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22 February 1972

Students Representative Council

Council decided it will not recognise any purported decision of the Students” Representative Council in which (he \/Ult ul o ||L|\un
who has ceased o be o member of the Students” Representative Couneil has been taken into acgount.

Couneil, in seeking to assist the Students’ [{L:pn.:.cnlnmt Counedl to nanage its wltairy ettecrively, approved: the requesl nl\ Mixs
Sullivan that she be reimbursed for such legal costs as may be reasonably incurred by her and by such nrember, or members, of the

Students’ Representative Council as she may nominate in applying to the Supreme Court for an injunction, or such other selief as
maty he appropriate, in proceedings taken o establishethe right ol a person who has ceased to be a student of the University to
det as a mernber of the Students” Representative Council,

l"cmling'lhc resull ol these proceedings, Connedl agreed that all payments from the University to the' Stadents’ Representative
Council will be withhefd in protection of the finance provided by students who are members OF the $tudents” Represeniative
Council and 1o avoid any risk of these funds buing l[)pllLd i any manuer other than it which accords with the decisions of the
Students’ Representative Council properly taken,

LA TROBE GOUNGIL DEPRIVES SRG OF FUNDS

On February 21 The Latrobe University Council withheld funds Irom the Students Representatlve ‘

Council and agreed to financially support a student in taking out an injunction against the other members of
the Latrobe SRC. (The full story is given in this broadsheet.) The SRC is trying toraise a total of $10,000 from
other stadent bodles around Australia in order tofight the courtcase

Peter Taylor and Bill Hartley from La Trobe spoke on the issues'at a meetmg on the Barr Smith Lawns e

" held on Tu@sday, 14th March,

At thls meeting the tollowmg motmns were passed — ; ' '
*1. *“That this-meeting expresses full support for the La trobe student body and 1ts Representative Councll

- and condemns the actlon of the Latrobe Uni Councnl "

2. *“That this meetmg direets the S. AU, A to show some form of posmve support for the Latrobe S.R.C.,
the nature of which shall be declded at a future meeting,” ‘

TUESDAY 215t Mate
BARR SMITH LAWNS
-00 p m.

The motlon to be put is —

' ..That this meetmg dir ects the Publu. Affalrs Commlttee of the S‘A U A. to underwrlte $200 for the defence of .- 1

the Latrobe SR.C2

Published by the Studeht's Association University of Adelaide

IN THE SUPREME COURT
Or' VICTORIA
BETWEEN

- JAN SULLIVAN AND SUZANNE MARIE UNIACKE
wctlw sues as an mfant by her next friend) — Plaintiffs
an
IAN MacDONALD, MARK QUIRK, JOUN DAVIES,
ANDREW RODGER, KENNETH GREENWOOD,.
NANETTE CHELSWORTH, ROSS LAIRD, PETER
TAYLOR, CAMPBELL GORDON, PHILLIP .
MATHEWS, PATRICIA MADIGAN, WILLIAM
KERLEY, BRETT BIDDINGTON, TERENCE
TWOMEY, JUDY BLOOD, NORBERT RYAN,
BRIAN POLA, RAYMOND CLOOMAN, GORDON
TERRY AND BANK OF NEW SOUTH WALEb —
.defendants.

INDORSEMENT
THE PLAINTIFFS' CLAIM IS FOR;

1. A declaration that the Defendant Pola is not a
member of the Students Representative Council
of La ’1‘1 obe University (hereafter rettrled to as’
“the S.R.C.”).

.-A declaration that the Defendant (‘l(mnan is not a
member of the S.R.C.

3. A declaration that the Defendant Cloonan does not
hold the office of Book Exchange Director at La
Trobe University. :

4. An injunction restraining the Defendant Pola from
attending any meetings of the $.R.C, and from
voting at any meeting of the S.R.C. and from
doing any other act which he would be entitled to .

" do only if he were a member of the S.R.C; .

. An injunction restraining the Defendant Cloonan
from: attending any meeting of the S.R:C. and
from veting-at any meeting of the 8.R.C. and from -
doing any other act.that he would be entitled to do
only if he were a member of the S:R.C.

e

ps |

6. An’injunction restraining the Defendants (other - 1

than - the- two last named Defendants): from
causing any payment or distribution of S.R.C.
funds or property to be made. unless such:
~payment or distribution is duly approved by’ the'
S.R.C.

