
LETTER TO CLIVE HAMILTON & SARAH MADDISON FROM GERARD 
HENDERSON – 13 FEBRUARY 2007 
 
 
Email: clive@tai.org.au   Email: sarah.maddison@unsw.edu.au 
 
Dr Clive Hamilton     Dr Sarah Maddison 
Executive Director     Lecturer - 
The Australia Institute    Politics & International Relations  
Level 1, Innovations Building   Faculty of Arts & Social Sciences 
Eggleston Road     MB 323 Morven Brown Building 
Australian National University    University of New South Wales 
Canberra ACT 0200     Sydney  NSW 2052 
                                
Dear Dr Hamilton & Dr Maddison 
 
Your False Statement re Gerard Henderson and RN Breakfast 
 
I purchased a copy of the book Silencing Dissent (Allen & Unwin, 2007) on late Friday 
afternoon. There are three references to me in the book – which you have jointly 
edited – and each contains one or more serious factual errors.  I have already 
corrected one of your errors in The Australian, following an extract from your book 
which was published on 31 January 2007, where you falsely alleged that I have 
received “favour from the Howard Government”.  I have received no such favour and 
you have not been able to produce any evidence in support of your claim.  You should 
do more research. 
 
I wish to draw your attention to one completely false – and professionally damaging – 
assertion in Silencing Dissent which you made about my role as a commentator on the 
ABC Radio National Breakfast program.  This comment is so wilfully and recklessly false 
that it requires an immediate retraction.  I use the words wilfully and recklessly 
carefully – because neither of you contacted me before the publication of Silencing 
Dissent to check your claims about me.  In fact, I have not met or spoken to either of 
you.  Editors and authors who do not bother to engage in fact-checking are guilty of an 
evident lack of professionalism. 
 
In the chapter “Dissent in Australia” in Silencing Dissent, which is jointly written by 
Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison, you made the following claim – in a paragraph 
concerning the relationship between the Howard Government and the ABC: 
 
 The [ABC’s] desire to please the government can be the only explanation why 

…Gerard Henderson is given a prime spot on Radio National’s Breakfast 
program, in which he is presented as an independent commentator. Henderson, 
who once served as the Prime Minister’s chief of staff, takes the opportunity to 
defend John Howard and attack the opposition. 

 
According to you, the “only explanation” for my four minute RN Breakfast spot each 
week turns on the ABC’s alleged “desire to please the [Howard] government”.  The 



 2

clear implication is that either the Howard Government put pressure on the ABC to give 
me a spot on RN Breakfast or the ABC decided to give me this spot in order to appease 
the Howard Government. 
 
This is a totally dishonest statement.  Had you or your publisher done any fact-
checking of any kind, you would know that I commenced my RN Breakfast slot in 
February 1994 – i.e. some two years before the election of the Howard Government.  
As you should know, Paul Keating was the Labor prime minister at the time and the 
Coalition (then led by John Hewson) was a long way from government.  John Howard 
did not become prime minister until March 1996 – by which time I was in my third year 
as an RN Breakfast commentator. 
 
So, clearly, any alleged ABC “desire to please” the Howard Government bears no 
relationship whatsoever to the ABC’s decision to engage me as a commentator on RN 
Breakfast.  You owe the ABC and myself an apology – and you owe readers of Silencing 
Dissent a correction. 
 
You also assert – without any documentation – that I use my RN Breakfast spot “to 
defend John Howard and attack the opposition”. Again, this is wilfully false.  What is 
your evidence for this allegation?  There is none whatsoever provided in Silencing 
Dissent. You just make a wild and unsourced allegation – and leave it at that.  Such a 
tactic would be unacceptable in a first-year university essay.   Yet such a shoddy and 
lazy approach seems acceptable in a chapter written by both of you, who proclaim your 
present or past academic positions in Silencing Dissent. 
 
