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When a nation engages in a war, its resources, which include the manpower and
raw materials, must be utilised to the best advantage. The public has to be
informed and persuaded to do what is expected of them. The various publicity
media must co-operate with the government, both in the negative sense of sup-
pressing publication of material that might imperil the war effort and in the
positive sense of expressing the government’s war stance and enhancing public
appreciation of its efforts." In other words, an unified action of the nation has
10 be galvanised and the media, the influential shaper of public opinion, is
required to act in the ‘national interest’ both in respect of publicising the
decisions of Government and also in relation to foreign policy. In light of this,
al the Australian publications, especially the newspapers were subjected (o
Censorship by the Publicity Censorship of the Department of the Information,
acting under the National Security Act and Regulations derived from the defence
Power of the Constitution during World War Two.!
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Rostov”."" Moreover, the climax of the negotiation between the American and
the Japanese was also reported daily in a section titled “Tension In Pacific/
Japanese Prepare For Possible Clash”,” “Japan And U.S A : Last Word in Talks”,'*
“Japan’s New Bid For Pacific Peace”,"* “Japanese Diet Talks of War/Envoys see
U.S. President”," and “U.S. Terms To Japan : Leave Axis/Withdraw From China”.'¢
With all this in view, The Sydney Morning Herald did try to inform the public
of the unpleasant situation of the German onslaught in Europe and the tension
between Washington and Tokyo. But, the paper failed to highlight that the Brit-
ish was engaged in a desperate war of survival in Europe and the imminent
danger of the Japanese massive military build-up in Indochina. Evidently, the
paper made an unbalanced coverage on the war development by publishing only
selected processed news and retailing the half-truths of the war situation.
Considering the allies’ responses in the paper to the breakdown of nego-
tiation between the Japanese and the Americans, the reporting appeared to be
calm and fearless. These responses of the allies were revealed from the con-
spicuous heading “U.S. Patrols In the Pacific: Wide Area Covered”,"” “Mr.
Churchill’s Solemn Warning To Japan : Will send Big Warships to Pacific/Britain
solidly Behind U.S.A”,'® “Big Warships Reach Singapore/ Royal navy Reinforced”,"”
and “Singapore Bastion”.® Besides, some pictures of the allies’ military strength
were also displayed in 7he Sydney Morning Herald to prop up the response of
the allies. For examples, “Britain’s Mightiest Bomber Appears”,*! “Australian
Warship At Speed During Exercises”,? “Battle-Ships, Bombers, and A.LF Ready
in Malaya” ® and “Aid For the Royal Navy From America”," all these pictures
showed the allies’ mighty military were all ready for action and the Japanese
invasion was at stake. From these perspectives, Britain, Australia and America
seemed to co-operate with each other or work side by side to strengthen the
defence and to thrash the ese.

With all this in view,Jua:ca:rtaimy and insecurity rather than calmness and
fearlessness developed in the Pacific. But, The Sydney Morning Herald omitted
the conflicts and presented rhetorically a co-operative and wel.l-prepared sntu:;
tion in Pacific. For example, the paper reported that 2 conﬂdentable foro.e
Canadian troops had arrived at Hong Kong to strengthen the British 3’:‘“‘:2
there for defence against aggx:efSiOﬂ, actual or med, in any P:ﬂmedﬂ
world® Presenting such a positive view, the press B

intai : ing national security. Taking all this into
maintaing public order and strengthening naio! o kil o 6 i
a"»‘30unt,thepaperdidanemp(t¢>°°|°‘"'°"d’s‘°r"he v



148 JURNAL SEJARAH

S —

tures used in the paper were a serious misrepresentation that helped to perpetu-

ate a rosy and confident view of the defence in Pacific.

However, there were some elements missing from The Sydney Morning
Herald reports. The conflicts among these three countries over the defence of
Pacific were not mentioned at all. The American’s policy of that time in the
Pacific was apparently ambiguous. The U.S. interpreted events in Europe, rather
than Asia, as the primary threat to its long-term security and economic inter-

