations
of patriotism., They follow the Party linej; their lcaders,
fron tine to tine, repair to Moscow for refresher courses and
instructionss; they have no nore belief in denocracy than has
Mr. Khruschev himnseclf; their loyalty lies outside their own
country. Anybody with the slightest knowledge of current
events, both overscas and here, knows that the strategy and
tactics of the Soviet leader are faithfully adhered to by his
friends in Australia. It is therefore tremcendously inportant
to us who are here, and to our children and grandchildren who
will hope to live in a frec Australia, to realisc what the
Comrmunist tactics arc,

I say sonething about that because I believe that we
are, in this very year, facing one of the crucial periods of
history. I want to pu% one or two questions of sheear coimon-
sense to australian people, who are rich in that conrodity.

Do you suppose that the Australian Comnunists, not perhaps
trerzendously large in numbers, not clectorally strong, but
zealous, active and devoted, carry on their operations in
public and according to the rules of Law? Do they publish
their debates and their decisions or do they work underground,
sneaking their way into Union control with the aid of unity
tickets, putting themselves at the head of every new industrial
denand, secking at all tines and by all neans to undernine the
authority of decnocratically clected Governnents and always
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directing their activities into places and positions where, in
the event of a srecat War, they covld do the greatest amoun% of
dar:age in the shortest possible tirme on bhehalf of their foreign
nasters?

If your onswer to “hcse c¢uestions is in their favour,
and if that represcents the vicw of ihe Australian pcople, all
I can say is that we are hell ben®t for disaster., BSut if your
answer is against them, s every instinct in ne tells ne that
it nust be , then T ask you fnriher would you wish to be
without & Sccurity organicaticn working quictly and sccretly
in the field of counter cspionan® The Sceurity Orzanisation
rmust, in its very nature, be auorymous and unadvertised. Its
activitics nust never be adrertised for, if thay were, it
could not hope to deal effocti—rely with the cneny's spies and
azents,

My predecessor, Mr. Chifley, adopted the scnsible
practice of not answering questions about the Sceurity
Organisation which he cstablished. I have pursued that
practice. I will continue to pursuc it. I deecline to be put
in a position wherce I nay ke called unon ©o handicap and
indeed to render completaly futile, the work of able and
honest nen who are in the true sense the pratactars of our
freedon.

‘The Sydney newspaper to waich I referred earlier, in
the very sane article, affected to agree that the workings of
our Sccurity Service should not be made public and that, for
obvious reasons, its sources of information should not be
disclosed. But it went on to say "how would the Security
Service be affceted if not its workings but its accusations
were made publicl!" Did you ever hear such a fatuous proposal?
This indecd is a proposal for McCarthyisri. Whenever the
Security Service in pursuance of its duty reports to ne what it
has learned about Cormwunist activitics and about individuals
involved in then, I an presunably, autoratically, to namne these
people and to accusce thernl. Lven o child could understand that
if I resorted to such a practice, the very first quostion
would be "what cvidonece have vou to suwnport these accusations?',
ind then to produce such evidence in any sense intelligible to
our Law would involve a Jlisclosuarc of all the relevant
operations of the Scrvice, the calling of Security officers as
witnesses and a disclosurc of thcir necans of securing thneir
information, If I werc a Cormuanist, 1 would like thisji

I have a very zrcat respect for the .dustralian
Scecurity Intclligence Organisation, Its honesty, its inteirity
and its objectivity arc, in my long expericncc, beyond question,
0f coursc the Comrunists distrust it and they occasionally
induce sorie newspaper writers to sprcead their propaganda of
distrust, But for inwyself I confess that the hostility of the
Cormiunists is soncthing which I welcomic, It proves the
cfficacy of the Organisation, It would be cven norce violently
expressed if the Cormmunists knew how much infornation we have,
thanks to the Organisation, about -their workings, their plans
and their plots,

I secra to remenber that wner an iceberg is scen
floating in the sea. its major btulk is under water. That is
where the danger lies. What sort o7 a2 responsible Prime Minister
of a free and denocratic counvry would I be if, on your bchalf,
I insisted that our Sccurity Organisation should conduct all
its operations in the lisht of day, should bc subject to public
exanination and the disclosurc of all its activitics, while the
eneny worked in darkness and below the surface?