The fact is that I enjoyed a good relationship with the Labor governments led by Bob 
Hawke and Paul Keating.  And I enjoy a good relationship with the Labor leader Kevin 
Rudd and his predecessor Kim Beazley.  Mr Beazley and Mr Rudd have addressed The 
Sydney Institute on numerous occasions – they would not have accepted the invitations 
if they regarded me as someone who was so unprofessional as to attack Labor each 
Friday on RN Breakfast.  What’s more, ABC management would not tolerate me turning 
my RN Breakfast spot into a four minute session where I barracked for the Howard 
Government and attacked Rudd Labor.  Nor should it. 
 
As far as I am aware, the Labor Party has never objected to my RN Breakfast 
appearances over the past decade. However, I understand that the Liberal Party 
objected on some occasions to my comments in the mid 1990s.  I have always enjoyed 
professional relations with conservatives (i.e. the Coalition) and social democrats (i.e. 
Labor) alike.  It is only the Lunar Right and some leftists who maintain that I should be 
dropped from the RN Breakfast program on account of my views.  The leftists seem to 
believe that it is okay that a self-proclaimed left-winger like Phillip Adams gets many 
hours each week on Radio National – but it is improper that I should get a few 
minutes.  Judged by your comments in Silencing Dissent, you seem to belong to this 
group. 
 
It is true that I was John Howard’s chief-of-staff in 1984, 1985 and 1986.  But I do not 
believe that this diminishes my independence as a commentator or that it should 
disqualify me from appearing on the ABC. Nor do I believe that Kerry O’Brien and 
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Barrie Cassidy should be prevented from presenting ABC TV programs simply because 
they once worked for Gough Whitlam and Bob Hawke respectively.  Do you? 
 
In conclusion, I would be grateful if you would advise immediately as to how you 
intend to correct the wilful misstatements in Silencing Dissent concerning my slot on 
the ABC Radio National Breakfast program. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Gerard Henderson 
 
 
cc:  Patrick Gallagher 

Executive Chairman & Publishing Director 
Allen & Unwin 

 
  Paul Donovan 
  Managing Director 
  Allen & Unwin 
 
  Mark Scott   

Managing Director 
Australian Broadcasting Corporation  

 
  Tim Latham   

Executive Producer  
RN Breakfast 
Australian Broadcasting Corporation 
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LETTER TO GERARD HENDERSON FROM ELIZABETH WEISS (PUBLISHER – 
ALLEN & UNWIN  – SILENCING DISSENT) – 15 FEBRUARY 2007 
 
 
Dear Mr Henderson 
  
Patrick has asked me to respond to your letter as I am the in-house publisher at Allen 
& Unwin responsible for Silencing Dissent - please see the attached letter. 
  
Yours sincerely 
Elizabeth Weiss 
  
++++ 
 
Dear  Mr Henderson 
 
Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison, Silencing Dissent 
 
Thank you for your letter of 13 February alerting Allen & Unwin and the editors to your 
concerns about the way in which your role as commentator on ABC Radio National’s 
Breakfast program is represented in Silencing Dissent. 
 
I have discussed your letter with the editors, who are willing to consider your request 
in detail. As you say, accuracy is always important, and we would appreciate it if you 
could provide documentation to confirm your claim that you have been employed as a 
commentator on the Breakfast program on the same basis since February 1994.  
 
Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Elizabeth Weiss 
Publisher 
eweiss@allenandunwin.com  
ph 02 8425 0107  
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LETTER TO ELIZABETH WEISS FROM GERARD HENDERSON – 16 FEBRUARY 
2007 
 
Elizabeth Weiss 
Publisher 
Allen & Unwin 
PO Box 8500 (83 Alexander Street) 
ST LEONARDS  NSW  1590 
 

Subject: False Statement re Gerard Henderson and RN Breakfast etc 
 
Dear Ms Weiss 
 
I refer to your letter of 15 February 2007 (which I received this morning). I am grateful that 
Patrick Gallagher asked you to respond to my letter to Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison 
dated 13 February 2007.  I should point out that neither Dr Hamilton nor Dr Maddison 
acknowledged my letter. 
 