ests, especially after the fall of the Netherlands and France. The U.S. also
refused to accept responsibility for retaining Singapore or defending the Nether-
lands East Indies, Australia and New Zealand.”” During late November 1941
Churchill was asked by Australia’s government what aid Britain would give to
Australia if Japan attacked the Netherlands East Indies or Thailand. Churchill
refused to give assurance of military assistance if either contingency developed.”
When the situation in the Pacific deteriorated, the censorship became
more excessive and stringent. It's evident that the Japanese attack on Pearl
Harbor was not reported in detail in 7he Sydney Morning Herald. The front-
page of the paper on 8 December 1941 did not give a staggering and alarming
headline on the Japanese attacks on the Pearl Harbor. Instead, the headline was
fmtufed “_’i‘h an weak and normal sentence “Japan Brings War to The Pacific”.®
This implied that the crisis was expected and not threatening. Furthermore, the
loss and damage of the American bases at Pear] Harbor were scantly mentioned
destroyer was bl(’)wn up, and mpmpor::rm;t.ny the Oldah.oma) was capsized, a
2 ips were seriously damaged.* The

casualties of the bombi
B ing were announced as probably 3,000, including 1,500
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THE CENSORSHIP AND THE TRUTH

By publishing and reporting the varnished and distorted news of Pear]
Harbor, The Sydney Morning Herald showed the comformable approach to
censorship, which was instituted by the government. The government believed
that the public knowledge of the actual success of the Japanese attack on Pearl
harbor would impair national moral or retard the war effort.* This is because
the American Pearl Harbor, which was believed the strongest outlying base of
any nation in the world, also succumbed to the savage attack of Japan. Un-
doubtedly, the imposed restrictive censorship also transformed the paper into
government’s propaganda arms. On 9 December 1941 the paper commented
favourably on the military strength of the American, for example, the North
Carolina and Washington were the deadliest and mightiest warships and they
can shoot farther, faster, and harder than any other battleship in the world.?
Besides, the paper also only mentioned the America’s belligerency after Pearl
Harbor attack was backed by Britain.* Actually, Britain’s inability to defend its
Pacific possessions was painfully revealed after the Pearl Harbor attack and ,
hence, Britain looked for America as the protector.?” Taken all this into consid-
eration, The Sydney Morning Herald had only made a superficial and prejudi-

cial coverage on the war.

The coverage of the paper on the Japanese offensive on Malaya and Singapore
proved to be in favor of concealment of the ‘real’ truth and of propagandizing
the government and allies’ policy. On 9 December of 1941, the paper reported
that Japan’s first surprise attack on Malaya had failed and the defence prepara-
tion was excellence.® The troops at Kota Bharu stood up to their task as ex-
pected and the RA.AF pilots acquitted themselves admirably, showing initia-
tive and daring which has won praise from all sides.” Al this; however, was the
allies’ window-dressing and propaganda. In truth, there was only 2 handful and
old RAAF and RAF (Hudson and Wildebeeste) were stationed at Kota Bharu
and the town ofKottharuwasoccupiedawDece“mbefO“z;;m“sed;
troops we i rumour and evacuated.* Surprisingly, the paper
10 [;’:cemr:emmber of 1941 still tried to o.bfusuw and norn!alwe
the crisis of Japanese invasion on Malaya by reporting “allies’ u'oops.l:alve “'“e“’d
2 large measure of control and were expecting reinforcements ’"d‘:'el’z
heavy Japanese losses at Kota Bahru — 4800 of Japanese troops died.
reality, the allies’ troops deserted Kota Bharu and the Japanese losses were one
transport sunk, 179 dead and 314 wounded.®
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The Sydney Morning Herald of 11 December 1941 and 12 December
1941 attempted to trivialize the news of the loss of the battleships Prince of
Wales and Repulse which were sunk by the Japanese off East Coast of Malaya.
The paper only reported that the two battleships were sunk while attempting to 4
prevent a Japanese landing at Kuantan, 200 miles from Singapore.** The paper
did not provide any analytical and critical information and explanation on the
disaster. The two batleships were actually blundering about in the South-China

Sea, within easy reach of Japanese bombers and without any air cover. This,

undoubtedly, had revealed the British poor defence strategy, especially the Air

Force in the Far East. The disaster was a heavy setback for the allied forces and
also got on the South-West Pacific countries nerves by shattering their belief of
the British naval supremacy.® The disaster also sparked off a dispute about
reinforcement between Australia and Britain. Australia urged the British to
reinforce the air force in the Pacific and also planned to withdraw some of its
troops from the Middle East.* This dispute had virtually strained and soured
the relationship between the two powers.”” Al this had gone unreported and
the paper was deliberately employed to camouflage the critical loss of the Prince
of Wales and Repulse.