I take leave to warn you tnat this bitter caapaign in
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which so nany decent pecople who have not thought the natter out
nay find thenselves involved, not only represents a propaganda
triunph for the Cormunists but, if it succcecded, would deprive
us of a protective mechanisit without which Corrmuinist propaganda
would soon pass into Comrunist achicvenent,

There is another coxanple of the kind of attack which
is nade on our national sclf-protceting ncasures, and the way
in which pcoplec arc misled about them. 4 lawyer was disnissed
fron tenporary cioploynient in the attornev-General s Departnent
after ten wecks! scrvice. Iven one of the greatest newspapers
in the country saw fit in rclation to this matter to criticisc
the disnissal on the sround that the vietin, so called, had not
been jiven any right of appeal or a chance to rebut any charges
nade against him. Now this, I confess, scens to me to exhibit
& nost carcless attitude of 1iind., This was the casc of a man
tenporarily criploycd. He had no rights of continuity. He wae
on his own subsequent stateiient and on thosc niade on his behalf
in Parliament, cngajed in work which gave hin access o
naterial of a sccurity naturc., He was assisting in the
preparation of opinions relating to various Departnents
including fxternal Affeirs, C.S5.I.R.0. and the Atonic Encrgy
Cormissiuvn. He therefore saw files covered by categories of
"Confidential", "Secret" and "Most Sccret.” Those focts are
adnitted and therefore call for no rebuttd. It turned out,
though perhaps it should have becn discovercd a feu wecks
carlicr, that this man had been a very active Communist,
beginning in 1947, I quote the words of his Chanpion in the
Federal Parliacent, who brought the casc up, Mr. Warl M.P. Mr,
wWard said that this pan "was a Corrwunist Party candidate for
the ILakemba clectorate of the State Zlections held in 1936,

But in N»hverber, 1¢06 he was oxpelled fron the Party". It
night be said "Ah well, perhaps he was expelled fron the
Corrmnist Party because he had repented, and had cone out in
opposition to their ideas." I nust confess that if a nan with
that rccord came nlong to ne, I don't think I would set hin
loosc auong iy private papers! Would YOU? But it turncd out,
according to Mr. Yard, that he was not expelled beecausc he
ccased to be a Corrmunist. Not at alli He was expelled for
"eriticising the people who were in charge of the Australian
Corrunist Party for having suppressed the report of a speech by
Mr. Khruschev denouncing the Stalin rciime." Here we have a
nan who is presumably a strong supporter of Mr. Khruschev, and
who objected to o speech of thot zentleman not being published.
I must say that under all thesc circumstances, which arc

proved by the ran himsclf and his spokesnan in Parlioment, I
can scc no casc for charies or appeal. I would have thought
the isttorney~General's Departuent lacking in its duty if it had
not taken the action which it ¢id in fact take,

You nay quitc naturally say to ne, after ny bvief
obscrvations on the Communist ricnace, "What are you doing about
it?" To this first of 2ll I reply that the oreatest line of
defence aainst the Corriunist nanocuvres is an inforred, healthy
and active public opinion., That is what I air tonight trying to
urge you to create. But in so far as the question relates to
the Governiient I will aswer it. 4As you will Toienber, we
passcd Legislation on this ratter some years 220, the particular
purposc of which was to ploce 2 ban on the Comnmunist Porty and
proscribc its activitics, This legislation was challenged
successfully in the High Court, which in c¢ffcet held that
legislation about Corrmwnisii as such was beyond the lesislative
powers of the Comnonwealth Parlianent. e then sougzht
constitutional powers by an nnendrient which was rejected by the
clectors at a Refercendun., Being in conscquence thrown bock
upon rore linited and indircct nicasureswe prescented to the
Corrzonwealth Parlianent a low relatin: te scceret ballots for
univn offices, because we felt thot if union nmenmbers werc nble
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by properly conducted secret ballot to vote for union officers,
the rank and file of the unions, who have no love for
Corrmnisri, would ¥ a free and un-threatened vote, have an
opportunity of getiini rid of Connunist leaders who, while they
profess to scrve the interests of the union, are in reality
scerving the interests of their overscas principals. It is
worth noting that although this legislation went through
Parlionent, the Labour Opposition unaninously voted agoinst it.
For o tinc the sccerct ballot law was renarkably cffective,

Many Cormmunist officials were dismissed., The Industrial
Groups, 28 they werc colled in the unions, rien and worien devoted
to opposition to Corrunisn, were able to put into operation
leszal nachinery which jave all the mentbers of their particular
union their opportunity. But within a fow ycears the Australian
Labour Party, under its strange leadership, began an active
coppaign against these Groups. It sought to help the left-wing
clements in the unions. Whether it rcalised it or not, its
activitics were Gesigned to strengthen the position of the
Communists and to wcaken that of their opponents. This
rcicarkable canpaign by the lecaders of Labour soon produced the
formation of an anti-Cormunist labour group in the Federal
Parliarent, cvery nenber of which, as far as the Housc of
Represcentatives was concerned, subscquently lost his Scat.