In your letter of 15 February 2007 you wrote: 
 

Thank you for your letter of 13 February alerting Allen & Unwin and the editors to your 
concerns about the way in which your role as commentator on ABC Radio National’s 
Breakfast program is represented in Silencing Dissent. I have discussed your letter with 
the editors, who are willing to consider your request in detail. As you say, accuracy is 
always important, and we would appreciate it if you could provide documentation to 
confirm your claim that you have been employed as a commentator on the Breakfast 
program on the same basis since February 1994.  

 
Initially I should point out that the editors of Silencing Dissent (i.e. Clive Hamilton and Sarah 
Maddison) are also the authors of the chapter titled “Dissent in Australia” which contains the 
false statements about me.  In other words, I am objecting to the false statements made by 
the editors in their capacity as authors.  I should also point out that the false claim about my 
role as commentator on the ABC Radio National Breakfast program is only one of the untrue 
assertions which Dr Hamilton/Dr Maddison made about me in Silencing Dissent – my letter 
dated 13 February 2007 refers. 
 
I am surprised at the tone of the Hamilton/Maddison response.  If I make an inaccurate claim, 
I correct it.  When they make a wilfully false allegation, they advise that they “are willing to 
consider…in detail” my request for a correction. What does this mean? 
 
Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison are also attempting to reverse the onus of proof.  In 
Silencing Dissent they claimed – without any evidence of any kind and without doing the fact-
checking of any kind – that the “only explanation of why” I am given a spot on RN Breakfast 
turns on the ABC’s “desire to please” the Howard Government.  When I pointed out that I 
commenced my RN Breakfast spot some two years before the election of the Howard 
Government, I am asked to “provide documentation to confirm” what you describe as my 
“claim”. This is not a “claim”, it is a fact. The implication in your letter is that 
Hamilton/Maddison doubt my truthfulness.  This is as offensive as it is foolish.  Why would I lie 
about a matter which can be readily checked? 
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So here we have a situation where Hamilton/Maddison make an allegation which is not 
supported by evidence – and I am asked to prove that their allegation is false.  This tactic 
would not be acceptable in a first year university essay or in the work of a cadet journalist. 
 
The fact is that, in late 1993 or very early 1994, I was asked by Mick O’Regan – who had just 
taken over as executive producer of RN Breakfast – to do a regular spot on the program.  I 
agreed.  I did not ask for a payment  but the ABC decided to make a payment.  Consequently, 
there will be documentary evidence for when I started on RN Breakfast in the ABC’s financial 
records and in my own taxation records. 
 
Rather than implying that I am making all this up, perhaps Dr Hamilton and Dr Maddison could 
give Mr O’Regan a phone call or send him an email.  It’s called fact-checking.  It will save the 
ABC and me the trouble of locating financial records of over a decade ago. 
 
In my letter of 13 February 2007 I wrote that I commenced my RN Breakfast spot in February 
1994. On checking my diary for the period, I now realised that I commenced a couple of days 
earlier – on Thursday 27 January 1994.  My spot was changed from Thursday to Friday 
recently.  I have attached a page from my 1994 Diary which documents not only the day when 
I commenced as a regular commentator on RN Breakfast but also the topic (I discussed the 
40th anniversary of the 1954 Royal Tour to Australia). 
 
If Dr Hamilton and Dr Maddison continue not to accept the facts – then, clearly, they are in 
denial. This is a serious condition – especially when they have not one documented fact to 
support any of their allegations about me in Silencing Dissent. 
 
I note that in your letter of 15 February you completely ignore my request that 
Hamilton/Maddison should provide evidence for their (false) allegation that I use my RN 
Breakfast spot to attack the Labor opposition.  This suggests that the editors/authors are into 
avoidance as well as denial. 
 