The Japanese invasion on Malaya was unstoppable and fast. Within about
two months, Malaya was taken by the Japanese. Singapore, which was believed
to be an impregnable fortress, faced a severe and immediate threat from the
Japanese. However, The Sydney Morning Herald of 9 December 1941, 25
December 1941, and 29 December 1941 reiterated the defence of Singapore
was always in ready and strengthened. As the paper of 9 December 1941 re-
ported that the ability of Singapore to defend itself against any form attack-

either by sea, land, or air, or by all three methods together-has never been
questioned by military and naval experts.* The paper of 29th December 1941
noted the Allied War Council planned to provide air, naval and field defences 10
Singapore.®®  All this information was only the allies’ propaganda policy and
smoke-screen. The truth was that Singapore was poorly defended and strength-
ened. The defence prospects landward of Singapore were bleak and the rein-
forcements of Indian and Australian troops were raw and inexperienced.* There-
fore, the surrender of Singapore to the Japanese was inevitable.
On 15 February 1942, 85,000 British Commonwealth troops s

to General Yamashita's Japanese army who were outnumbered three to one. The

surrender of Singapore marked the most costly and humiliating defeat in the

ol at Seteth,

il L ahA i £

LA W e o

e




——

Y ¥ P Gy

THE CENSORSHIP AND THE TRUTH 151

history of the British Empire.*" Astonishingly, the news of the fall of Singapore
did not make the headline of the front page of The Sydney Morning Herald of
16 February 1942. Instead, the inconsequential headline ‘Japanese Invade Is-
land of Sumatra’ was published on the front page.* The news of Singapore’s
surrender was insignificantly buried in the middle of the paper. Furthermore,
the paper reported that the news of Singapore’s surrender was broadcasted by
the Tokyo Radio instead of Singapore Radio. It seems that the paper was trying
to obscure or cover the unpleasant and unfavourable information. This was
clear example of the failure of the paper to give factual and objective news.
The analyses of Singapore’s surrender which were published in The Sydney
Morning Herald of 19 February 1942 and 26 February 1942 did not give a deep,
thorough and fair examination on the Singapore’s debacle. The analysis in the
paper of 19 February 1942 commented that there were four main points for
explaining the loss of Singapore.” One of the points which accused the bulk of
the Asiatic population remained apathetic spectators of the conflicts was unjus-
tifiable. In confronting the Japanese, the British failed to use the Malays be-
cause many officers believed they were not a martial race and they failed to use
the Chinese because they were afraid of arming Chinese communist.* Another
point also essential for the fall of Singapore was the strength of the Japanese
army. Although the British troops outnumbered the invading Japanese, many of
them were poorly trained and motivated Indian troops and inexperienced Aus-
tralian troops in fighting tropical warfare.”* The Japanese, on the contrary, had
a well-trained, highly-motivated, well-equipped, and well-led attacking force.5
Moreover, the Japanese battle plan and strategies were well-executed and backed
by excellent intelligence.” With all this in view, the paper had only provided
one-sided, superficial and controlled information.

Before the Japanese advanced down to the Dutch East Indies, the Austra-
lian people were informed that the defence of Australia was ready, sufficient
and strong. The Sydney Morning Herald of 9 February 1942 reported that the
iroops and watchers at Darwin were on the guivive and ready* Moreover, the
Paper of 29 December 1942, 12 January 1942, 16 January 1942 and 29 January
1942 displayed respectively the pictures of Australian soldiers' vigilance and
feadiness. For example, the picture in the paper of 29 December 1942 showed
the soldiers operating a range finder and anti-aircraft weapons and was titled
“Darwin Air Defences Ready for Action.™ Another picture in the paper of 16
January 1942 showed that the crews signaled with an Aldis lamp as the Catalina
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circled to inspect a ship and was titled “Australia’s Airmen Keep Non-Stop Watch
At Sea,"®

In spite of these reports, on Thursday 19 February 1942, Darwin was raided
twice by the Japanese aircrafts. In these two Japanese attacks on Darwin, 243
people were killed and about 350 wounded.®* The Japanese air-raid sank an
American destroyer, two American transports, a British tanker and an Australian
transport, merchant ship, lugger and coal hulk, and destroyed 23 Allied air-
craft, many of them on the ground.#* Hundreds of panic-striken civilians ex-

pecting invasion, fled southward, some air force personnel deserted their sta-
tion. By far, the most shameful aspect was the behaviour of numbers of the
armed forces after the raids. Hundreds of Australian and American military
personnel systematically looted what the fleeing civilians had left behind.®
However, The Sydney Morning Herald coverage gave no indication of this. The
paper of 20 February 1942 and 21 February 1942 reported the damage to prop-
erty was considerable and the casualties were 39—15 persons killed and 24
wounded.* It was unquestionably that much unpalatable news was glossed over

or excluded. In light of this, the imposition of restrictive censorship was utterly
revealed because the government tried to cover the news or information which
was significant to the security of public and nation.