7. A declaration that the motions put to the meetmg-' .

of the S.R.C. on Thursday 17th February, 1972.in .

* the following terms, namely:— e B
(a) That $9. 40 he repald to Rosie Bain for taxx g

faires; ‘

(h) That this meetmg of ‘the -S: R C deplores the

‘expulsion and fining of students by the Proctorial

Board and demands the reinstatement ‘of all ex='

- pelled- students and droppmg the’ fmes 1m—!_.

~mediately; !

{¢) That until such time as the adm1mstratmn re-

instates all expelled students, this S.R.C. refuses |

to recognize the admlmstratlon _
(d) That Mrs. Matison's resngnatlon be accepted »
~with regret were not nor has any of them duly.
~ péssed or carried and that'each of the purported
. resolutions i in those terms is null and vmd and of -
- no effect. L
8. A declaratlon that the Detendant Cloonan Was not g
" duly elected to the office” of Book Exchange o
Director of La: Trobe University.

9. An injunction restraining the two last. named |

- Defendants and each of them ‘from paymg any. -
" moneys and from causing any moneys to be paid:

" out of the account of the S.R.C. at the La Trobe - |
: University Branch of the Bank of New South: |
- Wales same; pursuant o the leave of thls e

Honorable: Court.

10 Such other orders as to the Court seems flt
|11, Damages. - ‘ SR
12, Costs,’

ST NOTE : G
A Lourt order was also made preventing the :

.defendants from usmg S.R. C funds to pay proctorlal
m"fmes o : i o

Editdrt. Peter ‘.LQ\.lé i

 Prited by Smodley Press Py. Ltd, 33 Hastings St Glenelg




Last year's lock-in crowd,

A LETTER FROM
BRIAN POLA
Ld Tmbe S.R.C; President

Fellow students, = . . o ‘
. ‘We are sending you this letter to provide some
background and facts on the current situation at La
Trobe University. S ‘
The recent decision of the La Trobe University
. Council to confront La Trobe S.R.C. over the question
of student control of student funds is the latest stage in
what looks like being a continuing struggle between
students and ‘administration over student autonomy
and student control of: student affairs. The Council
meeting of February 2ist last, acted in what seems to
have been petulance at a further refusal by the S.R.C,

to accept the administration’s definition of *‘legality®.

' The resolutions of Council indicate their state of mind,

The resolutions are as follows: :
“1. Council decided it will not recognize any
purported decision of the Student’s Representative

Council in which the vote of a person who has ceased to

be a- member of the S.R.C. has been taken into ac-
count.” , '

‘2, Council, in seeking to assist the S.R.C. to
manage its affairs effectively, approved the request

of Miss Sullivan that she be reimbursed for such legal
costs as may reasonably be incurred by her and by
such member, or members, of the S.R.C. as she may
nominate, in proceedings taken to establish the right
of a person who has ceased to be a student of the
University to act as a member of the S.R.C.”

3. Pending the result of these proceedings,
Council agreed that all payments from the University
to the S.R.C. would be withheld in protection of the
finance provided by students who are members of the -
S.R.C. and to avoid any risk of these funds being ap-

.plied in any manner other than that which accords

with the decisions of the S.R.C. properly taken.”

OUE' NATION 15 ()lvoc-:n.qowc_. A‘Timg

oF' MORPL Dectine AND

 SUBUVERSION,WHAT WE
Nézo s A peTURN To

. TRADmonAL VAWES
™ THAT MAPE. THE.
NATION WHAT 1T

Y

A BRIEF ANALYSIS OF THESE DECISIONS:

{. As far as “purportec " decisions are concerned,
the S.R.C. has passed motions recognizing excluded

students as students of the University; so has a mass

general meeting of over 1000 students in 1971.
Thergfoye, the students of La Trobe University (which
at this time numbered only 3000 students) have little

- doubt about the legality of $.R.C. decisions.

2. Council is setting a dangerous precedent by
overtly supporting a small minority of students who

- have close links with the D.L.P. and N.C.C. Whilst

claiming that they seek an “‘impartial” decision on the
above legal points, the administration has refused to
assist other members of the S.R.C. financially to put

the official S.R.C. position in the current legal
- wrangle, ‘

. 8. The crucial point of this decision by Council is
that 8.R.C. finances are controlled by the University.
This has reached the ludicrous point where the editor
of the student newspaper had to obtain the personal
agreement of the Vice-Chancellor before the ad-
ministration would officially supply him with a few

- pencils and sheets of art-materials, When considering

the situation in the UK. with regard to student
finances (a parallel to La Trobe) the implications are
obvious for all Australian universities.