Once again, I ask – when will Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison correct the professionally 
damaging and wilful mis-statements made about me in Silencing Dissent? 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Gerard Henderson 
 
cc:    Clive Hamilton 
  Executive Director – The Australia Institute 
 
  Sarah Maddison 
  Lecturer, Politics and International Relations 
  University of New South Wales 
 
  Paul Donovan 
  Managing Director 
  Allen & Unwin 

 
Jane Connors 
Manager – ABC Radio National 
Australian Broadcasting Corporation 
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LETTER TO ELIZABETH WEISS FROM GERARD HENDERSON – 21 FEBRUARY 
2007 
 
Elizabeth Weiss 
Publisher 
Allen & Unwin 
PO Box 8500 (83 Alexander Street) 
ST LEONARDS  NSW  1590 
 
 
Dear Ms Weiss 
 
It’s now over a week since I wrote to Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison pointing out the 
factual errors concerning me in their chapter titled “Dissent in Australia” in the edited 
collection Silencing Dissent (Allen & Unwin, 2007). My letter to you dated 16 February 2007 
refers. 
 
So far, neither Dr Hamilton nor Dr Maddison have even acknowledged my letter. Moreover, 
there has been no response from you, following your discussions with the authors/editors. 
 
It’s all very simple, really.  Either Hamilton/Maddison should provide the evidence to 
support their allegations – or they should correct them. It should not take long. And it 
should not have taken over a week – so far. 
 
For the third time I ask – when and how do Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison intend to 
correct the wilful misstatements concerning me in Silencing Dissent?  I would also 
appreciate knowing whether Allen & Unwin engaged any fact-checkers to work on Silencing 
Dissent before its publication. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Gerard Henderson 
 
cc:  Paul Donovan 
 Managing Director, Allen & Unwin 
 

Clive Hamilton 
 Executive Director – The Australia Institute 
 
 Sarah Maddison 
 Lecturer, Politics and International Relations 
 University of New South Wales 
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LETTER TO GERARD HENDERSON FROM ELIZABETH WEISS – 22 FEBRUARY 
2007 
 
Dear Mr Henderson 
  
Attached is our letter in response to yours of 16 February.  
  
I'm sorry we haven't been able to respond as fast as you would wish. This is because 
we are taking your concerns seriously and needed to consult several busy people who 
are not always immediately available.  
  
I'm a little surprised that an experienced book author such as yourself needs to ask 
about editorial processes at a book publishing house, particularly as you published a 
book with Allen & Unwin some time ago. As you would be aware, book editors do some 
fact checking as a routine part of the editorial process, but the primary responsibility 
for a work lies with the author. 
  
Yours sincerely 
Elizabeth 
 
++++ 
 
20 February 2007 - amended 
 
Gerard Henderson 
The Sydney Institute  
41 Phillip St  
Sydney NSW 2000 
gerard.henderson@thesydneyinstitute.com.au  
 
 
Dear  Mr Henderson 
 
Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison, Silencing Dissent 
 
Thank you for your quick response, and for the scanned page from your 1994 diary.  
 
In the light of the information you have provided, the editors have agreed to make 
some changes to the wording on page 21 of Silencing Dissent, which we will implement 
in a reprint we are undertaking very soon. The changes are in bold as follows: 
 
‘…The desire to please the government may help to explain why one of the right-
wing syndicate, Gerard Henderson, has a prime spot on Radio National’s Breakfast 
program, in which he is presented as an independent commentator.27’ 
 
A new note no.27 reads: ‘Gerard Henderson has indicated that he first appeared 
as a commentator on Radio National’s Breakfast program in 1994.’ 
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The editors have considered all the other points you have raised in both your letters 
and have decided not to make any further changes to the book.  
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Elizabeth Weiss 
Publisher 
eweiss@allenandunwin.com  
ph 02 8425 0107  
 
+++++ 
 
LETTER TO ELIZABETH WEISS FROM GERARD HENDERSON – 23 FEBRUARY 
2007 
 
Elizabeth Weiss 
Publisher 
Allen & Unwin 
PO Box 8500 (83 Alexander Street) 
ST LEONARDS  NSW  1590 
 
Dear Ms Weiss 
 
I refer to your email of 22 February 2007 – which contains your letter to me dated 20 
February 2007. 
 
