I VITA VERITAS p—
26 Noverber, 1979

MEMORANDUM TC: Members of Council
FROM: M.E,.. Spautz, Senior lLecturer

SUBJECT: Report on the Carter and Carter Committee Investigations
i into the Wiiliams Fraud

----—-—u----—--—-c--uu--—m--:m--nuumau.u-ununmnummu----—-o-n-p--u-----------

Enclosed for your informetion and action are editad, selected and
paraphrased accounts of the various meetings that I have attended with
Prof. M.P. Carter and others, since 28 May, 1979 (excluding "off the
vecord” contacts, the substance of which 1 am prepared to recount, on
request, when the official investigation called for by C.R. 151/70 is
conducted} . .

A1l participants were given a chance ©o comment on these notes;
except for some earlisr ones dated 8, @, 12 and 14 Nov. from and to
three staff members, all comments I've received S0 far are appended at
the end. Note the reluctance of seme 1o le® me use these notes: why

did they think I was taking Them?!

As you know, Prof. Carter did not allew zhe conversations fo be
tape recorded or minuies o e %aken, heace my initiative. I realise
that neither this vepori nov Frof. Carier's (appaventiy to be prepared
from notes taken by Prof. Lindgren) will have "official" status:
only the report of the investicating conmittes dictated by C.R. 151/70
will have that honour.

1 hereby reguest copies of Prof. Carter's reports (on both the
May and November investigationd, and permission to attend the next
Council meeting at which it is o be discussed.
Thank you.
Yours truly,
? re
e
M.E. SPAUTZ
Senior Lecturer.

c.c. Professor K.E. Lindgren
and To Whom It May Concern

-

-\



M.C.:

M.S.:

T.8.:

M.C.:

{Note that at this point Frof.
oppertunity to avaluate the itk

‘No = I‘ve been trying

Qther people Who 7€ anu.i-y quatifi eﬂ Mo are they? I‘m aot convinged

l'.';:_\\',

toassed Cunversavions with

ay 28th and 30th May, 1979
by M.E. Spautz, Senicr Lecturer

“some’ selecied, paraphrased statewents, witnzssed by Ted Burke

My puspese is o find cul i you and -‘?. ﬁiiﬁians can work together
amicapiy. MWy javelvarnent ia this stav,aa 1ith April. [Note that
etier

=1 -‘
")

this is the date of Piof. Gzovy k me alleging that Prof.
Jagey complainea aboul me! o mcrs tnbn a month before Prof.
Gorge’s letter to me notifying at he had askad Prof. Carter to
contact me. M.S.]1

I've decided not to tape v

nut am taking notes instead.

I've spaken with several mmlers of Ihe Mahfgam~p? Section and with
Profs. Jager and ¥illiams, = rackoround, i explove in full the

issues raised.

Three crucial guesiions:

(1) Ave you prepared 1o eocoph the v e of Prof, Wililans?
[Vhﬂs rote? Fraud? LS

{2) Do yau see yourself ¢ single-mindedly

gint oub daficient y ia;@‘ achievements?
Note the gratuiiously lescliing term “single-mindedly", and the
gross understatensn deficiencies?t #5.]

(3) To wnati exient ave 3
the situation in
now much pooy Frag
must be suffaring

s suffering as a conseguence of
tment. [y )thma Rere: Lord knows
E‘ewﬂ, Th.0, Student under Williams o ],
he biew the whistls on Williams'

phony thesis in W 16780 M.5.1

The weight of the evideace iz thai:

(a) the velation beiwssn you and Prof. Wil iiams has an
unrartnﬁabe af fefw oh g of you &s wall as on ofhers,
individually and coll ivaly, in the “npdﬁ'nhut, and on students
and the community. ; thiu point I don'€ unfpw Fyaf. Carter Knew
that our M B.A&, p¥e is in low T@Pi[t at A.G.5.M.,where
Willfams®' phony thesis 15 well Epownl M, S.1]

(b) It is you, Dr. Spautz, hat 15 muinly conc arnad with keaping
this going.

ﬁiruﬁ it! [But the
resolution must be an

[Summarised the events i=s jzms® confiscation of my copy
of his thesis - includinrg Jdiaha ?ﬂie, M.5.1

Whether Sref. Williams® thesis s goed or had is beside the peint.[! M.5.
that they zre aaua11' gualified, as My ;z thely ddentity is Kept sec pats
M.S.] do ﬂﬂt eeﬁ such Tauite. Since the sxamipers acrﬂatea 3it, yous
critic1515 dn’t m_gr ‘enz= the whole damt thing is & Toad of “unr1s?

Sarter had not, to my knowledge, had the
has

o Ihi
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Yoeu are sesn Lagain, by others?! #.S.] as being obsessed. lney're
afraid that antagonism and confifct will be buiit into the Department’s
Jaorkings by you, thet you work for the persistence of 1¢. [How about the
constructive effects of conflict, rev. L. Coser’s work? #.S.]

