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FRONT LAVWN MEETING
MONDAY MARCH 22nd 1pm

THE WATERS-HILL SAGKING

DEMAND : REINSTATEMENT AND ENQURY

Twi Beanoniics tutors at Sydney.

University — Bill Waters and Dave
Hill sacked during the “'stu-

Vac" at e end f Ui 161 st year

‘ormally. their courses hav
abolished and their m...,m,.m i
newe

Bul nobady, in the light of what
Tiappened last year, seriouily contest

both were
- Further, it appears that the most
mialitant of the 1wo — Bill Waters —

‘has been “blackballed”,

An objective considerable of the
Warers-Hill case leads to the
Inescapable conclusion that the sacking
wat 8 vindictive and blatant exercie
of arbitrary power by the authorities
againsi opponents. An act of simple
reprEssion.

Below are listed the basic elements
in the affair.

1. Sinee Workd War I1 the universities
lhave been increasingly entrusted with
Araining [arge numbers of highly skilled
péaple, made nocossary by the teche
uological advonce of the productive
farces and ils consequences, Of coutse,
many of the courses a1 universities
weréfare “archaic”, and neededfneed
o be "modermised™, if the students
doing them were/are-to be us2ful in
the “new” capitalist economy and
saclety.

2 la il s#ne the Economics courss
iydney University was “archaic” and
and ot up-1o-dile”. A trumvirate of
maiern, capitalist, economic tech-
nician

adviso
Prof

301 Simkin ~ in 1968 took the
E(unwmr.s department in hand and de-
cide c¢ advanced mathe-
mmel tedhniques into the course,
This new element was to be compul-
sory, Heavy, advanced mathematical
‘content was injected into Economics
Tand 2 in 1969, and that content was
1ipped i 1970. This element came 10
dominate the caurse,

3. Nuturally encugh. the new course
sed in & enide way o

was. n
staff {also unfortunately “archaic” in their

their skills and interests) and on
students, wha to enter the Econumics
couree did not have (o have mathe
matfcs a5 & matniculation subject

4. In this situation Bill Waters scied as
4 contesting and eritical catalyst

Alang with Hill be carried oul a survey
0 student opinion fate 1969 Dis-
wovering cansiderable discontent, he
lbegan 1 articulate it in 1970 by de-
ananding that the special sation in ad-
anced mathematics be optional, after
i introductory (irs! year course
Speechies o becture classes, and follow:

Published by Haydn Thompson for the
OLD MOLE. Box 68, The Union,
Sydney University, Sydney.

g mass meeLings of sudents involved
revealed students supported him 1o the
hilt. Waters” main student ally, Peter
Wright, won overwhelming vicroties in the
the Economics suclely presidential ¢
lections and the SRC electians m Ap
and Buly. Lectures were also maked
by petty acts of disruption by students

5. ForWaters it was a case of student
sights. He arpued that studemis Fad & -
Tight Lo appose, and velo by thei
actions, intolerable, imposed courses.
He argucd that they should have s
ciglit 16 shape the education they re-
ceived

6. In opposing the mposition of the
new “modem” course as unacoeprable
Bill Waters and his student /staff sup-
porters were inevitably agked whal their
their was. This raised the
question of the purpose and function
onomics course, because from

an explicit or implicit answer 10 this
question would flow the “allernative™
course

The majority of the oppasitio
gaed (implicitly at least) that the pur-
pose and function of the Economics
course was 10 produce people who
could uncritically “service” the Cllﬁ-
ing capitalist economy, and proposs
courses accordingly. They shared u.g
intentions of Professors Hogan an
Simkin. They disagreed in how that
1guld be carried out. 1t was
2 " tactical” disagreement. Hogan “says
‘his courses are not designed 1o produce
only cconometsicians, but also profes
siunal ecenamists for the Public Service
and business” | Review
26/6/70), 1o which his opponents an-
swered that his courses “exclude from
the faculty many people whe ar po-
tential assels to the commencial world™
Honj 18/6/70). More specifically
Peter Wright and Peter Vaughn argued
that the aew course excluded would:

- relations” people and
who did not want inlense

fﬁ. ‘The oppasition majority there-
fore suggested a mix of the “new™ and
e “ald" course [xhich they mplict-
Ity argucd was not “archaic” allogether)
with a measure of student choice

7. Hill Waters was part of this con-
sensus for some time, but could not
remain 50 Priot to May Moratorium,
students and their stafT allies had de-
cided that May was to be 3 day when
they decided what happened in the
university and it was not to be an un-
cnitical service institution on that day..
Despite the instructions of the authori-
ties 1o the cantyary, Waters went along
along with this, This was the measure.
of the man.