I note, for the record, that neither Clive Hamilton nor Sarah Maddison have replied to – 
or even acknowledged – my original letter to them dated 13 February 2007.  Clearly 
neither author has any evidence of any kind to support the claims they make about me 
in their chapter in Silencing Dissent. Otherwise they would have replied to me direct 
and forwarded documentation in support of their assertions.  It seems somewhat 
cowardly for Dr Hamilton and Dr Maddison to leave the defence of their own work to 
their publisher. 
 
In your email you make the point that the “primary responsibility for a work lies with 
the author”. Yet, in this instance, you have assumed the sole responsibility for 
responding to correspondence which was directed to Hamilton/Maddison concerning 
their wilfully false claims about me in Silencing Dissent. 
 
The proposal in your letter dated 20 February 2007 setting out “some changes” which 
the editors/authors propose to make in the next edition of Silencing Dissent is 
manifestly inadequate. 
 
I note that Hamilton/Maddison have still not been able to provide any documentation 
whatsoever to support their assertions that (i) I use my spot on the Radio National 
Breakfast program each week “to attack” the Labor Opposition and (ii) that I “receive 
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favour” from the Howard Government.  They do not cite even one piece of evidence in 
support of these manifestly false claims.  Yet Allen & Unwin is willing for these 
undocumented slurs to remain in the proposed new edition of Silencing Dissent. This is 
quite unprofessional. 
 
Neither Allen & Unwin nor Hamilton/Maddison have apologised for the wilfully false 
comment in Silencing Dissent that the “only explanation” for my role as a weekly 
commentator on RN Breakfast stems from the ABC’s “desire to please” the Howard  
Government.  I note, however, that the authors/editors have agreed to make a slight 
change to this claim to any new edition of their book.  Well, they could not do anything 
else in view of the documented evidence that I commenced my spot on RN Breakfast in 
January 1994 – when Labor’s Paul Keating was prime minister. 
 
According to your letter of 20 February 2007, Hamilton/Maddison now propose to 
allege in Silencing Dissent that the ABC’s “desire to please” the Howard Government 
“may help to explain” why I have a spot on RN Breakfast.  And I note that, tucked 
away in a new footnote at the back of the book, there will now be reference to the fact 
that I “first appeared as a commentator on Radio National’s Breakfast program in 
1994”.  It appears that anyone who reads the endnotes is expected to know that this 
was during the time of Paul Keating’s Labor government.  In any event, this fact should 
be in the main text – and not buried away at the rear of Silencing Dissent where it is 
unlikely to be read by many. 
 
The proposed change is nothing but an intellectually dishonest cop-out.  Anyone can 
allege that something “may help to explain” something else. Two academics who 
(unlike me) parade their PhDs – and a publisher with the reputation of Allen & Unwin – 
should be able to do better than this. 
 
If Hamilton/Maddison and/or Allen & Unwin had bothered to do any fact-checking 
before (falsely) alleging that I obtained my spot on RN Breakfast due to the wishes of 
John Howard and the Liberal Party – and that I have used this spot to constantly attack 
the Labor Party – I would have drawn attention to Prime Minister John Howard’s 
interview with Doug Aiton on ABC Radio 702 on 8 November 1996. Note, this is around 
the time when Hamilton/Maddison (falsely) allege that I obtained my spot on RN 
Breakfast so that the ABC could appease the Howard Government.  Let’s go to the 
transcript: 
 

Prime Minister John Howard:  I say that I think the ABC is a terrific Australian 
institution.  I think its political focus is too narrow.  You mentioned Phillip 
Adams, I think the ABC would do itself enormous credit if it had a right-wing 
Phillip Adams. 