T.B.: What disruption? 7wo or three syccphants "back the strength" and believe
that 99% of the time they'll be right! [Ah - but what about that 122/ 1.5.]
Prof. Williams said he 0.5.°d publication of Michael's rebuttal in
Rydge's - they phonsd him about 1%, [Then how come they refused to publish
it, for fear of a defamation suit?l M.S.] Maybe he should write a
Departmental Monograph.

M.C.: Your letters seem obsessive and lemming-liike. Others report that they
are anguished - so is Prof. Wiiliams, and so am I. [Me too - but
justice sometimes requires 1%l M.S. 1

There's concern on their part to compyitond the situation - the weight
of opinion is that you (Dr. Spautz; ave keeping it going.

M.S.: I'mwriting a case study in crganisational pover politicking! And I'm
asking Al to give me a copy of his written complaint [which formed the
basis 0f Prof. George’s letter of 11 April, 1979. M.S.].

M.C.: You seem to be devoting your iife 10 denigrating Prof. Williams.
Please stop writing so many letters.

M.S.: MNo - i'm using the principle of merciful justice! [The whole
history of my corvespondance and prior behaviour going back to
September 28 demonstrafes this principle. It's similar to the
Tsedek principle in Jawish ethics - Prof. Lindgren and I taltked
about it in 2 meeting Jast year. H.S.]

[ie agreed to meat again on T 30th, and Teft. M.S.]

[Now, 30 Pay, 2.3, agaia in the presence
of Tod 2arke. ]

M.C.: There's no point in continuing these discussions - I'm geing to meke ny
report to the Vice-Chancellor on the basis of Monday's meeting. [He
then referred to my last three letiers, writlan 4in the interim, as
"frivolous”. M.S.]

T.B.: It's hard to suddenly stop writing memos when there's $o much momentum
built up.

M.S.: Uhat did vou mean hy “"personal denigration® [referring to his earlier
remark. M.S.]

M.C.: T don't have %o »e specific. You® ra $nvalved in systematic denfgration
- of a colleague,

7.8i: I don't see it ihat way, and there's been no disruption.

M.S.: Could I have a copy oF your forthoowing veport to the Vice-Chancgllor,
, on the grounds of natural justice?

 M.C.: "Natural justice is a clichel" [exact justes M.S.]1 In my estimation
you are doing a ot of damage to yourself, Prof. Williams and your
colleagues. Your expianation of what you're doing and how doesn't
agree with what you're actually deing: you're conducting a witch hunt!

M.S.: No, I'mwriting a book on corruption in Australian Universities - my
second book. Tne first one is or ethicoiogy. That's why I'm taking
these notes.

[As Prof. Carter obviousiy did not want to continue, we then left. M.S.]



Sonversatvions with
e Spautz

Report on tha L
AT W3

30th October, 1379, 6.00 to 11.00 a.m.

by M.E. Spautz, Senior Lacturer

'Soine selected, paraphrased statemanis.

(.5.: Am I alicwed *0 have the safeguards listed in my letier of
22 Oct. 79{a)? And a transcript of this meeting?

M.C.: We would prefer nct. [Then h= proceadad {o explain the purpose of the
Committee and this meeting, M.3.1

{.L.: [Explained briefly what he meant by "without prejudice' and "gualified
priviiege, in terms thet { 4id act fully undersiand, M.S.] These
previsiomsapply today. aithough l1ater meetings may foliow different rules.

[M.5.7] leiters have turned up in
own purposes. Therefore I intend

5
: f 3
Taw dﬁd guareed ramarks foday.

M.C.: [Asked G.0. to summarise wy allegaticns, as in my previous
corraespondenca.  M.S.]

B.C.: Heve's a ganers}d gt Dr. Spautz’s charges: plagiarism of
pdS$a5r3 in WITH invalid thesis conclusion; incompetent
ient B

e Wit suppesedly being a Professor at this

] ts covering up, 0 protect examiners' reputations;
alified io b2 Section Head: conspiracy to obstruct
s

5

Justice; Uni corrupt organisation; The Secretary has

joined the counspi he subTishing scane in Australia is equally
corrupt as this Uni.

M.C.: This i1s the amhit of ¢
&

t I want to get your view as to
whether this i¢ a reas s

ion.

M.5.: "This ©s only "broad-bruzh®? Ha can “ater sxpand or contract, add or sub-
tract therefyom?

G.C.: Yes.

Carter's] letter @ ted 25 QOctober, 1979,

id only be discussiv iy procedures;
nt.

M.S.: dJust a minute! In your [Prof,
you or&mz%ed that today we woul
now you're trying to taik ao:i

M.C.: Sorry. I forgot about that.

Corzhoy's summary, as it fncludes
Gesander). 1 don't want to get side-
. which is the iilegitimacy of Williams'

M.S.: I'm not prepared {0 ando P
extranecus matters ie go r '

tracked from the main {ssuw
prasenca.

u ]

i'm going to write to Councii 1oday [which I did - ref. 29 October,
1979 (b} which I had p?e?ns;; the day before - M.S.] to argue that we

appear to be at step 4 af Zounci! Resolution 151770, Neow, I'd
ke to have Al's wiew.

k] '*1-«

el
{3l -

T'm alaymed and d?sgu%ted abQLt so
paiiz’s COrrespo mdence., 1 ve ne
anprziassional conduct should be

g
ater agreed on this. M.S.]

