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SPEECH BY THE PREMIER, MR. DUNSTAN, AT TELEVISION CLUB OF VICTORIA. 
v%LBOURNE. 2.12.74. 

Mr. McBeth, Ladies and Gentlemen : 

Thank you very much for asking me to speak to you today. 

Actually I'm not sure whether I'm quite as grateful for the invitation 
as I was when Neil McBeth and Bill Davies first issued it back in 
October. 

I hadn't appreciated then that Nicholas Johnson was going to hit our 
shores and that I'd have such a hard act to follow. 

Now there are a couple of points I'd like to make at the outset. 

I read the other day that the Guinness Book of Records people are in 
Australia compiling bizarre antipodean statistics. So I want to set 
record: I intend to be the first speaker to address a media 

audience in 1972 and not mention colour t.v. 

The other thing is that thelast time I spoke to a media audience (it 
was in Adelaide some weeks ago) I apparently got into terrible trouble. 
It was the Women Journalists' Club and I spoke at some length about 
Various issues concerning the Government and the Press. Then, as 
Parliament was sitting, I made my exit. I gather I was severely 
berated afterwards by some very testy ladies for not submitting myself 
to questioning. I plead innocence and the best of intentions. But, 
once bitten as they say and, as Mr. McBeth, specifically 
mentioned the Club's "lively question time" I intend today to be 

^brief in my formal opening remarks. 

Mr. Johnson, one way or another - made quite an impact on the media 
scene in Australia. (By the way, I still detest that word "media" but 
it's such a convenient one that I think we're stuck with it). 

His radical standpoint is well known and is, indeed, a valid one. My 
own attitude is different. That doesn't mean that I'm uncritical - or 
that I intend to makemerely soothing noises today. It's just that, 
as a social democrat and Leader of a Government I believe in reform 
from within. Temperamentally, I prefer renovation to demolition. 

Relating this specifically to the structure of television broadcasting 
in Australia it means that I would rather see present deficiencies 
remedied than have the whole thing chucked back into the melting pot. 

/og-

3AW 

Dunstan Collection, Special Collections, Flinders University Library.



J 

is a structure which is peculiar to Australia. In America the 
emphasis is solidly commercial, in Britain it is even-handed, in a 
number of European countries it is a State monopoly. Australia, 
however, is basically three quarters commercial and a quarter public. 

I do not necessarily regard this as eternally inviolate. But I think 
it would be more useful today - especially as State Governments have 
no power in this area - if I discussed the situation as it is rather 
than postulating theoretical alternatives. 

Any examination of television broadcasting at present must begin with 
the impact of the new Australian content and other requirements 
brought in by the present Federal Government. 

It was a change which had my unreserved support. And it has, I 
believe, achieved results which are not remarkable so much as 

^^ revolutionary. 

This is again because of our special situation. Not only do we have 
a multiplicity of channels, they separately serve a large number of 
cities and draw their resources from talent - managerial as well as 
creative - which is necessarily spread thinly. So, too, is the cash. 

Given this, I think the industry has real cause for pride. 

It is true that some local productions can be clumsy or even amateurish -
a handful have a fairly high cringe-making quotient. It's true, too, 
that because most of the money is available there, the commercials 
can be better than the programmes - but that also held, of some imported 
shows. 

But the new requirements have given a marvellous volt to our writers, 
cameramen, tehcnicians, directors, designers and so on. The Australian 
community has benefitted enormously by seeing entertainment in a 
local context to which it can.directly relate. 

A whole community of creative people is acquiring a new maturity and 
a whole society an enhanced self-awareness. 

It's been so good, in fact, that now is the time to prepare for the 
backlash. 

I'm well aware that one of the consequences of the present system is 
that for many managements that British definition of a broadcasting 
right as "a licence to print money" is a sick joke. Money is tight, 
indeed. Dunstan Collection, Special Collections, Flinders University Library.
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>The temptation to scrimp is enormous. It would also be disastrous. 
The Australian audience which at present delights in seeing a Number 
96, Division Four or its Box is, I suspect, becoming more and more 
discriminating and demanding. 

Peformers and technicians, set designers and script writers must be 
increasingly self-critical if they are to avoid this backlash effect. 
I think it can be avoided. I think experience so far more than 
justified that initial leap of faith into increased local content. 
But smugness would soon lead to a mass of people voting with their 
switches. 