¥ rhr jourmnalist
g in the issue of

:nfum ered a minority sirand

old mole apologises to its

readers forilegible PP 8 &G

in issue 8

in the opposition who did nat agree
with the assumption that the course
should be uncritically subordinate to
capitalism, Edwards wrote: "He (Ho-
gan) is producing economic
technacrats, they ssy, unaware of the
social reality in which the economy
functions. They add that a strong
mihs orientation praduces not arly
socially <gnbr:|n| !:nm\m:iu but hzri

they could be sure of the bacKing of
the Vice Chancellar, who had waged
an incessant crusade during 1970
against the concept of mass student
action for demands cefused by the
autharities, and who would have had

Instigaers uf suen setion. Watem, s
the spectre of &
chalienge (o m. nversity
role, which

technigue
are hm]ﬂy not applicable 1o w(:lwmlld
isucs of economic policy. Bad policies
et when Seh techigues art wd

Waters increasingly drew the appos
ition’s attention 1o critics Ll
Mizhan who argues that the “mathe-
matical school™ wants precision, wants
to quantify everyLhing, thus tends to
leave aut of calculations *mathematic-
ally inconvenient”, hard to quantify
factors — like social and human gosts.
Mishan condémas these econamists

for having encouraged over-emphasis

on growth and neglecting social costs

and implications (like environment

pollution, deterioration in the qualily

of life). The actions of “mathematical

technicians”, narrow specialistycan
ave disastrous consequences.

To the premise of uneritical sub-
ordmation to capitalism and & course
of more or less Rarrow, uncritical
specialisation (which was the position
of Hogan/Simkin and some of their
oppanents) Waters began 10 oppose 3
courst in which students would be in-
tiated inta various specialisations, but
in framework of encournging studenis
0 be questioning and critical sbout the
the purposes and consequences of
ther work

9, By mid-1970, oppositian rrom siaff
and students, and coatinuing discon-
tent, had sabotaged the “new
“modem’” cours. At the beginning of
third term it was announced thal
advanced mathereaties ontent would
he compulsory For Economics |
students in the Faculty of Economics
anly — for othe first year students
from ather faculties and in senior
years the course would be optional.

U, Yetat the end of that term Waters
and Hill were sacked. The “frustrated”
Exonomics bosses sought theit revenge
for the intolerable, continuing contes-
tation of their sutharity, In this action

Ty aee body coltirailng

11. Were there any scademic grounds
for the ackings? Hill asked for reasons
reasons for his sacking but was given
none, In Waterd'case, there could have
‘been none; e was the wior for 350
final year students nd the seniar ac3-
demi in charge of his course has

ublicly festified 10 his competence —

¢ “wauld be an acquisition fos any
teaching department” etc.

12, Sine he was dismissed Last Novern-
ber Bill Waters has spplied for jabs as
4 tutor in Eccnomics and = tutor in
Government 4t the University af NSW
and been knocked back for both jobs,

advertize for both fobs afier knocking
himn back. [ronically too, Sydney was
still ad\!mnng FM Emnemm utors
February 19
i e m- academic year is
now restarting and stafl and students
are re-assembled for the first time since
the dismissals. One would expect the
sgpall group of “left” staff o seck th
Banwx i V-u_m..ummn
the malter to demand Bill W
{and Hills', if he is larested, having
taken up 2 journalistic careet) immeds-
ate reinstatement. And to rally what
other s1aff support they can get ln the
Exonomics faculty itself some of Bill
Waters' student (and s1aff) supporiers
could raise fe demand for his rein
statement, I such 2 campaign
there would te num;!.humoa of
it getting general student mpport

The facts or me case cry out for

tempt, to get Bill Waters
reinstated, to be made. The scking of
 Stail member, who champions sfu-
dents rights and who refuses to accept

trous uncritical, subordination of

universify cducation (o the needs of the

e present economy, should nat pass
uneanteste

SYDNEY

Gut of this theoretical, propaganda.
and sgitational work should began to
emenge a programme ‘which responds (o
the real needsand  aspirations of
stiden s (and staff) and the goal and
dynamics of which s to eliminate the
educational, social and gene
oppression of students. stalf and would-
be students

Alone, students are considerably
weakened. The siall, or a significant

ction not caught up (10 Uhe exc
af all else) in carccrisn and pyrams

i,
run 10 counter and smash the
hastile state forees who will intervene

common aim: s0cialist self-management,

UNI continued

1970 war o big year and there
‘Casusliies — two expuliions and two
:f":lll‘! {see elsewhere in OLD M MOLE} —
2nd {nere 5 & camprehensible cbb as
1971 opcns. The ¢bb i due, too. [0
militans still sssimilating, 2 nalysng, and
classify ing what happened last ¥

and what (he lessons ate. The fulu
will bring mare of 1970 and sludents.
belier prepared, with 1970 undarstood

will prave as rreaistible as (heif 041
and their allves

HALL GREENLAND.