AK.: As for the above-mention

puch attention haing gfven Lo Or.

had the spportunity to comizat.
included! [The Committee menbers

o fr"
e
- o
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M.S.: 1 disagiee.

e



M.C.:

[M.S.:

M.C.:
M.S.:
M.C.:

[M.S.:

M.C.:

M.S.:

K.L.:
M.S.:
M.C.:
K.L.:)
G.C.:)
M.S.:
G.C.:

M.S.:
G.C.:

M.C.:
M.S.:
M.C.:

M.S.:

M.C.:
M.S.:

K.L.

4]

Council would not accept your view that your charges constitute the
soie substance of the dispute.

my thought: _Wiiiiams had bettier ba ready to prove that I've engaged
1; unpr3f9551ona3 conduct - otherwise he'il be facing another sltander
charge. ,

Yoqr interpretation concerning Council Resolution 151/70 is wrong -
this is nc part of your reguested jnvestigation!

I predict that at the December meeting Counci? will set up the
requested investigation.

Not necessarily.: In fact., it's possible that they could call for
an investigation of youl

My thoughts: would they dare to risk a public scandal cver this?
The V.C. and maybe Carter, will probably lose their jobs too, if
they try to railroad me! Crumhs!]

Another purpcse of this Commiitee is to try to restore normality in
the Departmant of Commerce.

I accept that you don't agree with ay interpretation.

I'd 1ike to have transcripts of a1l other conversations with other
Department members, in case I need to subpoena them later.

You'll be told in advance of any changes in procedure in future meetings.
I'd Tike to see what those procedures will be, in writing.

[Ignoring my reguest: M.S5.1 - we'll use those specified in my letter

We Agree.

I'11 issue my own set; I don't think anyone should dictate, but

we should get agresment.

How about it if notes are taken during future meetings, and we all
sign? [Silence from the others. MK.S.]

Is Prof. Curthoys my revresentative on Council?

No - Council decided some time ago that I don’t "represent" staff,
I'm just a member of Council elected by staff. Please don't
approach me directly during tihis investigation. [I'm not sure he
used this word. M.S.]

Then who is my representative on Council or don’t I have any? Prof.
Curthoys is obviously in a conflict of interest situation.

1'11 be your contact with Council during these ccnversations.
But you're also obviocusly in a confligt o? interest situatfon?

Dr. Spautz, surely from ycur kncwledge of social psychology, you know
that a person can keep his different roles separate.

No, I don't know any such thing. [to myseif: at least in your case
I'm not convinced of iti  M.S.]

Would you put that in writing?
No.

Would it be a violation of the "qualified privilege" or “"without
prejudice" provisions if I pubiished these notes?

It would be contrary to their spirit.
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Repori on the

8th Novembeyr, 1979, 10:45 o 11:00 &.m.

by M.E. Spauiz
Senior Lecturer

Some seiected, paraphrased statements:

J.W.:

G.C.:

J.W.:

G.C.:
JoW.oe
M.C.:
J. W s
K.L.:

J.W.:

G.C.:
J.W.:

Hy concern is that this [dispute] has been going on too

tong; 115 naving an unfavourable, if noit devastating

affect on the Depariment -=- both Sections -- maybe the

whole Faculty or even the Uni. I can’t z{ford to spend

any time on this -- I've been treving o zxamine a thesis since
April, and am starting to et urgent iteisgrams! The Committee
should try o resolve it a3 socon as possible,

This Coimittes has no power -~ it can only veport back to Council.

I'm concerned that Council will only appoint another committee %o
study your report.

Any other disruption?

Why ne action on Prof. Jager's complaint? Il concerned that this
will undermine my authority when I take my turn as Head of the
Dept. The Head apparentiy receives no support from the
Administration in exercising his authority; -I'm worried abeut a
precedent baing sef.

Any other disruption?
I can’t comment on that or on the subsiance (dr lack thereof) of
£

s
the dispute. I'‘m concerned about this Committee, as I explained
yesterday in Senate.

()

About his office door: the second party [A.W.? M.$.] seems to
have been put in a positicn of having to defend himself against
allegations. I'm afraid of a precedent here 100.

Does it appesar so?
Yes -- ¢others in the Dept. say so.

[reading the Commitiee's terms of reference -- M.S.]

7've covered the main poinis. _ )
Has photocopying by Dr. Spautz caused you any inconvenience?

No, Jjust a shortage of paper of oneg size. I'd 1ike to stress
the importance of an eariy resciution -- the Uni. Administration
should snow resolve in settle it; I'm worried about a scandal
outside the Uni. The recommendaticn of this Committee should
reflect this.

What would you see as a resoiution?
One party wants an [official, M.S.] investigation of his charges;
I haven't thought about it much, but if The research [thesis? M.S.]

has been reviewed, maybe those who were rasponsible for the
degree and appointment should be held accountabie,

[J.W. then left, there being no moere quesiions. M.S.]



