











and well on all sides of political debate. In the tab-
loid version, outrage at the torture of prisoners at
Abu Ghraib prison is countered by the argument
that the regime of Saddam Hussein was far worse.
Implicit in this argument is the claim that where
two groups do terrible things to onc another, the
sins of the more obnoxious group disqualify criti-
cism of the other. Critics should focus on the rela-
tive goodness and evil of the regimes, and not on the
morality of the actions of the better party.

The broadsheet use of the principle of moral
cquivalence is more sophisticated. If you compare
what was once done at Abu Ghraib under Saddam
Husscin with what is now done under United States
rule, T will criticise your doctrine of moral cquiva-
lence. [ imply that you dismiss the moral differcnce
between the two regimes, and undermine commit-
ment to a just and necessary cause.

Three things need to be said about reference to
the principle of moral cquivalence. First, in itself,
the charge of comparing one regime with another
proves nothing. Comparisons do not prove moral
judgments. Nor do they falsify them. At best they
illuminate them, and at worst they obscure them.

Second, conversation about morality becomes
useful when we speak about actions. Discus-
sion about whether people are good or cevil
belongs in the primary school yard. On inspec-
tion, cvil doers always turn out to be dimin-
ished human beings, and to compare their
moral culpability with that of othcrs assumes

a God’s eye view. It also obscures the fact
that good people can do terrible things.

E MAY, HOWEVER, COMPARE thc moral qual-
ity of actions done in the name of different govern-
ments. We can also compare the policies from which
these actions tlow. We may say, for example, that
a nation which cares for the human dignity of its
citizens by guarantecing them shelter, food, educa-
tion, personal security and the opportunity to shape
society, is a better society than one where people are
routincly starved, exploited, tortured or killed. Kirk-
patrick is right to deny that abuses in a generally
humane society make it morally indistinguishable
from a brutal socicty. To justify such a judgment,
we would need to compare in detail the abuses of
human dignity in cach socicty, and cxamine their
CONCXL.

But the relative justice of a society does not
entitle it to act as it wills towards a less just soci-
cty. Nor is it entitled to endorsement of its unjust
actions. If the United States has acted badly in going
to war and in conducting it, it is important to pro-
test at the incompatibility between its ideals and
what it does.

Third, comparisons made between nations
on the basis of what they do are not necessarily
illegitimate. To compare the torture practiced by

United States interrogators in Abu Ghraib with
Saddam’s treatment of prisoners, for c¢xample,
would be illegitimate if it simply insinuated that
both partics were as bad as each other. It would
invoke moral equivalence improperly. But it would
be legitimate to make this comparison in order to
underline the evil of torture by forces with which
we arc allied. 1t wor 1 also be proper to use the
comparison in order to show that the roots of all
torture lic in giving pcople power to use and abusc
other human beings with impunity. To identify
this kind of argument with an improper use of
the doctrine of moral equivalence would
be to reduce morality to politics.

INALLY, THE DOCTRINE of moral equivalence is
tricky to use, because it rests on a paradox. At one
level, morality is built on moral cquivalence. 1t
assumes that the lives of all human beings matter
equally, no matter who and where they arc. Because
the life of the Iraqi prisoner in
an Amecrican jail matters as
much as the life of the Ameri-
can prisoner in an Iragi jail it is
wrong to torture cither. On the
basis of this moral equivalence,
we arc committed to criticise
the c¢vil policies and practices
of our own society as much as
thosc of other nations. Apolo-
gists for cvils like detention
and wars lightly undertaken do
not accept this moral equiva-
lence. They ask us to measure
what we do to others by dif-
ferent standards than what is
done to us.

At a decper level, the
moral equivalence that values
cach human being equally, is
bascd on a decper lack of moral cquivalence. The
ground of morality is the conviction that cach
human being is uniquely precious. Because each
human being is unique and so ultimately incompa-
rable with others, we may not treat human beings
simply as members of a group, but we must respect
the dignity of cach. That mcans not treating any-
body as a means to an end, whether by detaining
children in order to send signals, bombing pcople
to implant democracy, or torturing some people to
save the lives of others.

Ultimately, the coins of morality are stamped
with individual human faccs, cach of which is pre-
cious. The principle of moral cquivalence is benign
when it defends cach of those different faces. The
real perversion of the principle can be scen in the
hooded faces and naked bodices at Abu Ghraib.

Andrew Hamilton sj is Eureka Strect’s publisher.
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Strike up the band

N THEORY, THE STAGE IS SET. An clection could be as early
as August, more likely October. Strictly it could be as late as
March next year, but there is little chance of it following the
US presidential election in early November. John Howard is
rolling out cheques to two million households; the budget will
deliver tax cuts for the administrative and professional classes.
Medicare, he hopes, is neutralised as an issue, if not turned
into a positive, and further taxpayer millions are spent promot-
ing it in a partisan way. The Treasury is looted for sectional
programs designed to square off sugar farmers, the roads infra-
structure lobby and any environmental swinging vote capable
of being garnered. A bit of symbolism is put up—on access to
the Medicare records of adolescents for parents, the banning
of homosexual marriages, and denying prisoners a vote at the
clection—not scriously, but so as to remind everyone that the
Liberal and National Parties are the parties of god and conserv-
ative values.

Mark Latham seems to be travelling fairly well. Polling cvi-
dence suggests that the budget give-aways did not do much for the
coalition. Labor is still the party of choice on domestic govern-
ment entitlement issues, particularly health, education and com-
munity services. No-one has a clue what Labor will do in such
arcas: it simply lias not spelt out its approach, even if it has tried
to make it clear that it is aware of the financial bottom-line.