The D.L.P. about which there is so nuch contention, was forned
as a conscquence or this renarkable A.L.P. policy. As a result
of A.L.P. action, anti-Cornunist activitics in the unions were
frowned upon and discouraged. Those Cormmunist union officers
who had been dismissced found thensclves coning back,

We have recaped the harvest of this fantasy in the
formn of sone widespread strikes organised and carried through
by Cormwunist led unions, for exanple in the Railways. The
a.L.P. ought to be proud of the results of its work. For that
porty has, in its anxicty to plcasc the Corrwunists, put itself
in a position of anbiguity which is the major recason for its
continued cxistence in Opposition. It has indced developed a
strange sensc of national volues. Even Mr., Calwell hinself,
who must personally have no synpathy whatcever with the
atheistic materialisr: of the Comrmunist creed, was rcported only
a few years back as telling the New South Wales Labour
Conference that "Capitalisn was the No, 1 cneny in Australia
and Cormrmunisit only No. 2", If this neans anything (and of
coursce it nay not) it nieans that he would rcsard the overthrow
of capitalisn and the institution of state socialisn as a nore
inportant task than the defeat of our sreatest external and
internal cncity. Sone of his Parlianentary followers have nade
cven morce astonishing renarks. Early this year a Labour
Scnator adiiitted that he would much rather support the
Cormmunist than support the D.L.P., while only in Junc the
Secrctary of the Melbournce Trades Hall Council told the
Vietorian State 4A.L.P. Conference "that he would choose the
Corrmunist in front of the D.L.P. or Liberal".

It is clcar fron this that in the fight azainst
Cormunisiz no help is to be exjpected fron the 4.L.P. The
position thercfore is, in practice, that the grecat weapon of
the seccret ballot, conferred upon the nenbers of unions for
their own protection, has been in large neasure sabotazed by
our political opponents,

Agoin, we have wajed an active campaign asainst the
deplcrable practice of the issue of Unity Tickets for union
elecctions. In such tickets, thce 4.L.P. Candidate and the
Corvmunist candidate stand side by side and help each other to
achicve victory. What is the attitude of Labour on this
natter? I can only describe it as ambipuous and futile.
Sonletines it says that there is no such aninal as a Unity
Ticket. When a few actual Unity Tickets are exhibited in all
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their noke™mess the reply is that "we really cannot do
anything about it. It is a Union nratter and wc do not
interfere”., What a renarkable attitude this is! They did
not hesitate to interferc in union affairs in an attenpt to
destroy the Industrial Groups. But they have no power o
desire to interfere in union affairs to destroy the Compwunists!

The latest coxample of what we are in coursc of Jdoing
rolates to the Crimcs Bill rcecently introduced by the Atcorney-
General., It will be open to full public examination pending
reswtpiion of the debate in o few wecks! tine., That the
Commrmunists arc conducting a campaign esgainst any law wvhich
proposes to inercase the defences of the Nation aainst
trecachery and sabotage is sonething I can well unlerstend. The
Corxmunist newspapers have alrecaly launched a full-blcozed
canipaign, full of the usual vituperation., That campaign is
be cxpecved, since in their very naturc active Comiunists cre
to he cxpected to prefer the interests of their foreign nos
to the safety of their own land. But I greatly fear that, a
usual, o lot of pecople who are not Comnmunists at all arc
beszinning to be fooled by the propaganda. Part of that
propasanda relates to the Sccurity Scrvice, about which T have
sald sonething. Part of it consists of allcotions that the
proposcid lesgislation violates the nornal rights of an
individual who is charged with a crinc. It is, I supposc,
gratifying testinony to the traditions of British justice,
whosc principles arc utterly rejected by Cormwunisi, that oven
the Communists should scek to obtain protection from British-
australian law while they 3o on with their cvil work of
underniining it, ’