Some

M.T.:

M.C.:

M.T.:¢

M.T.:

M.C.:

IN ViTs VERITAS
Report On The Carter fommittee Conversatioms
Wigh Mevk Tippeti And Russell Craig
& Nov., 79, 11:00 to 11:30a.m.
by M.E. Spsuts
Sanivy Lecturey

selected, paraphrased statsments:

Russell and I have ressvvegions about Dr. Spautz's psychologleal
warfare and his cawmpaign: bhe twice claimed to be using voodoc

N

against Professor Wiiliams!
Please explisin.

I asked Dr. Spautz whather he has beem carvying on a psychological
campalgn, and he said he was usiag vocdoo.

Pleas= explain.

1)
"ﬁ
'~n|
D]
]
a
o)
(29

4
o

Yor exaunle, iox X he had dlspiayed on his desk a book
enﬁltled "ihe H@an uf the Ewaatieth Century”, obviously referving
to Profesgor Wiliiams' allzged zpurious statistics. He 1s questlon-
ing the Engliish . beileve we have no right to question the
judgment of the

3

Russell and T &
Council Reazolui
ovEY & ysa

tra

o : concerved that propsr procedures [my thought:

ion 707 -~ ¥.E.S.] have not been followed for
th.;:::- case has not bean properly handled by the
H

On several praviecus jots Tr. Spautz has bsen confronted by whati
i {T agree! - M.E.S.].

he considared to be «i DTODLELS .

Spautz that I agreed with
statistiecs are imvalid; I
{Apparentiy M,T. vas referring
1979, with rewminder note dated
ek 1 gent only to him; see attachment

him thdt onrescol Wilﬂ:
consider his leiter s be
to my letter &4
4 September, 1979, both of b
- Mamgs,}. ’

d = the Adminisirztion has tried to

8 2 char“de - more decisive action
Spautz's deoparture would

t, what ghhrantee would there
be that Di. Spautz wo: s cregcort [Comment by
M.E.S. ~ I hereby gua?a > d de so 1f, and only if, I
thought he daserved it, ani covid prove it, as L've done with
Williamsi]

This case has beeu mighandie
sweep it aside - this Conmit
was reguired much e*“liez
settle it -~ if Pro"hae

e
Dr. Speutz has been disctbowling a fine mun., Haybe he's just
jealous ~ I don't loow hilec motivation. -

Dr. Spautz can play guerilla warfare and win!

The document I referved o earliler is #87 in Professor Williams'
file [handiog it to Pyoissser Garter - M.E.S.].

[Reading therefrom]: "If you decide not to grant me this request ...
jete.1V. — M.E.5.]. {Indesd, this is from my letter dated
1 Jume, 19791].



M.C.:

M.T.:

M.

M.T.:

M.C.:

M.T.:

R.C.:

M.T.:

M.C.:

R.C.:

M.Tos

[

(2]

<

This hes been going on teo long - it’s s brawl between two guys.

I zgres. Dr. Spautz has been quite ce-operative in providing me
with information. I don'f know zbout his motives.

I randomly chockzé one of his charvges in the 18 May Critique, in
regard to statistics in Professor Willisms® thesls, pages 358 and
542. 1 asked Dr. Spautz whether he had tested the hypothesis that
the sampling distribution in question is bimedal. He rebutted that
even Professcy Williams admitted thaz 4t was bimodal - but in doing
so, he waz inc mAg;sV»nt. {Apparently M.T, thinks I can't logically
reject Williams' spurisus statistics and at the same time accept

his view thzt some of the daza rere bimodally distributed! - M.E.S.].

I asked hinw about running 2 t-test, which assumes homogeneity of

variances -~ which he zdmititad was hypothetical. I offered to show
him how to use the computer o do 2 nou-parametric test, but he
wasn't interested.

m

Are you saying thai Dr. Spaugz's erviticisms are ill-basad because
he didn't do the proper statistical tests?

Mo, this concerms only this ons randsmly chosen problem, not all
his criticisms.

Is this a case of "ghe pot callicg the kettle black"?

Al

4 0 0 ] 1
No, I don t hawve time o © 81l of his cricdedsms. Dr. Spautz
hasn’t been fovcefu. eocughk. If this indicates his level of rigor,
maybe he too iz psendo-scicntifie, "hoist by his own petard”.
Do you think Dr. Spantz is competent in statistics?
Yes, his knowledge of stutisties 1» quite edmivsble - but ia this
ingtince he's not vigorous emough, causing me to doubt his motives.
[Comunent: ¥ say that Willisms'! errors are too obvious to warrant
a rigorous rebuttal — but 111 do it if necessary - M.E.S.].

[4iso note that M.T. is not razjectisng my charge - only that I
haven't been vigorcus eno suzht - M.E.S.]

Pleass explain.,

“’<

No, you can make g leglcal infevence.
Auything else?

Yes - yesterday we van oot of duplicating paper of one size - it's
costly; our work is belng bampered.

In what way has the wezk of st deats been affected?

MBA students are telking abou: it, ctherwise little effect.
My students are awsy

Are thev being manipulated?