Labor is deliberately silent on an array of core emotional
issucs—immigration numbers, refugees, Aborigines, and jus-
tice and human rights—bccause it believes that voters instine-
tively know that Labor is on the decent side of such debates.
Raising the profile creates the risk of the coalition using such
matters as a wedge through appeals to Hansonism, or creating
the false impression (already used by Howard to some cffect)
that core Labor is nothing more than a collection of busybodies
with special, un-Australian interests, privileging access to les-
bians, wogs, Abos, trec-huggers, dole-bludgers, union heavics
and human rights lawyers, who divide the cake while ordinary
decent working men and women miss out. Since Mark Latham
has no record of pandering to such groups it’s the Government
which runs the risk of the grenade blowing up in its face. At
least Latham’s strategists believe and hope so.

This leaves two pots boiling on the stove. One is Peter
Garrett whose significance may lie more in a reputation for
ideals and speaking his mind than for his reputation as an c¢n-
vironmentalist and pop singer. His natural constituency is the
Greens; the party which has successfully assaulted the intellec-
tual and emotional base of Labor and now seems set to do the
samec to the Democrats. Garrett’s primary pitch is anti-political.

But a gig with Labor must have enormous attractions. A per-
son like Garrett could make a difference, the more so because
in him there is a compromising and pragmatic element, which
would prefer achievement to the personal reward of being
purc. Even if he must compromise, Garrett can be a beacon of
moral integrity to those natural constituents of Labor who are
profoundly disillusioned by its moral failures of the past few
years. Indeed, simply by being there, Garretr can help rebuild
idcalism, ideas and membership. No wonder some of the tired
and corrupt old factional chiefs arc horrified. Garrett may be
able to reassure Labor voters that the party still has a
moral compass.

IT IS HARD, HOWEVER, to Imagine Peter Garrett drawing a
single vote away from the coalition. He may pull Green votes
back to Labor, whether directly or by ensuring that the second
preference goes to Labor. But this almost invariably occurs,
independent of Green leaders. Threats by Bob Brown to with-
hold preferences from Labor, or to direct them to the coalition,
are hollow and unconvincing. But Brown represents a threat in
other ways. He has himself stolen Labor votes particularly in
safe Labor seats. Indeed, his biggest single constituency of late
has been the natural Labor voter disgusted by Labor’s shameful
record on core issues. His next biggest constituency is environ-
mental and this is unlikely to shift to Garrett. The next, oddly,
consists of religious fundamentalists, perhaps attracted by the
millenarianism or the absolutism of the Greens. These too, are
unlikely to rush to Latham.

The sccond issue is Iraq and the US. John Howard has
pulled out cvery stop and called in every debt, in lining up
Americans to assert that Mark Latham is imperilling the al-
liance. Whether it has worked is moot. Even if John Kerry has
been prevailed upon to express concern, the fact is that the
Democrat contender is campaigning on Iraq as Bush’s disas-
trous war, not as America’s disastrous war. The likelihood is
that Iraq will get worse, not better, as the US clection nears. If
Latham holds his nerve, he will benefit by holding an opinion
contrarv to Howard’s, so neutralising Howard’s capacity to usc
nation security as a wedge.

What Howard desperately needs is for an issue to blow up
in his favour. A piece of luck like Tampa. A picce of unbelicva-
ble political luck—dare one say it—like September 11. Howard
has always had his share, but he has made his share of luck too.
As things stand, however, he badly needs it, and quick.

Jack Waterford is the editor-in—chicf of the Canberra Times.
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Congratulations to Morag Frascr, the
former Eurcka Street,
was awarded a Mcember of the Order of
Australia {AM]) in the Queen’s Birthday
Honours. The many community groups
whom Morag has encouraged and sup-
ported will feel honoured by the award.
Fureka Street basks in the reflected sun-
light both of Morag’s medal, and of the
AM awarded to Fr Kevin Mogg, the uncle
of the present editor, for his contribution
over many decades to social welfare and
prison chaplaincy.
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Casuistry is the art of applying firm laws
to slippery situations. Jesuits were once
famed [notorious] for their skill at it. It
often produces a more tlexible practice
than we might cexpect. (Did eating at
12.15am, for example, break the fast from
midnight once required for communion?
Yes, said the letter of the law. No, said
the casuists, not at least if you lived at
Ceduna, where real midnight came later
than the official clocks proclaimed.]

The great of cas try,
however, are the Orthodox Jewish Rab-
bis. Their law pr
from displaying their hair. This, being
culturally awkward in Western socictics,
led the casuists to approve wearing wigs.
Now  : best (and most expensive) wigs

cditor of who

cxponents

ibits married women
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are made of human hair, and come from
India. This origin, however, has raised
questions for the Rabbis: Indian women
have their hair cut in Hindu temples.
This fact has led the most authoritative
Rabbis to ban Indian wigs on the grounds
they are so intimately associated with
idolatry, The casuists, undefeated, now
retlect on whether the hairdressers had
religious or sccular things in mind as
they sat in the temple cutting hair.

Christians also struggle with culturc.
In Florida, many Christians werce dis-
appointed with the dinosaur c¢xhibition
at Disncyland, because it portrayed the
reign of dinosaurs as predating human
beings. So they opened their own Crea-
tionist Adventure Land, in which dino-
saurs are shown to have been created
on the sixth day of creation. Souvenirs
include fishy T-shirts, depicting Dar-
win at the moment of being engorged by
Truth. The struggle between God and the
forces of mammon goes on in the Park
office as well as in the grounds. The taxa-
tion people came calling to scize docu-
ments. They claimed that the Park had
paid no taxes. The park owners retorted
that churches owed no taxcs.

&

\

Elcetion fever and the polls threaten. Polls
come from an old English word, referring
to the human head. Governments have
always liked hcads. They counted heads

for taxation purposes, and morc recently
have supplied talking versions for tel-
evision. As onc of the major functions
of governments has been to decide who
should lose their heads, polling appropri-
atcly embraces such apparently unrelated
activitics as cutting off the tops of trees
and removing horns from cattle.