.

WHY THIS SITUATION AROSE

_The backgpound to this conflict between the
University admin. and students is complex. It involves

| issues which are vital to all university student .

organisations. The central issue has always been

student control of student affairs”. This is part of a
larger ‘commitment, namely, that universities in
general and students in particular, should be involved
in the society they are a part of, ‘ o

| . The current sittation déveloped out of the stage
- during 1971 when a number of concerned members of
the S.R.C. felt that it had been ineffective in

representing student interests for tao long. As a resuit

15 out of 23S.R.C. members resigned over a period of a

few months. These mass resignations were intended to

_create the necessity for radical change in the S.R.C..

structure and activity. Instead, those few S.R.C.
members remaining (essentially the same group now

| faking proceedings in the Supreme Court against the’

SR.C.) continued, -with special legal dispensation
Arom a sympathetic administration, to rmaintain a
sharn legality: , ‘

The recent evenis at La Trobe University are very
serious, not only to the La Trobe S.R.C: but to all
student governments in Australia., The attack on
Brian Pola is one element of what I see as a
widespread. campaign by some University ad-
ministrations to destroy the autonomy of student
governments or at least to castrate them and their
effectiveness. '

As you are probably aware, at Sydney University

last year’s funds to the S.R.C. were cut by the Ad-
ministration at the request of the then (conservative)
President Chris Beale. The allegation then (as it is
now at La Trobe) was that the S.R.C. contained
disqualified members and so all actions were illegal,
The present situation at La Trobe goes a step beyond
this. There the funds were cut off after a request from

I don’t think the seriousness of the situation at La
Trobe can be minimised or isolated, The attack on the
S.R.C. there must be seen as an attack on student
governments of all Australian tertiary institutions. I
believe we must support The La Trobe 5.R.C.in every
way we can, not only for their sake, but also for our
own. 1 suggest that all constituents express their
support of the La Trobe S.R.C. by offering it
assistance, by informing their own administrations of
their concern, and by making statements to their local
press,

This is not a matter which can be left solely to the
AU.S. hureaucracy; if we are tosurvive we must take
the initiative ourselves at the local level. At all costs,
we must make it clear, to each other and to those
acting against us, that an attack on an individual
constituent will be considered an attack on all of us.

President and the S.R.C.

a member of Council, against the wishes of the

The precedents of Sydney in 1971 and La Trobe in
1972 suggest to me that the attack against student
Governments will intensify during the next 12 to 18
months, And T believe the attack will culminate in a -
bid by the Administrations to. end compulsory
membership of student associations.

T hope I don’t sound meledramatic, but I am most
concerned by these developments.

" Yours sincerely,
Chris Sidoti, President. -

Australian Unien of Students

R A-,-dm;.*é‘ —

.

This effectively frustrated any attempt to utilize
student government for any constructive purpose.
During this period the S.R.C. existed solely as an
accomplice for anything the administration cared to

‘suggest, nothing at all was initiated on behalf of

students, and legitimate student demands were
ignored. For example,. a general meeting during

‘second term of 1971 called on the remaining 8 mem-

bers of the 5.R.C. to resign. No reaction was for-

thcoming from this body supposedly representative of -

students,

Finally, in October 1971, S.R.C. elections were -

held, after the longest delay between elections in the
history of La Trobe 8.R.C. The present S.R.C. elected
as a result has been contrastingly active in both

,.W--Y»-student and community affairs. o

THE “FINES ISSUE"

One of the main issues on which the S.R.C. has
opposed the administration arose out of events last
September during which students demonstrated their
opposition to the administration’s policy of excluding
any student expelled from any other Australian
university ‘automatically. The *‘exclusions policy”

was formally and thoroughly condemned by the S.R.C..

and general meetings, As a result of active opp_osition
to the “‘exclusions policy”, 12 students, including the
S.R.C. President, were expelled.and fines totalling

- $3,200 were imposed, At the Fourth meeting of the 5th

(present) S.R.C. on Tuesday, 2nd November, 1971

“motion 5-4-1. was moved to the effect that the S,R.C.

pay the fines imposed by the Proctorial Board. It was
resolved that motion should go toa general meeting of
_students which was called for March 7th, 1972,

It is this motion which has caused the ad-

ministration so much discomfort, And judging by the
Supreme Cotrt injunction to this effect, it is obvious
that the administration regard the payment of fines as

‘ the primary issue. On the ist of March an interim

injunction was granted by the Supreme Court totdlly. -

~freezing S.R.C. funds at present held in thefS.R.C.
~ bank account. This totals about $4000. The Vice-

- to pay the fines (if indeed the motion is-carried) is

Chancellor has stated that the Universities” discipline-
-Statutes would be rendered ineffective if the S.R.C. .