I'vz heard that students have been phoned at home, but ecan't
subztantiate it.

I agres.

Has Professor Willisms ueed his position to get support?

.5

R CTE RN



P

M.T. No. [My thoughts dm t yster, a Frof

essor auiomatically gets
K.C. support -~ or &lse’ -~ M

R.C.: Mest of the ipnformstion we get is from Dr. Spautz — nothing from
the other side. Thie is incredible ~ Mike is quite open.

M.T.: You ecan get info by waiking into Professor Willizms' office.

R.C.: Why did Council opt to set up this unofificial committee, the easy
rouie?

Can you recommend to Ceuncil that they set up an officizl one?

M.C.: 1f we conclude that a guick resolution is necessary, we could do
so.

R.C.: As I see it, we have siu possible sirategles. [Haming them; M.E.S.]
] B =] K]

The only one that wouls g
Dr. Spautz to leave -~ ox othe

aetion to cause it.

a

=
i~
.
(1]

3 quite clear - including a letter
from Economics to vae .hancelicr. [Duniop's? - M.E.S.]

I can't wnderstznd why dus procedures haven't been followed.
{151/707 - M.E.S.]

M.C.: Anything else?
R.C.: DNo - you have zuy vore quesitions?

o

¢thers: No.

[M.T. and #.0. left at € 11330 - M.E.S.]

Nevember 14. 1972



R.G,:

K.L.:
R.G.:

M.C.:
R.G.:
M.C.:

R.G.:
G.C.:
R.G.:

G.C.:
R.G.:

Report on the Carter Commltizs Conversation with Mr. Ron Gibbins

g12

th Moverber, 1979, 11:30 to 11:4% a.m.

by HM.E. Spautz
Sentor Lecturer

I've tried to be friendly with Mike for over a year. [Actually,
it's more like six years! M.5.]

Three points:

(1) We have a duty %o students, to provide the best education
we can .... 716 do this, we need harmenious relations with
colieagues. [etc. -- details omitied by M.S.]

{2) HWe have a duty o students to show that this is a community
of scheiars; it's not g@@d tc have placards about minor [! M.S.]
developmenis. E.g. re Tﬂ!miﬂg is it right to put letters
on the door concerning erguments cver marking -- it gives a
bad impression te students. [Apparently Ron is here referring to
my unsuccassful Cufpuiﬁﬂ to get the A, & F. Section to protect
the privacy of “:Leant ﬁy net displaying their names along
with their exam merks {{amm tests, etc. ) on the bulletin board.

No one seconded my motion at a vecent A. & F. Section meeting: M.S.]

Any spacifics as to #1 abovs?

It happened at another institution, but the present situaticn here
could lead that way; not now.

o i,
- :,,'l":. ﬂ‘: * d

i?‘ n

(3} The basic peinciple grees granted, whether BA or
Ph.D level. are g..nﬁ“a on balance. [Then Ron told an anecdote
invelving Buchmuty and knoek-back of a master's thesis which
was interdisciplinary, but noi quite experti enough O either
side for acce p?an”ee m.5.1 HNo ﬁwan?ﬁﬂaw"xh §/10 of such

sans i&ar Witliams' thesis Talls into

"z)ﬂ'?

”asﬂ [Apparently. he o

zf*G category. M.S.] But, if a degree can later be
Quhstwored, ¢his is a peianiial threat to later students and
staff; e.g. I [R.6.] could be accused of scmething. Of course,
this argument exciudss f ud. [I agree with, and emphasize

1% would be a p?ty to re-open 2
y % would be a pity to allow a

ral
this last statement: 0.5
closed case likn thﬁg‘ 't s

wchallenged! M.S.]

Would you please explain your friendship vemark?
I still offer him friendship. [I accept’ M.5.]

Are you saying that Dr. Spautz hes baen in need of a friend over
the past year?

No, it would be wrong 1o say more.
Is this dispute disrupting the Department?

Yes ~ I should imagine 39, in the other Section. [Mstice the word
“magine, and the expression “ In the ofher Section”. M.S.]

Any views on a possible reselution?
Yes: Dr. Spautz should be Tirsly told: "This must cease completely
forthwith.

[There being no move guestions, he then left forthwith. M.S.]



8tn November, 3979, 11:45 to 12:00 a.m.

by H.E. $pahtz
Senisr Lecture

Some selected, paverbrased statements:

5.0.: One main veason for wy appearance is to show interest and
concern - [ don‘t have much rc contribute toward a solution.
I've noticed a substantial differsnce in staff attitudes
since coming back from Ee&ve;

On the dispute: it invoives an example of "tunnel thinking"
by Dr. Spautz - he's hemed in on a particular person.
Concentration has jed to distortion; e.g. yesterday he
wrote that several people zrefevved to have him present

[at these conversations : ¥,5.], but I didn't say that.

His attitude there and his &Gqf8533%£ approach leads to a
tendency [for others? M. S,E 0 view the dispute from the wrong
end, i.e. an examinaticn of Professor Wilitams instead

of Dr. Spautz. His pssudo-issues are not the veal issues --
f.e., examining of the , blagiarism accusaiions, etc.
I feel the appropriate E?@q suea charges; M.S.] is not
here, but U.4.A, Anﬁﬁ. %,‘ue is the procedure for
agppoiniient of Peofessors in the Und in general.