And that could set us back for years. Those who have the interests of 
the industry at heart must be prepared to make some pretty rigorous 
criticism and to face up to it. 

The other point I'd like to take up with you concerns minority 
broadcasting. The very existence of commercial stations has to be 
contingent on building up and maintaining the largest possible audience. 
The programmes with the biggest following is that most smiled upon by 
management and sponsors. 

It is, of course, the ratings game and even the A.B.C. falls prey to it. 

But is there not one area in which special considerations should 
prevail? We are a multi-cultural country. The 1971 census showed 
nearly three quarters of a million of our total population as being 
foreign born - another 1.8 million are British, born outside Australia. 
Those of foreign descent obviously form a much larger block. 

piey are people with a wide range of cultural backgrounds. They 
adapt readily to our way of life but they a~e rightly proud of their 
heritage and are reshaping Australia in consequence. 

Many of them are totally fluent in English - a large number are not 
so fluent. 

They support something like 50 foreign-language newspapers because of 
their national-cultural consciousness and their desire to retain 
some contact with their origins. 

I believe this is wholly for the good. Diversity is a virtue and we 
should rejoice in it. We all gain from it. 
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I believe, too, that this section of our population has not been as 
well served by television as it could be. I think there is a place -
certainly in the capital cities - for ethnic-orientated programmes. 
They could be lively, multi-lingual and mixed in content, featuring 
music, news, current affairs, interviews, etcetera. They would 
contribute to the general community's understanding of and sympathy 
with other people's problems; theyvould fill a real gap and they 
would be entertaining. I'd venture to suggest that their audience 
would by no means be wholly migrant. 
I'm not suggesting that these should be peak-hour programmes and I 
concede that some work has already been done in this area. I admit, 
too, that they would cost money and require specialist talents to 
succeed. But I think they would be a success in their own right and 
that they would be a public service and a public relations plus for 

^their sponsors. 

It may not be the greatest breakthrough since sliced bread. But such 
programmes would, I think, bring pleasure to their audience and credit 
to their producers. I think, too, that it is not a matter which 
should be left solely to the public channel. 

I said at the outset that I would not speak over-long. I'd just like 
now to repeat that I very much appreciate your invitation and invite 
questions on these or any other matters. 

Thank You. 
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SPEECH BY THE PREMIER, MR. DUNSTAN, AT TELEVISION CLUB OF VICTORIA. 
MELBOURNE. 2.12.74. 

Mr. McBeth, Ladies and Gentlemen : 

Thank you very much for asking me to speak to you today. 

Actually I'm not sure whether I'm quite as grateful for the invitation 
as I was when Neil McBeth and Bill Davies first issued it back in 
October. 

I hadn't appreciated then that Nicholas Johnson was going to hit our 
shores and that I'd have such a hard act to follow. 

Now there are a couple of points I'd like to make at the outset. 

I read the other day that the Guinness Book of Records people are in 
Australia compiling bizarre antipodean statistics. So I want to set 
record: I intend to be the first speaker to address a media 

audience in 1972 and not mention colour t.v. 

The other thing is that thelast time I spoke to a media audience (it 
was in Adelaide some weeks ago) I apparently got into terrible trouble. 
It was the Women Journalists' Club and I spoke at some length about 
Various issues concerning the Government and the Press. Then, as 
Parliament was sitting, I made my exit. I gather I was severely 
berated afterwards by some very testy ladies for not submitting myself 
to questioning. I plead innocence and the best of intentions. But, 
once bitten as they say and, as Mr. McBeth, specifically 
mentioned the Club's "lively question time" I intend today to be 
^rief in my formal opening remarks. 

Mr. Johnson, one way or another - made quite an impact on the media 
scene in Australia. (By the way, I still detest that word "media" but 
it's such a convenient one that I think we're stuck with it). 

His radical standpoint is well known and is, indeed, a valid one. My 
own attitude is different. That doesn't mean that I'm uncritical - or 
that I intend to makemerely soothing noises today. It's just that, 
as a social democrat and Leader of a Government I believe in reform 
from within. Temperamentally, I prefer renovation to demolition. 

Relating this specifically to the structure of television broadcasting 
in Australia it means that I would rather see present deficiencies 
remedied than have the whole thing chucked back into the melting pot. 
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It is a structure which is peculiar to Australia. In America the 
emphasis is solidly commercial, in Britain it is even-handed, in a 
number of European countries it is a State monopoly. Australia, 
however, is basically three quarters commercial and a quarter public. 