Polling is now done by pollsters,
whose particular skill is to ask inanc
questions at considerable length with
the goal of turning people into headless
chooks. As is well known, parrots
also commonly named polly. This has
been said to refer to the more primitive
practicc of politicians speaking repeat-
cdly about what they have been told,
rather than, as in contemporary practice,
ensuring that they were not told at all.
This derivation, howcver, is false. Polly
is derived trom Moll, a diminutive fo
of Mary. (Sce Gangster’'s Moll, Bloody
Mary, ctc.)

Here’s your chance to support the people
of Guatemala at the Third Annual Latino
Charity Ficsta and get your dancin’ shocs
on. Cardinal Oscar Rodriquez will make a
special guest appearance to support Mis-
sion Quetzal in Guatemala. Much needed
funds will go towards scholarships for
students at the Quiche Technological
Institute. The institute caters for the
indigenous Mayan pop  tion by provid-
ing tecchnological and civie cducation.

Saturday, 28 August 2004
Viva Cabaret
Level 1, 231 Smith St., Fitzroy

The fiesta starts at 7pm with Str
Latin Dance Class with choreograp
Christian [chorcographer of the ‘El Tango
De Roxanne’ scene in the film Moulin
Rouge).

Adults $35, concession $30. Book
at VIVA Cabarct on 03 9415 8166 or at
missionquetzal@hotmail.com or cont t
Paolo on 0417 301 154.






Clinton, he embodics the American dream.
Powell’s career continued on its upward
trajectory until the Irag war.

In a cabincet largely dominated by nco-
conservatives, Powcell was an
choice. His selection was reflective of the
high esteem Powell is held in by many in
Washington. His namc gave Bush’s cabinet
an air of credibility and prestige. Unlike
others in the Bush administration Powell
served in Vietnam—and won a Bronze Star
and Purple Heart for his service. Powell has
opposed most American military adven-
tures. This 1s not because he is a peacenik
but he argued that in most conflicts there
were ‘unclear purposes” with no clear ‘exit
strategy’. These are the lessons he learnt
from Vietnam. Not that American power
is inhcerently evil—a conclusion that many
deduced from Vietnam—Dbut rather that
Amecrican powcer should be used in a scru-
pulously calculating way. It is somewhat
surprising then that he became a public
face for the war by going to the UN.

Some have guestioned why Powell
went to the UNL In light of his 35-year
carcer in the armv—where there is no
hi 1 good than loyalty—it is morc than
understandable. Pow
loyalty to his supcrior. Apparently, Bush
never asked Powell explicitly what he
thought of going to war. As a loyal dep-
uty Powell never volunteered an opinion.
Privately, he was more questioning. ‘You
break it, you own it,” he told Bush and
Cheney with regard to Trag. A statement
that is only beginning to resonate in for-
cign policy circles at the White House.

Since the cocktail party in April 2003
Powell has been brought in from the cold.
Howecever, his
nished. Powell’s visit to the UN to present
what always appcared questionable cvi-
dence was done at great political risk to his
carcer. Before this time, Powell was widcely
respected in Washington and around the
world. Powell’s original stance cautioning
enthusiasts has been validated by recent
cvents, The Defense Department  are
becoming increasingly aware of their limi-
tations. While it may be able to win wars
it is unable to win peace—something Sce-
retary Powell’s department is much better
cquipped for. It Vietnam taught the US one
thing it is the limitations of military force.

Whether Powell will be re-appointed
or retire—resigning would damage the
Bush administration—is yet to be scen.
Regardless of this, Powell is unlikely ever

unusual

showed a soldiers’

reputation has been  tar-
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to cnjoy again the high csteem in which
he was held before the Irag war. Perhaps
against his better judgment, Powell hung
his carcer on a politically risky war. For
this he has paid dearly.

—Aaron Martin

R T T O R

ARELY A WEEK after our Mary became
the future Queen of Denmark, Spain cel-
ebrated its own royal wedding amid much
pomp and ccremony. Like Denmark's
king-in-waiting, the next Spanish mon-
arch, Felipe, married a commoner. In a
further departure from royal tradition, the
new princess had been married before. The
marriage of the prince to Letizia Ortiz, for-
merly a reporter in Iraq and co-presenter of
TV Espana’s nightly news program, caught
the nation by surprise after a sceret court-
ship.

As if that weren’t sufficient intrigue,
Felipe had once before been denied per-
mission to marry the woman of his choice.
Back in 1989, Felipe began to date Isabel
Satorius, a woman of aristocratic blood
whose mother had been twice-divoreed.
Traditionalists pointed to the Spani
royal family’s historical requirement {more
a convention than a written rule, originat-
ing in the 18th century) that any future
monarch must renounce his right to the
throne should he choose to marry a com-
moner. More importantly at the time,
reports circulated that Felipe's parents,
King Juan Carlos 1 and Qucen Sofia, dis-
approved of the union although their rea-
sons were never made public nor was their
opposition officially confirmed. The  ost
informed speculation suggested that Isa-
bel’s divorced mother was the stumbling

block. Whatever the reasons, the relation-
ship floundered on the impossibility of its
continuation in 1993.

This time
suggested that Felipe issucd his parents
with an ultimatum: let him marry Letizia
or he would renounce the throne of Spain.

Even now with the union granted royal
blessing and having passced without nota-
ble dissent, the couple retain the power
to capture the public’s attention. This
partly because after its surprise clection
in March, the government of Jos¢ Luis
Rodriguez Zapatero announced a major
departure from traditional royal practice:
the first-born child of Felipe and Leti
will be considered the heir to the throne,
irrespective of gender.

Aside from such arcanc arguments of
succession and the right of a future king
to choosc his partner, there is a serious
side to the issue of the monarchy in Spain.
Polls consistently show that up to 80 per
cent of the Spanish population consider
the monarchy to be an
And yet, among the many Spaniards who
consider themselves nominally rep
most don’t pursuc anything beyond vague
cxpressions of opinion. An often heard
refrain describing the royal tamily is that
‘they don’t bother anyone’. That's a lot
casicr to say in Spain than it is in England,
where the royal family represents twice the
cost to the public purse than their Spanish
counterparts; there is no royal court in
Spain beyond the king’s immediate family.
Spain also has no tabloid newspapers and
othcr media widely observe the taboo

around, palace  sources

anachronism.

ican,

not to intrude into the private lives of
the royals, thereby avo
which have dogged  » Windsors and so
tarnished their reputation.