‘payed fines imposed as a disciplinary measure. Since

. a decision to pay the fines has not yet officially been
. taken the administration has over-reacted.

-~ ¢ Anticipation by calculating © councillors - intent
uponpreventing a decision of a future general meeting

apparently their tactic. The fines have to be paid hy
March13th if any of the students fined last year are'to

‘ré-enrol - in 1972. Therefore, even if the general

. ~meeting of March7th passes a fotion to pay the fines, -
.the S.R.C.. will be prevented. from doing so, and .
" hecause most of the students cannot afford to pay the . -
~heavy fines imposed, mast of the 26 students involved . -
will be excluded. R - L

STUDENT SPENDING OPPOSED BY COUNCIL

The issue of student control over 5.R.C. funds has
previously drawn animosity from Council, Last -
December the S.R.C. donated $300 for educational
purposes to H.M. Prison Pentridge, along with $500
worth of books, As a result a “La Trobe Pentridge
Education Fund” was established by agreement
between  the S.R.C. and the education officers at
Pentridge. Council, while mouthing platitudes about -
“this fine gesture, etc.” moved to investigate the
legality of -S.R.C. spending outside the university
(incliding the Pentridge Fund). ‘ .

This interest in student spending has come about
after a number of years of indifference, because.of the
efforts of a number of academics and business- -
interest members on Council who, for their own
political reasons, have demanded an investigation into
all S.R.C. spending. This action was prompted by their
opposition into all 8.R.C. spending, This action was .
prompted by their ‘opposition to the S.R.C.’s “‘Bail

. Fund’’ and *‘Legal Defence Fund". The S.R.C. over a. -

period of four years has spent several hundred dollars

" on bail and recovered every cent.

All of this S.R.C. spending has been ih accordance
with S.R.C. policy, general meeting decisions, and the
provisions of -the S.R.C. Constitution.  What the
University is attempting to do'is to use a clause in: the-
University Act which states that the University is
responsible for all monies collected by the University,
to .deprive the S.R.C. of firiancial autonomy, “The -

‘S.R.C. regards this as an abuse of the Act as the

S.R.C.’s money ‘is collected by the University on
behalf of the S.R.C. as part of the General Service Fee,
The S.R.C. has always been able to administer its

- finances without difficulty, and has just declared a
- surplus from the 1971 budget. \ B

VICTIMISATION OF PROMINENT STUDENT
REPRESENTATIVES .~ = .

' Anothier issue on which the administration is-

o attempting to enforce its control over the S.R.C: and -

student opinion, is the exclusion of students from:the -

‘University. Specifically, since the SiR.C. President

was ~amongst those excluded in 1971, the . ad-—
ministrationis currently engaged in litigation to deny

~his rightito act'as S.R.C. President or participateon .
“.: the’$.R,C. in any way. The S.R.C. itself (on the 7th of . -

~December,1971) has voted to continue to recognize the = . .
.+ President, and General Meetings have given all ex- "'
- “pelled Students firm support, and voted to recognize ..
.. them as still being members of the University. One " . *
other member of the S.R.C. has an injunction -
restraining hiin from participating inthe S.R:C:on the -

grounds that he is not a student even though the ad-

Cministration itself Has rdcognized his re-enrolmient.

IMPLICATIONS & CONSEQUENCES

Itis obvious that the administration is afraid of an
S.R.C. which has mass student support, a high level of
involvement by students other than S.R.C. members,
and which is committed to opposing administrative
decisions that are contrary to studeat intérests,
A 'majority of S.R.C. members are committed to
furthering the S.R.C. along the lines of a ‘‘student

‘union’’. Clearly, in the past decade the nature of .