FoRRYA
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[1

Two real issues: {1} ths method of attack by [M.5. on AW.;

the degrze of innuends ewnunis in the Tang run te character

assassination. E.g. yssterday’s letler concerning compromising

of the C.B. exam, the innuan ado that Prof, Wiliiams was to blame;

however, there are alternative therpretat ons. [I agree --

there are those in e lUni. ddwinistration who are more likely
culprits, since Willizms aponars to be paralyzed. M.S.)

{2) Invelvement of studenis: they have no need to get
involved -- it harms thelr adycation. [Several comments:
(a) Some students ’rn“ zhout the thesis invalidity before 1

did! (b) Williams inveived students in one of his own M.B.A.
classes by stating that cowmscns on the stalf had criticized

his thesis pra@r?y {7 sz this 15 supposedly a community of
scholars, studenis need o “v@# about important evenis 1ike this --
and I prﬂﬂic~ that ewven 2 of thew will ¥ind cut about it

unless it's settled =con: and (d} I disagree that finding out
the facts harms ,%e““ education; in fact, I say it's goed
education!” M.S.]

My fonclusion‘ I fes? that in the long run both AM. and M.S.

can't continue to work in thz same J*?&f&¢L!a, but I can’t

say how this could he dena, la've had 12 months of substantial

interruptien fnots that B, 0. was on ieave for much of that time --
M.5.], and another iZ months would be disestrous! Please settle it

by the start of next vear [Jan. 19837 I agree! M.S.]

6.C.: You agree thai there’s dizrupticn, and that it's flowed over into
the &. & F. Secifon.

B3.0.: Yes, the dispute emzrged 2 years agoc when Prof. Jager went on
leave -- I wondeyr wh “ig odidntt amerce sariier. when Prof.
Willdams was Fiest a ITyo comments:  {a) The "dispute"
started not fWo vearz 200, Sept. 1978, when I first
peinted out %0 Williams ] s was alimost completely
invalid, hence pseudo-secicntific; {B) If I had known this
when he was first appsintad, the dispute would have em rged then. M.S.]




K.Los

B.0.:

K.L.:
B.0.:

G.C.:

B.O.:

Concerning student inveiverant -- would you please slaborste?

Twe aspecis: (1) Hearsay ~- nesds ic be coniivmed. Students
in class have been involved in the dispute [by Williams! M.5.]
but this is not a major element.

By Dr. Spautz?

Yas - but one would have to speak with students [to verify it --
M.S.; I say, try €illfams® own students in first semester 1979
subjects.] Once Titeraturs is publicized by being displayed in
the main corridor, students get invoived. [I1'd Tike to point out
that somecne, pariaps several others, did put up some of my
“}iterature® on bulletin boards -- 1 use only my own “"Chinese
Wall"; M.S5.] They Torm opinicns on i1l-informed grounds,

and vaspect Tor various menbers of the Department would be
affected. [UnTairiy? M.3.3

Has Prof. Willians used his position o demand or solicit
allegiance from you?

No, not in any way. [Does he need to, in such an authoritarian
atmosphere as this, where boet-licking is the traditional way

of life, For s people? M.8.] I've pade it clear to Prof.
Willlams thai he must sord oui the pevsonal aspect with Michael --
but there's a public aspect that I reserve judgment on -- the
behaviour of both pariies.

[B.0. then left, there beiny no more questions. M.S.]
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Some selected, paraphrased statements:

E.B.: we have only opinicns, we know few facts; does "qualified privilege”
. cover opinions too? :

K.L.: [Lecalistic reply that I couldn’t understand. M.5.1

M.C.: What do you have to say?

nad hecause I agreed.
¢t Tetter, which he
€

the dispute soon, out of
et a copy, to see what else was

f=t

E.B.: Mbout that letter circulatad by Dunlop: 8i
[I later heard from Ron Gibbins that the subj
signed, included a request that w@uac*” resoly
fairness to Milliams. I've naot been able to
said! M.5.1

)

I can't see how this [discute?’ came about. Given the incorrectness of

the Ph.D. examination and the 6W5|1Ptﬁﬁni - that's past tense, and we

have to live with it, Cdontt think past events should be investigated -

it's 0.K. %@ question h}: EQ.MO*-E M.5.} behaviour since then. [Trouble
raud An N”ll!?WS parlaying his ill-gotten

js: what about the elzmeni o
decterate into a professorshi aven't all crimes "past tense"?! M.S.]

rral Justice - but does that justify
ntly E.B. perceived that the purpose of
t2 m2. not my charges! M.S.]

Dr. Spautz has besn appealing to i
investigation ¢of the accuser
this Carter Copmities is

I don't know if Or, Spactz® wntives zhould be investigated, e.g. did he

apply for the joh? [Reply: VYes. in 1974 and 1975, without success, but

aiso without regiet, as I doubied my own qgualifications, as Prof.