Further, there is a strong sense that
the Spanish royal family has proved its
worth. The current king's father was L
ished from the throne by General Franco
and lived out his life in exile. Six years
before Franco’s death in 1975, Spain’s dic-
tator anointed Juan Carlos as his success
In the hands of the young prince, Franco
could, it scems, rest assured that his legacy
would be protected. Juan Carlos had been
groomed from an carly age by Franco who
chosc the prinee’s cducation and acted as
his mentor in affairs of state.

When Franco died, Juan Carlos tound
himsclf in an invidious position. [
ing over the nation’s iti tod
racy, he was deeply s isted beca t

ng the scandals

continued on page 12



HE TIMELESSNESS OF GREAT ART is not just a matter of it still
being around every time you happen to look. It’s also that the
work, whatever it is, and no matter how venerable, strikes you
suddenly with a pointed and surprising contemporary import.

Take Dante, for instance: ‘Midway along the journey of our
life/T woke to find mysclf in a dark wood/for I had wandered off
from the straight path’. Rich with metaphoric reverberations
certainly, but in its third line this famous opening of Canto 1
of The Inferno uncannily prefigures the modern Italian motor-
ist. He drives as if he has just woken up, he spears towards any
daylight between cars as if he’s emerging gratefully from a dark
wood, and exhibits an exultant penchant for wandering from the
straight path. But wait, I am ahead of mysclf ...

It is a shining May morning in the small southern Italian
fishing village of Santa Maria di Castellabate—a region more
or less despised by sophisticated Bolognese, Milanese and
Venctians, and probably unimaginable to the exiled Florentine,
Dante. Such northern loftiness, however, neither impresses
nor concerns me. From where [ am sitting, which is in the sun
outside a bar by the beach, life in Santa Maria looks hard to beat,
rough hewn though it may be here and there.

I've been in the village long cnough to know the bar staff,
Maria, Teresa and Costabile; and Angelina at the Pancteria, who
advises me on the day’s bread; the swarthy, unshaven blokes
who, from the bhack of their trucks, sell their sturdy vegetables,
dug that morning, the carth still clinging to the roots; Guido
at the Pesceria who likes to talk about Australian fish; and
Massimo, sitting in the sun on the steps of his Salone, where
[ have my hair cut—una spuntating, non troppo corto—an in-
struction which never ceases to amuse him: ‘Just a treem,” he
tries in English, ‘non too shorta.’

This morning every one is out talking and bustling and call-
ing across the narrow, pedestrians-only street, because spring—Ia
primavera—has settled in.

Springtime—which in Australian lore ‘brings on the
shearing’, and in England was oncce the ‘only pretty ring time’
and induced outhreaks of ‘hey nonny no’ and other medicval
cjaculations—still loosens inhibitions and changes stodgy rou-
tines. People don’t go on pilgrimages any more, but the gusts
of new perfumes, the sudden warmth of the air, the seductive
budding and leafing, the wanton and suggestive profusions
induce Londoners, for cxample, to take their pints and stand in
groups on the footpaths outside the pubs. In Paris, these vernal
vibrations bring beautiful young couples on to the streets like
colourful teams bursting on to green ovals. And in Italy, drivers
wind down the windows of their cars and hang the left arm out

Inferno bound

to feel the rushing air.

Trailing along behind and already insccure about be-
ing on the wrong side, the cautious foreign tourist takes this
quixotic salute to mean that a left turn may be imminent,
but not inevitable. Well, the driver may be going to turn.
Or he may be rejoicing in the warm air. Or he may be about

to add a cigarette butt to the dance of spring. But let's
not complicate things.

EPENDING ON YOUR MOOD, general state of health and
temperamental equilibrium, driving in Italy is a grand adventure
no matter what the season, a nerve-wracking test of courage,
wits and imagination. Which brings me back to Dante.

[talian drivers do not ‘wander from the straight path’ be-
causc they are suicidal, although it can sometimes look that
way. On the contrary, they are often joyous, full of life. A zest, a
sense of enormous possibility scems to engulf the Ttalian male
when he settles behind the wheel. Even the mundane and often
infuriating husiness of parking is carriced out with an inventive-
ness and clan worthicr of higher tasks, which is why so many
cars appear to have been abandoned not parked, not angled into
a gap, but tlung there.

Obscrving at the head of a crocodiling convoy of cars three
semi-trailers, two international tour buses and a swaying truck-
load of hay, your red-blooded Iralian docs not sigh, swcear or
resign himseclf in the Anglo-Saxon manner. He sces a challenge
and begins a long series of experimental swoops over to the op-
posite side of the road looking for a break, tucking himsclf back
into line if a head-on collision looms. Much of this will be done
one-handed (the left arm is cleaving the breeze, remember) and
in the midst of animated conversation intermittently requiring
gestures with the other hand. As Dante puts it in the last stanza
of Canto VI, lines 112-113, ‘We circled round that curving road
while talking/of more than I shall mention at ¢his time .../

And so, when spring came to Santa Maria di Castcllabate,
and the fishing boats threaded their wakes into the blue waters
and the nets were run out and the Saturday market started up
again and the young men took to their cars and Vespas on the
narrow sun-drenched roads, ‘a demon taking posscssion of the
hody/controlling its manocuvres’ (Canto XXX, lines 130-1311,
I lefe my car in its garage, lay on the beach and read Dante, en-
joying, even that tar south of his beloved Florence, ‘the lovelv
things the heavens hold’ (Canto XXXIV, line 138).