S.R.C.’s has changed due to the urgencies of new
concepts -as to the role of the student, both 'in the
university and in the community around him, Un-
fortunately, university administrations have not been®
responsive to these same changes as one would wish.
In Vietoria, a reactionary-government inhibits moves
toevolve a coberent policy of development based upon -
the needs of the students themselves. Thus student
governments cannot, through the pressure of events, -
remain a passive debating society, confined to a small -
circle of the student body. It is in-the pressuring for
policies supported by the vast majority of students,

- that the S.R.C. has come into conflict with an .

unresponsive, ‘and often manipulative; : university
administration. This dichotomy, we feel, has become
an’ Australia ‘wide phenomenon. For these reasons, -
administrations find it necessary to use overt coercion

(in our case blackmail) fo enforce their decisions-on .

students. -

YOUR ASSISTANCE IS NEEDED

"It should be obvious from the foregoing that we:
believe this issue effects all Australian universities. If
the action against' us succeeds, it will. provide.-an °
ominous precedent for-all student organizations.: .

i Practically, the La Trobe University S.R.C. is
denied access to any funds. So our greatest need is for. -
finances to fight the case in the courts (our legal ad-

~vice is that the cost could run to $10,000)- and to get :

information to Australian students. ' . -

" We are gratified that support has been sent toyusfin; ke

the form of telegrams from all over: Australia. We

- would like the issue 'to be discussed at student
“meetings jor S.R.C.-Union-Assdcigtion. meetings-and -
motions of support to be:forwarded.both:to the S.R.C.

here and .the administration through the Vice- -

‘Chancellor of Lia Trobe University (David Myers). We =1~
“are “willing ‘to: provide speakers - (if the finance:is {
- available for transport)-and are anxious:for details of - § "~
meetings. which can: ‘be arranged for the week -

beginning March 13th: . 0 e e
N TR TR v Yours fraternally, -

‘ " 'TanMcDonald, Secretary
" Nanette Chelsworth, Public Affairs -
-+ -Judy Blood, Clihs & Societies

i ' Ray Cloonan, Academic Affairs.

N R gt
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BrianPola, President. |

' 'Ross Laird, Publications Officer  § -

i " Peter Taylor; Education Officer |
S JohnDavies, Legal Officer § -




Bill Hartley

Politics Il student at La Trobe.
Victorian member ALP Federal Executive.

Federal ALP Education @ommi‘ttee Chairman.

For anyone familiar with Australian universities,
the last few years have been an exciting time of re-
-assessment and unrest.

Students are not just challenging the law and their
elders on the social front — they are demanding major
revisions in the conduel of universities and power
within them,

Radical students are demanding a voice in run-
ning universities.

They want to participate in such things as
decisions on changes of curriculum, academic ap-
pointments and promotion, selecting students, -and
determining the shape and direction that the
university should take in the years ahead.

Less-than-progressive academics and university
~administrators regard these demands as sweeping
and challenging to their vested interests.

The collision hetween these demands and the
negative stands of university governing councils,
" sometimes -unfortunately including their A.L.P.:-
identified or appointed menibers, have triggered off
serious conflict at universities across Australia.’

For example, at La Trobe University in Victori_a,
the immediate issue has. very far-reaching im-
plications — whether the Student Representative
Council has right to act autonomously in expending its
funds as directed by the student body in the interests
of students

Some of the background of conflict at La Trobe in
1971 'was reported m Natlonal U last year

" The basm issue was admlssmns policy, and some
of the students threatened to bring La Trobe to a

standstill unless the University’s policy of declining ‘|-

admission to students excluded on non-academic
grounds from other universities was revised.

‘ ' The conflxct and subsequent suspension of
students who demonstrated this demand, including a

~ blockade of the University Council, led to a revision of

admissions policy and an offer (so far unaccepted).of

However the Umversxty Councrl has mlxed these

coneessions with- a policy of standing firm against,

, demauds reflected by the wider 1nterests of students

The bastcally conservatIVe Counc1l is well aware‘
- that underscoring all the troublé at La Trobe is a great

~.sense. of dissatisfaction ‘with : the Umver51ty and
g beyond that; Austrahan socrety 1tSe1t ‘

A decade ago students who were dlsmayed by

what thiey saw outside the umversrty turned to post

' graduate studies and determmed to shelter w1thm the

( world of; scholarshlp

‘terested in. scholarship than in experience,

Today the professors and administrators de nat
look like ‘udtl%fd(.t()ly mauodels {o their radical eritics,
while the university appears to function to serve
scholars and researchers and administrators, hut is
not particularly relevant to the lives and interests of
students,

At this stage il is stressed that students who
comprise the majority at universities like La Trohe

are not to be seen taking part in demonstrations on
univer slty issues.