 
Doug Aiton:  Yes, I think Gerard Henderson would be good. 

 
John Howard:  Well the assumption behind that is that Gerard Henderson is a 
critic of the Labor Party.  I’ve read one critical comment, seriously critical 
comment of the Labor Party, by Gerard over the last four years.  I mean, he 
worked for me ten years ago. 
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Doug Aiton:  Yeah, I know. 

 
John Howard:  And I’d be fascinated to know what his political leanings are now.  
But that’s his business and his right. I wouldn’t quite see him as fitting that 
[right-wing Phillip Adams] bill. 

 
This, of course, is fact.  Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison clearly prefer conspiracy 
theories. 
 
In conclusion I should comment on the final paragraph in your email to me dated 22 
February 2007.  I accept that “book editors do some fact checking as a routine part of 
the editorial process, but the primary responsibility for a work lies with the author”.  
What I am surprised about is that Allen & Unwin did not do any fact-checking before it 
published undocumented allegations with respect to both the ABC and myself.  
Moreover, I believe that Allen & Unwin should insist that errors contained in its books 
are properly corrected in any subsequent editions and that claims made in its books are 
supported by evidence.  It’s called professionalism.   
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Gerard Henderson 
 
cc:  Patrick Gallagher 
 Executive Chairman & Publishing  Director 

 
Paul Donovan 

 Managing Director, Allen & Unwin 
 

Clive Hamilton 
 Executive Director – The Australia Institute 
 
 Sarah Maddison 
 Lecturer, Politics and International Relations 
 University of New South Wales 
 

Jane Connors 
Manager – ABC Radio National 
Australian Broadcasting Corporation 
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LETTER TO GERARD HENDERSON FROM ELIZABETH WEISS – 23 FEBRUARY 
2007 
 
Dear Mr Henderson 
  
Thank you for your letter of 23 February. 
  
Although we obviously cannot be in agreement, we do appreciate your concerns. 
  
Yours sincerely 
 
Elizabeth Weiss 
 
  
+++++ 
 
LETTER TO ELIZABETH WEISS FROM GERARD HENDERSON – 27 FEBRUARY 
2007 
 
Dear Ms Weiss 
 
I refer to your letter of 26 February 2007 which reads in full: 
 
 Thank you for your letter of 23 February. Although we obviously cannot be in 

agreement, we do appreciate your concerns. 
 
This is one of the most disingenuous pieces of correspondence that I have read in 
years.  If Allen & Unwin really appreciated my concerns, it would demand that either 
Clive Hamilton and Sarah Maddison supported their claims about me in Silencing 
Dissent with documented evidence or that they withdraw their (false) assertions. 
 
Instead, Allen & Unwin is willing to publish wilful falsehoods and undocumented slurs in 
Silencing Dissent.  And Allen & Unwin seems to sanction the lack of courage exhibited 
by Dr Hamilton and Dr Maddison who simply refuse to respond to my emails. 
 
I will publish this correspondence as an enduring record of (i) Allen & Unwin’s manifest 
unprofessionalism in this instance and (ii) the intellectual dishonesty of 
Hamilton/Maddison who persist in making allegations which they cannot substantiate. 
 