Brian Matthews is a Distinguished Visiting Professor at Victoria
University.
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Congc compounds

N INTEGRAL PART OF SCIENCE is detecting hitherto unforscen conncections.
The path of rescarch is not straightforward. There are often twists, forks and junc-
tions along the way. While working on a couple of stories at La Trobe University,
Archimedes was struck by the connections which can lead to significant outcomes
in research. Then the storics merged ...

The first story  :gins when Lorenz Gran, a Norwegian doctor working with the
Red Cross in the Congo in the 1960s, observed a tendency for the contractions of
women in labour to accelerate after being visited by relatives. He soon tracked down
the cause—a traditional medicinal tea brewed from a local weedy plant smuggled into
the women. On his return to Norway, Gran extracted the active ingredient. It was
a small protein, but he was unable to unscramblc its structure. Twenty years later,
Prof David Craik, now at the Institute for Molccular Bioscience at the University of
Queensland, usced nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR] to solve the problem.

Craik found a complete ring of about 30 amino acids, tied into a pretzel-shaped
knot by cross linkages between sulphur atoms. He named the compounds cyclo-
tides. Not only is their structure tiny for a protein, it is also exceptionally stable
and resists boiling. So, Craik rcasoned, they could pass through the digestive system
without being broken down. Yet they were so small, they should be easily absorbed.
In short they could form a uscful platform for oral drug delivery.

Concurrently, cyclotide compounds were found to be widespread in plants
though their natural fi  ction was a mystery. ‘We thought anything produced in
such abundancc in leaves—where yo  zet 20 to 30 different types produced by one
plant—probably had something to do with plant defence’, said Dr Marilyn Anderson
of the La Trobe Department of Biochemistry. She was right. When Anderson and her
research team fed a dict containing the compounds to an important pest of cotton
and corn, the insccts did not grow, and nearly half died within a fortnight of hatch-
ing, leading to the possibility of a new class of insecticides.

But there’s another strange link—multiple sclerosis. MS is a degenerative dis-
casc of the nerves the spinal cord and brain that, since the eradication of polio, is
the most common cause of paralysis in Western countries. La Trobe has a research
group working in the arca, headed by  -of Claude Bernard.

Until recently. MS was thought to be associated solely with inflammation of
the fatty (myelin)  zath surrounding the spinal nerves. Following recent work in
the US and at La Trobe, many neuroscientists now belicve the condition actually
involves damage to the nerves themselves.

Now, the La Trobe group has published evidence in British journal Nature Neu-
roscience establishing a link in mice between an MS-like condition and nerve dam-
age, providing pose  ilities for treating MS by applying new techniques for repairing
spinal cord injury.

The connection to the cyclotides? Professors Craik and Bernard are now explor-
ing the potential of the protein from - plant in central Africa to trcat MS.

These stories provide support for open access to scientific knowledge. How else
can rescarchers become aware of obscure medicinal plants in the Congo? Today,
commercial and security interests restrict the flow of scientific information. The
end result could be to choke the life blood out of science.

Tim Thwaites is a freelance scicnce writer
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his ties to the former regime. It transpired
that the king had been sccretly cultivating
contacts with the clandestine democratic
opposition cven hefore Franco died. A suc-
cessful transition to democratic rule cle-
vated the king’s reputation but it was not
until 1981 that the king won over most of
his detractors.

On 23 February of that year, disaffected
soldicrs scized the fledgling national par-
liament during a dcbate which was being
broadcast live on national radio. Spaniards
listened with horror as gunshots rang out
and the broadcast was cut. Tanks rolled onto
the streets of Valencia where an army divi-
sion announced its support for the co
Spaniards still talk of their dark fears on that
day, certain that the dictatorship would soon
he returning,

And yet it was also the day when Span-
iards would lcarn the resilience of their
young democracy. While the nation fretted
and children were kept home from school,
King Juan Carlos appeared on national tel-
cvision to deny that the coup leaders had his
support and to call for a return to barracks.
By his side was the young Felipe.

The king's orders were obeyed and, since
that time, the Spanish monarchy has been
viewed by many as the institution which
safcguarded democracy in Spain. Although
some analysts claim that Juan Carlos did
not, in reality, act as decisively or as quickly
as he would like to suggest, there is little if
any active opposition to the monarchy.

Therc is, of course, a sense in which the
monarchy has also scrved a hugely sym-
bolic role in recent days. In the aftermath
of the 11 March bombings in Madrid, the
royals were at the hospitals comfort
the sick and gricving, while at the memo-
rial scrvice to honour the dead, the family
broke with protocol to greet each of
mourners in person.

The terrible events of March, some ana-
lysts have suggested, caused the wedding
celebrations to be more muted than normal.
But perhaps only a royal wedding could have
prompted the headline in the left-leaning El
Pais newspaper on the day of the wedding:
‘Madrid smiles again.’

—Anthony Ham

This month'’s contributors: Peter Pierce is
Professor of Australian Literaturc at James
Cook University, Cairns; Aaron Martin is
completing his honours in international
relations at Mclbourne University; Anth
Ham is a freelance writer living in Madrid.



Today’s religion

HAT SHAPE 1S MODERN WESTERN CULTURE in today? The 20th century
confronts us with both the grandeur and the misery of modernity—in the United
Nations Declaration of Human Rights and Auschwitz to name just two events.
But how arc we to account for modernity as a whole? This is an important
question for theology, since faithfully proclaiming the Gospel presumes an
insightful understanding of the culture it addresses. Many interpreters of
Western culture fall into what Canadian philosopher Charles Taylor calls the
booster/knocker polarity. The ‘knockers’ of modern culture argue that with the
Enlightenment people have lost their faith and as a result Western culture is in
decline. ‘Boosters’ argue that through the Enlightenment, the rise of science and
reason has enabled moderns to free themselves from their illusions about a god
in order to become who they truly are: a free, self-determining people.