Some sensitive issues concerning the relationship between the Australian
and American troops was not touched by the coverage of The Sydney Morning
Herald during the wartime. The presence of American Negro troops in Austra-
lia, for instance, was not made any reference at all. The publication of news

about the American Negro troops was tactically sideste ;

y pped because Australia
still adhered firmly to the White Australian policy® With this in view, the cen-
sorship .whnch was implemented for military security, diplomatic considerations
and maintenance of public morale still contained a racist dimension.

Another sensitive issue never touched by 7he .
the widespread tension between Australian by The Sydney Morning Herald was
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5mb§5hed warm relationship with the Australian family®” It seems that the
American did not exert much pressure on the Australian society. However, the
paper had never fully revealed the truth, Indeed, the re ionship between the
Australian and American was under strain. The presence of American did pro-
foundly affect the Australian society in terms of its moral and culture. Many
Australian feared that their country would be permanently ‘Americanised’
But, all this news of ‘war at home’ was suppressed or withheld and went
unreported in the paper.

The Sydney Morning Herald also tended to deliver personalised news,

which gave preference to certain individual or event while played down the
others. It is evident that the paper gave focus and magnification on General
Douglas MacArthur. The paper of 18 March 1942 reported in an article, which
was titled ‘Macarthur Supreme Anzac leader’, that General MacArthur arrived in
Australia from Philippines to assume supreme command in the South-West
Pacific Area under the request of the Australian Government.® The paper of 19
March 1942 reiterated the arrival of General Macarthur and his task as the
Supreme War Commander in the ANZAC Area.™ MacArthur was portrayed as a
Co-operative, brilliant and mindful commander. With all this comments and
réports in view, the paper did try to emphasize and promote General MacArthur
but, in a sense, other generals who also played an important role in the wartime
were singled out and de-emphasized. From this perspective, the paper which
Was subjected to the censorship attempted to put the public out of reality by
8uving the misleading illusion of 2 heroic general presiding over the Pacific war
theater. In fact, the transfer of MacArthur to Australia from Phi'lippme'was
forced by the humiliating defeat to the Japanese and MacArthor mcrgsmgly
denied Australian any effective voice in the management of e war. Al this had
been censored or suppressed. ;

The Coral Su‘:;memdmmm“mwmdmm oy e
Paper. The article, which was published in 7he Sydney Morning ”W ofﬂl:
May 1942, highlighted that the battle had some significant implications.

: iking force had been placed at

disclosed that a powerful and aggressive striking i
G"“"fﬂlMamrthur‘sdispomlandAmefm““’“’yemerge“dwsme Batte
'“hi“ewd,mepapermedwmferm“'emwomewmsanwas
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APParently that other elements which could be part of the mt‘;ﬁ::n or poor
tMhe"“’ml')'oflhe battle, for instance, the Japanese miscalc
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strategy planning had been omitted or missed out. This is evident that the
personalised news was used again to obscure events and lock the public into 2
misleading illusion of American glorious accomplishment.

In conclusion, the Australian censorship during World War Two was se-
vere and repressive. The censorship was implemented to suppress or conceal
unfavourable news or information, which could weaken national moral, retard
war effort and disintegrate the society. Hence, the press, under the restrain of
censorship, could only publish and deliver the biased, varnished, distorted,
superficial, misleading, and unreliable news or information in order to divert
the public, avoid social action and increase passivity. By following or comply-
ing the censorship lines, the press was mostly transformed into the propaganda
arms of the government. The coverage of The Sydney Morning Herald on the
Pacific War between November 1941 and June 1942 showed a strong adhesion
to the British and American-dictated propaganda policy which involved the ex-
clusion of certain facts and alternative viewpoints that may prejudice or under-
mine the credibility of the case being made, such as the disguise or whitewash
of the attack of Pearl Harbor, of the war in Malaya, of the fall of Singapore, and
of the air -raid of Darwin. However, the ability and freedom of the press 0
report and interpret the news or information with scrupulous honesty, particu-
larly in the wartime were strictly limited. The press is possible to be ‘impartial’

or ‘factual’ only within the parameters agreed upon by prevailing socio-political
consensus.
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