- Radicalismn is still largely drawn there from
students whose minds-are not focussed on careers —
those concentrating their. efforts in the gcheols of
Social Sciences and Humanities ‘who are less  in-
less
sympathetie to disinterested observation than to some
torm of direct eomlmtment !

Yet given that it is the mmorlty who are involved
in .the conflict situation,
development that it appears to be a majority of

students who are switching to support the dissenters:

The events surroundmg the exclusion of students
including S.R.C. President Brian Pola, and a series of
legal actions through’ stooges agamst the Student
Representative Council and Sponsored by the
university, saw 90 per cent of students voting to

condemn the Council at meetings held at Lia Trobe’s "

new campus during the past few weeks,

To the outsider the present affalr may .seem as

Intricate as a Chinese puzzle — but it narrows down to g

a few essentlal and 1mportant pomts

Behlnd these pomts is the runmng and almost

- Univergal mtra-umverSIty conflict between: on the one
‘hand the view that uriversities are liberal institutions

whose chief functions are teaching and research; on

- the ‘other, the view that students should be given a
that

powerful - voice

in - university affairs  and

a staff-student hoard 'to deal ‘with. dlsc1p11nary mat- |- unfversities should e pohtlcally Lommltted ‘

8 ters:

oo TAs background to" thls scenario, note that moves
“have beeri made tocontrol the funds of student bodies |
and actually usurp their autonomy in‘universities in }

Britain and the United States. This is a factor'which 1s

causing the Australian ‘National student body — the .
Australian Union of Students — to keep a concerned
-eve on current developments at, La Trobe ' '

The current dlspute arose over the La Trobe
S R.C’s decision in December to continue to recognise -
- Brian Pola as a student although the Umversny had.
- suspended Mr. Pola as aresult of last year S blockade"
. 1nc1dents

there is - the interesting -

.tammg support,“and the La Trobe. affair has b
- discussed ‘at-a meeting of ‘the i 'umons Milltan
‘ Industrlal Groupmg in Vlctorra

: Wollongong,

‘ pears to be strong

Action taken against students last year was
selective. The students proceeded against were only a
small fraction of those who took part in the blockade.
Because of further disputes over appeals provisions

which were completely loaded against students, most

were never heard in their own defence.

The Univetsity Council determined to test Mr. "

PPola’s position by authorising a  student-elected
member of the Couneil, Miss Jan Sullivan — who i$ an

active member of the DLP-supported- La  Trobe "

Democratic Club — to test Mr. Pola’s position at law.

The University subsequently refused to hand over

$9000.in monies owing to the S.R.C. and obtained an

injunction to prevent the S R.C. from usmg funds in -
hand

‘ 'l‘he latter action brought widespread critieism on

the Council for acting in a rash and unwarranted '
| matter and was a major factor in the overwhelming-
student vote condemning the Council and the alleged - | .
student representative on Council, Miss Sullivan, for .
allowing herself to be tsed to maintain the legal aetlon

on behalf of the University.

A further central point in the argument is that the'.é

S.R.C. had decided to put the matter of proposed

SR.C. payment of fines levied ‘by university
disciplinary authorities against students who took .

part in the blockade, but who were not suspended, to a

general meeting at: the outset of the academic year
(This was.done and the students voted more than 9-1 ins" ¢
favor of the S.R. C paymg the fmes) ‘

Further ‘comment will have fo be reserved until_ o
the ruatter is-litigated and the students move their 1

campalgn to the next phase

“In the meantlme students are. seekmg outsnde as ; .
‘well. as 1ns1de support of

Ama;orlty of the S.R.C. belong to the A. L P, and",‘ 1

most of them are Soc1ahst Left supporters

They have been makmg good progress in ob

o far twelve of these unions have subscmbﬂd to'a ik
statement of full support for the students and the R
i number is’ expected to mcrease S e

Representatlves of ‘the La Trobe

Newcastle, Macquarie, New . South: Wales, Sydney
Australlan Natlonal

far. support of the La T1 obe students’ natro

R.C have |
‘~addressed ‘meetings' at Queensland, New ‘England,

o A-ON T