Although both boosters and knockers provide some pieces of the puzzle,
neither view adequately accounts for modern Western culture. This is not
simply a matter of balance—of taking ncither an overly optimistic nor an
excessively pessimistic stance—but rather a question of what constitutes an
adequate understanding of cultural change. Both boosters and knockers offer
acultural understandings of modernity; ncither accounts for the massive
cultural shift of the last few centuries, which has often been powered by
Christian understandings and practices.

Earlier this yecar, in Modern Social Imaginaries (Duke University Press),
Taylor published his account of how we have arrived where we are. He argues
that ‘central to Western modernity is a new conception of the moral order of
society’, which originated in the minds of thinkers like Grotius and Locke, and
grew to influence whole stratas of socicty until it has become the background
understanding of modernity.

Taylor describes this modern moral order as ‘the socicty of mutual ben-
cfit’. The idea is that you and I go about our lives as bakers, bankers or priests,
and fulfilling our own sensc of sclf redounds to the good of all, with plentiful
bread, money or spiritual blessings. His argument is that this understanding
undergirds the institutions and practices of our culture. The key institutions
discussed are: the rise of the modern cconomy, the public sphere and popular
sovercignty. In this accessible and thought-provoking book, Taylor analyses the
formation of these institutions.

Taylor’s account of modernity is both incisive and deeply sympathetic. There
is no hyperbole here, which is a significant gain since some theological readings
of modernity reveal more about the theological method adopted than the culture
in which we live. His reading enables Christians to avoid the untenable position
of accepting some of modernity’s gains—for ¢xample, human rights—and recog-
nising their significance, while condemning the whole movement of thought and
practice that brought them about. At the same time, Taylor secs a strong place for
God in modern secular culture: ‘God’s will can still be very present to us in the
design of things, in cosmos, state, and personal life.

James McEvoy tcaches at Catholic Theological College, Adelaide.
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decision after another, that we weren't
going to stand around any longer complain-
ing about what we were doing to nature
but, instead, try to do something about it.
Midnight Oil started to do benefits for
Greenpeace and other organisations on
issucs such as protection for the Antarc-
tic and whales in the late 1970s and carly
1980s. Therce was a link between the work
the band was doing and its involvement
in anti-nuclear campaigns and

support for the Rainbow Warrior.

ARRETT STOOD FOR the Senate as a
Nuclear Disarmament Party candidate in
1984 and although he was not clected he
says the backing of green activists meant
it was a tremendously successful public
campaign in terms of awareness-raising.
He says he was happy to act as a public
speaker on environmental issues in Tas-
mania until his ‘usc-by date’ ran out.

‘1 thought it would be an occasional
thing but I found mysclf getting drawn
into the Lemonthyme campaign to the
extent that eventually T accepted the invi-
tation to become ACF President in 1989.

He returned to the position for a sec-
ond term because he believed Australia’s
environment had deteriorated rapidly in
the five years sincce he’d left, particularly
with the Howard Government’s ‘totally
inadcquate response to the worsening
problems’.

‘It’s a question of whether you buy into
the myth of continuing cconomic growth
and a wonderful future made out of ever-
increasing piles of concrete. We've never
bought into it. That’s not to say we're
nihilists, but we think sustainability is a
scensible word with a lot going for it and
it certainly offers more potential for crea-
tive, meaningful human endeavour than
unrestrained global growth.’

Garrett cites the campaign in 1989 to
save Jervis Bay from becoming a major
naval installation, as a model for envi-
ronmentalists. The campaign  involved
local people, including Aboriginal groups,
working and middle-class Sydneysiders
with weekenders in the arca, and national
organisations.

‘It was a multi-dimensional campaign.
1 didn’t have any personal attachment to
Jervis Bay but I'd been there, surfed along
the coast, and I thought the idea of a whole
Navy infrastructure, with bomb storage
facilitics and a six-lanc highway fairly
obscene, and that it should be countered

on the grounds of ccological, cultural and
recrcational value.

‘Australia is a broadly middle-class
country. One of its tragedies is that we
haven’t secured agreement from the politi-
cal parties to meaningfully look after the
natural ecosystems. We've achieved a very
qualified pale green approach, a problem
compounded by living in a poll-driven sys-
tem within the context of a scientifically-
unarguable decline in the environment,
such as in the state of the rivers.

‘Humans have always modified in some
way their indigenous environment so to
some extent the idea of a pure wilderness
is a myth. Nevertheless the qualities inher-
ent in nature—acsthetic, coherent and
productive qualitiecs—have been basic in
forming human society and if we do away
with that, we're cffectively consigning our-
selves to a nasty, brutish future.

‘There are significant rcasons why we
nced to care for the environment. Never
mind how many satcllites we have in
space, earth is the only fertile planet we
know of and its fertility is not in a fixed
statc and we're hacking off our own limbs
when we hack into the carth. So it has a
cosmological or spiritual component to
it. People are happier and feel in control
when they're inhabiting a natural cnvi-
ronment: I don’t mean living in caves; 1
mean streets with trees putting out some
oxygen to feed the brain.’

But how do you get through to the
numbers men who make things work?

‘You get through by doing what you
can within your own sphere of intluence
in your own environment in your way
with your own skills ... And you don’t give
in. Individual citizens join up with other
individual citizens and create movements
and movements create change.

‘We have to live in balance with the
carth, We're torn between sensing this is
truc and the idea that the consumerist
drcam is going to make the nation great.
It hasn’t quite happened yet but society is
changing.

‘The signs of it arc that there was
no shortage of cnvironmental dialogue
over the first 50 years of Federation but
there was little represented in the public
domain. Now we've got environmental
programs on radio and television, in pri-
vate and public organisations, at local,
statc and federal levels of government.”’

A pragmatist, Garrett brings esoteric
theory down to carth.

‘It’s a mistake to think Australians are
not a spiritual pcople, that their spiritual-
ity is not bound up with the land and the
natural environment. Pcople still rate
national parles and a holiday in a beautiful,
green, unspoilt place as highly valuable.
It's difficult to make simple statements
about the complex responses people who
live in urban environments have because
we're all faced with the way the world is
and have to make the best of it. But all
of us have the capacity to choose those
things we value.’