By the way, I do suggest that, in future, Allen & Unwin actually employs a fact-checker.  
Your company clearly needs one. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Gerard Henderson 
 
cc:  Patrick Gallagher 
 Executive Chairman & Publishing  Director 
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Paul Donovan 

 Managing Director, Allen & Unwin 
 

Clive Hamilton 
 Executive Director – The Australia Institute 
 
 Sarah Maddison 
 Lecturer, Politics and International Relations 
 University of New South Wales 
 

Jane Connors 
Manager – ABC Radio National 
Australian Broadcasting Corporation 

  
 
 
+++++ 
 
LETTER TO GERARD HENDERSON FROM CLIVE HAMILTON -  27 FEBRUARY 
2007 
 
PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL 
 
Dear Mr Henderson 
 
My failure to respond to your stream of splenetic letters has been motivated by 
prudence rather than cowardice. But prudence has its limits. Your increasingly absurd 
arguments and demands are no more than self-serving and bullying tirades confirming 
the widely-held view that you are little more than a pompous fool. 
 
The claims in our book are in my view entirely justified as you serve as the Howard 
Government's chief apologist and have no credibility whatsoever as an independent 
observer. 
 
I hope you do publish the correspondence as there is no doubt in my mind who will 
emerge looking worse. 
 
I will entertain no further correspondence from you. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Clive Hamilton 
The Australia Institute 
 
 
+++++ 
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LETTER TO CLIVE HAMILTON FROM GERARD HENDERSON – 28 FEBRUARY 
2007 
 
Dear Dr Hamilton 
 
I refer to your (somewhat emotive) email of 27 February 2007.  I note that your email is 
headed “private and confidential”.  However, in your third paragraph, you express the wish that 
our correspondence be published.  Some confusion, surely.  Perhaps your very own alter-ego 
“Jacob” is still around interfering with your messages – your memorable 1994 interview with 
Caroline Jones on The Search for Meaning refers. 
 
I note that it took you a full two weeks to reply to my email of 13 February 2007 – previously 
you have sought to hide behind your publisher and encouraged Allen & Unwin to reply on your 
behalf. 
 
Little wonder.  For, as your email demonstrates, you have no evidence whatsoever to support 
any of your claims about me in your book Silencing Dissent. 
 
Instead you resort to tactics which would not be of an acceptable intellectual standard in a 
school debate.  Namely, you throw the switch to abuse and label me as “absurd”, accuse me of 
“bullying” and depict me as a “pompous fool”.  Your evidence for this is to cite what you refer 
to as a “widely-held view”.  Shucks. 
 
I note, for the record, that Dr Maddison has yet to reply to my letter of 13 February 2007. She 
may lack courage – but at least she has not resorted to (undocumented) abuse.  I note that 
you will not “entertain” any further correspondence from me. Oh dear. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Gerard Henderson 
 
cc:  Patrick Gallagher     Sarah Maddison 
 Executive Chairman & Publishing  Director  Lecturer –  
 Allen & Unwin      Politics & International Relations 

       University of New South Wales 
Paul Donovan 

 Managing Director, Allen & Unwin   Jane Connors 
        Manager – ABC Radio National 

Elizabeth Weiss     ABC  
Publisher – Allen & Unwin 
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LETTER TO GERARD HENDERSON FROM CLIVE HAMILTON – 5 MARCH 2007 
 

I am out of the office until 24th July 2006 and will reply to messages as soon as I 
return. Should you wish to contact the Australia Institute urgently please email Kelly 
Bruce on HYPERLINK "mailto:mail@tai.org.au"mail@tai.org.au.  

Regards  

Dr Clive Hamilton  
Executive Director  
The Australia Institute  
Tel: (02) 6125 1270  
Fax: (02) 6125 1277  

++++ 
 
LETTER TO CLIVE HAMILTON FROM GERARD HENDERSON – 8 MARCH 2007 
 
Dear Dr Hamilton 
 
On 28 February 2007 I replied to your email of 27 February 2007. 
 
My email seems to have been received by you.  However, on 5 March 2007 I received 
an email from you to the effect that you were “out of the office until 24 July 2006 
[sic]”. 
 
In view of the confusion, I have forwarded a hard-copy of my email to you dated 28 
February 2007.  It is attached. 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Gerard Henderson 
 
  
 
+++++ 