Jager could testify. Hewsver, I did pat apply in 1976, hence did not

contest Williams for the jcs‘ ¢ must admit that I later became disillusionad
with Williams qualificatic syt only after finding out about the phoniness of
his thesis, lack ¢f other ..tions, eic., in September., 1978. M.S.]

choiogical methods, and should be aware of bad
effects on Prof. w 1saaTx ; ark Tipps tt's b-' timony ve my use of

voodoo! M.S5.] i'm & nurse, w experience in psychiatry, and my husband

is a medical Ho:~ur - 80 mayae i'm gualified to mdge, to give an opinion.
Maybe his irtsntions are nci nighly Landurabie - he wears Prof. Williams

and others ¢own by swanmis hem ,tﬁ ietters [this is my famous "confetti
barrage" technigue, which i& O ¢ to megate bureaucratic secrecy, on
which it thrives, and to iic %ha bureauzrats up fn their own red tape! M.S.]

Dr. Spautz i3 exp arizncaedd

o ‘%(
,.q.,

mail to force an

faybe Dr. Spautz has been using psychological plackmai
% b3 tside. [Whitemail

R )
investigaticn - I'm worvied abouy bad pLP;s€1 ty o
would be mc?a'1ixe jt! nm.s.1]

~
s

1
o

What guarantee do we hawe that if Dr. Spautz gots »id of Prof. Williams,
that he won't attack the sext professor, or oihers who cross him in the
future? [Reply: no such guarantes - I'1% do it again, if necessary to get
justice’ Tor all mnucr:. i, inciuding the culprit, who must pay the penaity
for his crimes, or there i3 no jusiice! Masel

sopetning Lo our own detriment - that's why scme
seetings. M.5.1 LSe that's why the boot-

2 > ]
TR
RPN |

I'm afraid that we wighi 3
others aren't coming lio
tickers are staying away

Some good menbers of

Their own 1it9gfig;?

MaSo ]

e [hdv1ng compromi ced
wed soon! [1 agiee!




M.C.:

G.C.:
D.S.:

G.C.:

{
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1o exp

i 14 2
caily unbalanced? Prof. fartar: Oew
> hack tg heunt you! \=S 1

<hat Dr. Spautz is
are: This question

You'lve hed ¢
psychalogi«
could come

g

Ho ~ my remark was coacerning his use of psychological knowledge -~ {t's
in his favour! [I ’a*har that her remark was meant as a compliment, not
a put-down, as Ca t - apparently ftried to make it look like. M.5.]

The effects of stress ave not unly psychological but also physical

" [rather, pbvswo!0ﬂsca§, M.5.] In this situzation Prof. Williams 1s

Qe
suffering from siress - parhaps by design. [Voodoo?! M.S.]

Has Prof. Williams demanded or selicited your support?
No. [Agein: boot-licking is cbvicusly an automatic reaction in this

organisation. [ understand that this {5 an integrai feature of what
is commoniy known as "The British System®. WM.5.1

Prof. Williams hasn't baen arsuad much, apparently he can't stand the
stress - but he's in the other Szciien. I didn't sign the [Dunlop? M.S.]
document that went over bzcause I don’t know the facts,

Dr. Spautz is persomally aitacking Pro’., Wiiliswms, with bad effects on

him: his participation is limited because of a deleterious environment.
Every academic has a vight to be protected. [Me too - from those who are
siding with Williame against us, ”aswaba their acknowladgesignorance of the
facts: M.S.1 Cyiticisms of the &%essﬂ should not take the form of a
personal ailack [even if fr in the form of plagiarism, is

obviously inyolived?! M.S, Tault is with the selection conmittee
[i.e., when Williams was ted to the chair, on such flimsy
qualifications! M.S.E - ! iame shouldn't be blamed for that.
But what about the plagiarisml? ﬁ,s,j

L.

I'm concerned about my own future carser oo - being [keown to be] from
such a Department could be a problem.

The production of thess materials [by H. 5.71, esp. photocopies, is
quastionable - has Dr. Spautz avranged o reimburse the Department for his
personal use of scarce resowcas? [Reply: (a} it's professional

use, as I'm doing veseavch, for publicaiion, on covvuption in

Australian Univarsities; (b} can & wonhe prove I've wasted any such
materials? {c) HNo, I've not a °ranaeq o pay bacﬂ, J :t as soon as I

get a written reguest ic do sy, I intend to meke 2 hotccopy of that
request and tape it on my door. M.5.]

How do you see things ave going? Hhes can we expad
The Managem&nt Section problems |ihesaten to?d spil
A. & F. Section,

ot a rasojution?
1 over inte the

-

Council will determine that; 17 the weight of evidence supporis it,
they ‘1% probably move fast. [But note: Zouncil Resolution 151/70
requires that Williams be given at iteast 78 days notice before a proper
hearing can be scheduled - meaning late Jan. 1980, at the eariiest.
Unless he “goes on leave" befove that! M.S.]

How would you [D.S.] see this resoived?

Dr. Spautz has provided evidence - I'm not gualified oa the facts.