Garrett secs an overland family trips
during the summer holidays, as a big part
of the Australian psyche.

‘Where I part ways with some environ-
mentalists is that T have ncver taken the
view that humans arc the blight of the
carth ... we're giving the carth a beating,

but we're also going to be the
ones that fix it up.

‘1
HATE THE HYPOCRISY of governments

paying lip service to the environment—in
making promiscs and then not keeping
them. The Natural Heritage Trust
program that came about as result of the
sale of Telstra was clearly a political way
of buying off the green vote. The Howard
Government had a great responsibility to
ensure that those monies went towards
real and significant environmental repair,
and quite clearly that didn’t happen.”

Garrett has a great admiration for
the late Nugget Coombs for his scrvice
to Australians in economics and admin-
istration, particularly to ‘the original
Australians’ in the latter part of his life.

In 1992 Garrett gave a lecture on
Coombs’ life, referring to his modesty,
and the regard in which he was held by
leaders on both sides of politics, from
Menzies to Whitlam. He saw Coombs
as a public servant and adviser who was
prepared to speak his mind without fear or
tavour, citing his term as President of the
ACEF (1978-1980) as a period when it was
unified and productive, and increased its
‘commitment to Aboriginal land rights’.

Clearly, for Garrett environmental and
social issucs are bound together. And for
light relicf there’s always some hard rock
music in the background.

Dr Christine Williams, is a Sydney-based
lecturer and writer. She is currently work-
ing on a book on environmentalists,
cvwilliams@ozemail.com.au.
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Good advice, falling on deaf ears?

N THESE STRANGE HOWARD years
where policy failures prevail, we have
become used to the sidelining of wisdom
and cxperience of people like Malcolm
Frascr, Paul Kcating, former Department
of Forcign Affairs and Trade (DFAT  cad
Richard Woolcott, and former Chicef ot the
Geo  ral Staff Peter Gration.

A less well-known case is Professor
Ross Garnaut, author of The East Asian
Ascendancy and visionary architect of
the 1980s-1990s Hawke—Kcating strategy
which locked Australia securcly into the
cast Asian cconomic miracle.

Garnaut is still a person of high stand-
ing in Asia, cspecially in China, and an
ANU cconomics professor with a string
of dircctorships. But these days he spends
more time than he should working on his
farm ncar Canberra. So far as the present
government and DFAT are concerned, he
is pretty much old news.

Car ut testifiecd two months ago
as a private citizen ({(also representing
Bill Carmichacl, tormer Chairman of
the Industries Assistance Commission)
before the Joint Parliamentary Standing

Committee on Treatics under its
Australia-United  States  Frce  Trade
Agrecement (FTA) reference. His  testi-

mony on 3 May and supporting written
submissions were the most substantive
arguments yet presented, from an overall
nation interest viewpoint, against this
pri sed FTA.
1c Committee completed 11 public
hearings on 14 May and was duc to report
to Parliament by 23 June. It is not clear
what impact Garnaut’s testimony, under-
reported in national media, may have.
Garnaut’s testimony was important,
discomfiting and sad. During the period of
the Howard Government there has been
such a loss of Austr s formerly for-
midable expertise in international trade
negotiations, that Garnaut, a committed
trade multilateralist, basically had to
guide members of the committee through
Intcrnational Economics 101. He intro-
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duced the written submission thus:

We [Garnaut and Carmichacl] write as
two Australians who have had substantial
involvement in Australia’s trade liber-
alisation and in international discussion
of trade policy. An important lesson of our
experience is that the domestic process
through which trade liberalisation is dis-
cussed and trade policy decisions are taken
is critical to progress in liberalising world
trade. Disinterested analysis and wide dis-
semination of information about the costs
of protection was a critical clement in
persuading Australians that reducing our
harriers was in our own interest.

Four years ago, when the idea of an
Australia-US FTA was first mooted,
Garnaut [Straw Polls, Paper Money by
David Love, Viking, 2001) warned qui-
ctly that it raised real questions about
Australia’s continued progress towards
living in a productive relationship with
its east Asian cnvironment. He said that
talk of a discriminatory FTA with the US
was damaging. It could not be agrec  to
without significant concession, becausc
the US was just not in a position to accept
tfree trade in agriculture. But the fact that
it was being discussed at all would nega-
tively affect perceptions of Australia in
Asia, at a time of the alrcady dam:
‘deputy sheriff’ affair. Talk of discrin
tory free trade with the US compounded
cemerging problems for Australia in cast
Asia, placing at risk important goodwill.

In his understated way, Garnaut sug-
gested to Love that “we had put a lot of
ctfort into building something that was
a bit different in Australia’. Deeper iden-
tification with America would change
many of the things we liked about being
Australian. At best, we would become
sccond-rate  Americans. Breakdown in
rclations with other Asian countries [in
2000, Australia’s relations with Indonesia

and Malaysia were glacial] would !
back into Australian f¢ 1 1er
ing an orientation towards the US. ;

would reinforce adverse perceptions of
Australia in Asia. Through such a circular
process, Australian sovercignty would be
diminished.

These were accurate  predictions,
well  before  the  artificially  confected
Tampa border  sccurity  crisis,  the

attacks of September 11 and Bali, and
Australia’s inscrtion into the
US-led invasion of Iraq.

ARNAUT STUCK S TRICTLY tO cconom-
ics in his 3 May committee testimony.
In summary, he debunked
claiming $5.6 billion annual benefits to
Australia after a ten year period. Fully $4
billion of this was an cstimated benefit
from ¢ FTA granting preferential higher
exemption limits to US-sourced invest-
ments, under Australia’s foreign invest-
ment review mechanism. If that were the
nature of the main benetit, a much greater
benefit—up to $30 billion—would come
from raising the exemption limit of the
Foreign Investment Review Board for all
investment-source countrics, or simply
abolishing the Board.