I do not necessarily regard this as eternally inviolate. But I think 
it would be more useful today - especially as State Governments have 
no power in this area - if I discussed the situation as it is rather 
than postulating theoretical alternatives. 

Any examination of television broadcasting at present must begin with 
the impact of the new Australian content and other requirements 
brought in by the present Federal Government. 

I-t was a change which had my unreserved support. And it has, I 
believe, achieved results which are not remarkable so much as 

^^revolutionary. 

This is again because of our special situation. Not only do we have 
a multiplicity of channels, they separately serve a large number of 
cities and draw their resources from talent - managerial as well as 
creative - which is necessarily spread thinly. So, too, is the cash. 

Given this, I think the industry has real cause for pride. 

It is true that some local productions can be clumsy or even amateurish -
a handful have a fairly high cringe-making quotient. It's true, too, 
that because most of the money is available there, the commercials 
can be better than the programmes - but that also held, of some imported 
shows. 

But the new requirements have given a marvellous volt to our writers, 
cameramen, tehcnicians, directors, designers and so on. The Australian 
community has benefitted enormously by seeing entertainment in a 
local context to which it can.directly relate. 

A whole community of creative people is acquiring a new maturity and 
a whole society an enhanced self-awareness. 

It's been so good, in fact, that now is the time to prepare for the 
backlash. 

I'm well aware that one of the consequences of the present system is 
that for many managements that British definition of a broadcasting 
right as "a licence to print money" is a sick joke. Money is tight, 
indeed. Dunstan Collection, Special Collections, Flinders University Library.



The temptation to scrimp is enormous. It would also be disastrous. 
The Australian audience which at present delights in seeing a Number 
96, Division Four or its Box is, I suspect, becoming more and more 
discriminating and demanding. 

Peformers and technicians, set designers and script writers must be 
increasingly self-critical if they are to avoid this backlash effect. 
I think it can be avoided. I think experience so far more than 
justified that initial leap of faith into increased local'content. 
But smugness would soon lead to a mass of people voting with their 
switches. 

And that could set us back for years. Those who have the interests of 
the industry at heart must be prepared to make some pretty rigorous 
criticism and to face up to it. 

The other point I'd like to take up with you concerns minority 
broadcasting. The very existence of commercial stations has to be 
contingent on building up and maintaining the largest possible audience. 
The programmes with the biggest following is that most smiled upon by 
management and sponsors. 

It is, of course, the ratings game and even the A.B.C. falls prey to it 

But is there not one area in which special considerations should 
prevail? We are a multi-cultural country. The 1971 census showed 
nearly three quarters of a million of our total population as being 
foreign born - another 1.8 million are British, born outside Australia. 
Those of foreign descent obviously form a much larger block. 

^Jiey are people with a wide range of cultural backgrounds. They 
adapt readily to our way of life but they are rightly proud of their 
heritage and are reshaping Australia in consequence. 

Many of them are totally fluent in English - a large number are not 
so fluent. 

They support something like 50 foreign-language newspapers because of 
their national-cultural consciousness and their desire to retain 
some contact with their origins. 

I believe this is wholly for the good. Diversity is a virtue and we 
should rejoice in it. We all gain from it. 
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I believe, too, that this section of our population has not been as 
well served by television as it could be. I think there is a place -
certainly in the capital cities - for ethnic-orientated programmes. 
They could be lively, multi-lingual and mixed in content, featuring 
music, news, current affairs, interviews, etcetera. They would 
contribute to the general community's understanding of and sympathy 
with other people's problems; theyvould fill a real gap and they 
would be entertaining. I'd venture to suggest that their audience 
would by no means be wholly migrant. 

I'm not suggesting that these should be peak-hour programmes and I 
concede that some work has already been done in this area. I admit, 
too, that they would cost money and require specialist talents to 
succeed. But I think they would be a success in their own right and 
that they would be a public service and a public relations plus for 
|their sponsors. 

It may not be the greatest breakthrough since sliced bread. But such 
programmes would, I think, bring pleasure to their audience and credit 
to their producers. I think, too, that it is not a matter which 
should be left solely to the public channel. 

I said at the outset that I would not speak over-long. I'd just like 
now to repeat that I very much appreciate your invitation and invite 
questions on these or any other matters. 

Thank You. 
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