But why go back and ire-avaliaisz ai\o*c 5 npp@antwent, which is in the
past? [Zeply: how about tha e a"UOi%ed in getting a

chair, based on a phony, zn:«; oq pseudo-scientific thesis?
Is & Professor above the law? {asnune from crivicism for
past transgressions? 0o you hone ve that he would escape
punishment if he were only a Tuf

[ m in m

How would you [E.R.7 see this resclvad?

I'd Tike to se2 Dr. Spautz refrain from passing oul more
putting it up where students can se2 it, Hg shouid p
I don't want either M.S. or A.W. to ieave, but if this isn' L

one shouid leave.
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£E.B.:
H.C.:

E.B.:

M.C.:

E.B.:
M.GC.2

J

m
1y
Did you state tiat Dr. Spautz avpliad for the position of Head of
the Managcmeet m&taaq
No, for the Chaiv. [As I explained abo ve, there's a good deal

of misunderstanding about this, which I'11 be happy to clear up when a
proper investigation of my charges is cailed, in accordance with
C.R. 1581/70. M.S.]

Kould you please explain what fud meant by "biackmail" and "a political
blow up"?

The length of time allowed 5

go by the Administration; they should
have acted firmiy long ags. [

wy

3
’?eei H.S. §
Has the university besn blackmalied?

VMy thought ai this
Seemy Shama!® memo dated 29 Cot.

t least fmplicitly - by Williams:
o f
flo, not directly by Dr. Spauts.
The fact that so wmuch time hes gone by is a main concern - e.g. info on his
[M.5.] door can cause a wisinformad blowup. It's hard for the
Dept. to instigate action - we lope you can do something.
Has Dr. Spautz pampsped your use of the pnotocopy machine?
No - maybe now. [We've aimost »un out of papar. M.5.]
a1l disorder: s he [M.S.?7 A.W.TY

ware of defamatory questions:
wers too {or do they?)! M.S.]

Concerning the guestion
emotionally tromelledy [hgain
the slander laws protect whisth

8.

Possibly - a psychiatrisi w i have to say. Or. Spautz might be

making the suggesied cosCey Tiort [to cmoaionaiiy trammel A.5? M.S.]
But conversatw;q in the hall make me think that it's gthers who are angry,
etc: Dr. Spautz is exuaa ordinarily caim, ccllected and controlled

in this situation.

You mean, where in such situztions as this most people would respond in
one ﬁay [emoticnally? ﬂ.ﬁﬁ}, he [M.5.] responds differently [rationally?
M.S.17

Yes. [Thanks, Ellen:! KH.S.]

i take vour point! [Tharl goodness: M.S.
]

[There being no more questiens, E.B. & B.3.
then lefi. #M.S.]

[M.S.: Inierestd ag_cone pw‘ this "emctionally trammelled" - esp.
coming from a *naso;ng; . How amazg this ona: ‘ethicaily
trammelled®? Prof. Carter & A1 Wililams: does this

describe you? M.S.]
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aport on the Gariar oo remversation with Bruce Taylor

ook Heverber, 1979, 3:06 to 3:20
By M. E. Spautz, Senioy Lecturer
Some selected, paraphvased statenents:

B.T.: I‘don‘t have much to say -- I've +wiad to stay out of it -- it hasn't
divectly affectad my work. i‘m showing up 56 people won't think I
condone the dispute.

My biggest cencern is the foilure to vesolve it after so much time.
I'm not concerred about the thesis charges -- the matter rests with
the UMA examiners' accepiance.

I don't envy your jobs

I'm not hapoy 2t all with the way shinas are going. 1 said garly
on that I didn't want fo geb correspondence -- which Dr. Spautz has
honoured wungil recently, but this eurrecpandence [re the Carter
Comani ttee? M.S.] is a ¢ifferant matier.

.. Any effects on students fn your Section?

.  No evidence.

.t Any probiems getting %o _the vhoeloropy W ching?
. ] can't rightly say -- I can sez Loy MR at¥ice and wait -- I
can't blams Dr. Spaute.

K.L.: Any effects on others ip the Department, €.9. interference with
their vesearch?

B.T.: VYes - some in the olther 3ectian cenq %o think se. [More
hearsay! How coma tnay didn’t show up af these Conversations to
say 507 M.5.]
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K.L.: Have you directly ebaerw

B.T.: No.

G.GC.: How have you been affaciad?

3.T.. Only some early correspondenie.

G.C.: They [letters; M.5.1 stoprad coming?
B.T.: Yes

M.C.: I understand that you have a fair amosunt of contact with others
of f campus.

B.T.: Yes - 2.g. the recent Town and Gown affaiv.
M.C.: To what extent is the reputation of ithe University being affected?

B.T.: I don't kanow - can't say it happened at the Town and Gown meeting.
I'There being no mors questions, he then teft. M.S.]

M.C.: LTo the other comnibies cehers and me: .51
Maybe we'l} have more meelings next week, not necessarily on
Monday. Weo plams 2t 11, I guass thel means zhat no mewbers of

the Management Section rame Fortn o Lestify! M8 ]
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