You would be here for a very long tine if I
oendeavoured to reproduce the speech made by Sir Garficld
Barwick when he introduced the Criimcs Bill., I hope that people
wio arc really interested will read it, and will o so bcfore
cemmiltting themsclves to public coiitent,

But I will take just one exanple in this 3Bill which
shows how carcful ysu nust be not to be led away by superficial
cuinentators,

The Bill contans a provision about sabotaje. the
clecizents of which arc that an article dircetly naterial €to the
safety or .defence of australic is destroyed, damagel oo
inpaired fur a purposc prejudicial or intended to be prejudicicl
to the safety or lefence of the Commonweal th.e T2 nost nornel
Australians that would appear to be o very proper natter To be
dealt with., The clausc jvcs on to provide that the Crown nust
prove all the clenients of the offence. There is no question »f
putting the onus of proof on the accuscd. But there is a
sentence to the cffect that in cstablishing the offeonce the
Crown nny rely, for the purpose of inferring the puriosce for
which the vroved act is Jdonc, upon the "known characicy of the
accuscd as proved"., This is where the critics lecap to action.
They poinit outT that in an ordinary crininal case no cvidence
can be given adout the character of the accused man, cxcept in
certain circunstances which arc not relcevant for ny prescnt
purposc, ana that conscquently this proposcd law departs fron
th2 nornal crininal rule.

Now it is truc that in s»rdinary prosccutions for
crininal offences, the nornal rule prevents the Crown fron
lcadin; cvidence avout the accusced's character, But in the
Corzonwealth Criries Bill we are dealins with offences aainst
the very safety o»f the Nation and, in particular, offcences
which in the present state of the world arc more likely to be
corriitsed by potential enenies than by any »thers., Shoull the
Notion under these circunistances be precluded froo proving the
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character and associations of the accused, not as a substitute
for clearly establishing the acts which he performed, but as
sornie evidence as to the purpose for wnich they were perforned.
Let ne take a sinple exaiiple -

4 man is ernployed at say Salisbury on inportant work
in connection with the constructison of nissiles or rockets.
When a particular picce of very costly, conplicated and
significant equipiient-is conpletcd and is being tested, onc of
the nen engazeld on the job drops & heavy spanner into the
works, litcrally, and couscs irreparable danage, throwing the
whole prograrme out of zear and sctting back the achievewment of
an inportant Jdefence project. He could not, under the proposed
law, be convicted of sabdotage unless 1t was proved that he did
the act conplained of. It mizht be that therce could be proved
a:ainst hin staterients that indicated that he had the purpose
of sabotaging the nachinery. But in thce absence ¢f such
cvidence the rman nizht well be heard to say, when charged with
sabotaie, that his hand was greasy and the spanner "just
slipped out". ©Now suppose further that the Crown, having
investigated this man, was abdle to call cvidence and prove to
the satisfaction of the jury that the nan was an active
Cormunist, closely associated with other Communists. Does
anybody rcally tell nec that the Crown should not be at liberty
to prove these facts, which must have the nost obvious bearing
on the purposes which actuated the mnan in the act which he
perforiied? That is what the provision in the Crines Bill sets
sut to achieve., The wnus .f prowf, I repcat, is in cvery
aspect, on the Crown. If thc jury has rcal da.ubts upun any
clerient in the charge, the nan will be acquitted. Yet we are
going to be told, quite frequently, that the Cormunist
activities of the non sh>uld be kept o dark and deadly sccret
fron the tribunal. I have gsiven you this cxanple t: indicate
to you that the Connunist propaganda in Australia is not always
engazed in by Comniunists but is sometimes engaged in, innocently,
by people who scom to be guite unawarce >f the zrave problens
which confront the world and the :srave danzers which nay well
arisc inside our own country.

I have chosen to speak on this Jreat probdblen tonight,
not only becuse it is in 21l our ninds os a result of the
activitics in New York, but ~lsv bectuse I .10 not desire that
the issuc of Cormmunisr:t shoul?l be regarded as sonething suddenly
whipped up in thc currency of an clection. It is at o tine
liko this, when no election is in the >ffing, that there is an
opportunity for asking the people of sustralic to study the
realities of the sreat national issues, to bewarc of our cnenies
whethoer open or hidden, and to cstablish and maintain o healthy
public opinion against which either the cunning or the
violence of Communis:: will be unable to prevail,