The remaining $1 billion of claimed
trade benefits was similarly specious. The
report on which the government relied-—
hastily amended after the US finally ruled
out Australia’s anticipated trade creation
gains from improved access to US sugar,
beef and dairy markets—actually showed
in its data tables that under the final FTA,
trade diversion cffects {bad) would exceed
trade creation effects [good).

To explain, trade diversion is when
Australia, under pressurc of a preferential
tariff, buys a higher-cost Toyota from 1
US instead of a lower-cost same-model
Toyota from Asia. Trade creation is when
a new US market is opened such as that
for Australian sugar. If trade divers:
outweighs trade creation, the long-term
dynamic cffect on Australia’s economic
welfare is also negative.

C 1t concluded that, judged as a
bilateral trade deal, the FTA had approxi-

estimates




mately zero net bencefit to Australia. The
economic modelling on which the govern-
ment relied had failed to pass ‘the laugh
test’; an economic model that would not
make an economist who knows the real
world laugh.

His political economy analysis was
even more arresting. In terms of the
multilateral trade negotiating  process,
this FTA sent all the wrong signals to
Asia. Having accepted US exclusion of
Australian sugar and disappointing beef
and dairy outcomes, Australia in future
bilatcral negotiations with large Asian
countrics has no argument against them
excluding industries they may wish to
protect. Australia had sacrificed an impor-
tant negotiating position here.

This FTA also scnt a strong signal
to the world that the multilateral Doha
Round approach to international trade
liberalisation was losing ground to bilat-
eral FTA approaches. This has alrcady
influcnced the negotiating stance  of
other major players. Over the past four
years, Japan and China have moved away
from their previously preferred multi-
lateral approach in favour of a regional
bilatcral approach. Australia has helped
drive this.

This was the heart of Garnaut’s
argument. He pointed out that the ecast
Asian trading region had alrcady factored
Australia’s four-year push for a discrimi-
natory FTA with the US into its own
trade policy development settings. The
development of an east Asian economic
community that excluded Australia was
already well underway. For example, tariff
preferences now being given by east Asian
countries to south cast Asian palm oil,
tropical fruit and vegetable producers arc
already disadvantaging Australia’s com-
peting cxport products including canola
oil. If Australia is to preference Toyota
cars made in the US over Toyota cars
madc in Asia, why should Asian countries
not do the same to Australian exports?

Garnaut said that there is already a
process of withdrawal into discriminatory
regional trade blocs. Australia as a world
trader will be the loser,

Garnaut suggested respectfully that
ten or cleven days of parliamentary
committee hecarings could not replace
a thorough professional examination in
the Productivity Commission of the net
benefits and costs to Australia of the pro-
posed FTA. The data provided by DFAT

was inadequate. Insufficient credence had
been given to the consumer intcerest and
the gencral national cconomic interest.
The process unduly weighted the voice of
producers and exporters. {The Australian
FTA ncgotiating tcam included the main
producer and exporter groups, and the
bulk of submissions and testimonics to

the committee came from such groups.)
Garnaut argucd that there was no need
for Australia to rush its decision process
before the Australian clection, as the
US legislature was unlikely to fast-track
the FTA before the US presidential elec-
tion in November. In this, Garnaut may
be wrong. It looks now as if the Bush
administration may try to rush the deal
through the US Congress. This may be
Bush’ s reward to Howard for Australia’s
participation in Iraq. It may help
Howard’s re-election chances if he can
convince Australian electors that the FTA
will benefit Australia, though

this is still a big ‘if’.

ARNAUT MIGHT HAVE alluded in his
testimony (but did not) to a well-sourced
story by Christine Wallace, ‘Bush rebuff
stunned negotiators’, (The Australian,
25 Fcbruary 2004). Wallace reported that
the Prime Minister {on broad political
grounds) over-ruled the recommendation
of Australia’s professional trade negotiat-
ing team led by Trade Minister Mark
Vaile, who wanted to walk away from
the final decal offered by the US team.
Wallace’s story, which has not been offi-
cially denied, will be a reference point for
future Australian historians.

Recently in Washington, US chief
trade negotiator Robert Zoellick praised
this deal in terms of its long-term export
market-opening benefits to the US
cconomy. This ought give Australian
legislators pause.

Many  Australian  commentators
opposed to this FTA have noted the
inclusion of obligatory review and
appeal procedures (which have hitherto
been subject to Australian sovereign
policy choice} like our pharmaceutical
benefits scheme, quarantine matters,
intellecctual  and  cultural  property,
media ownership, cven riparian water
rights allocation. Everything that bears
potentially on trade may be subject to
review and appeal as part of the process
obligations built into this FTA treaty;,
deep US corporate pockets may thereby

fund strong legal challenges to our social
policies and our sovereignty. Also—and
Garnaut alluded to this—if such issues
become clevated to questions of alliance
solidarity, will Australian governments
have the strength to balance them? Such
has been Canada’s experience of its trade
agrcement with the US—of constant,
wearing-down, US corporate pressure,
backed by US governments.

Paul Kelly in The Australian has sug-
gested that opposition to the FTA comes
from both multilateral free-traders and
from cconomic nationalists. His implica-
tion, if T understood it correctly, was that
this opposition was therchy in some way
weakened because it was sclf-contradic-
tory. Actually, there is no contradiction
between those positions. One may be an
economic nationalist in terms of want-
ing to try to protect Australian owner-
ship and social control over our limited
national resources, and a multilateralist
in sceing the best hope for doing so being
through upholding equitable multilateral
global or regional trade, investment and
environmental protection regimes where

small countries ar¢ not over-
whelmed by large ones.

LET ME GIVE GARNAUT the last word.
When Love asked for the optimum sce-
nario for Australia’s international policy
scttings, Garnaut replied:

Well, the good scenario is the one we
thought we were on. That is, maintaining
a good relationship with the US, remain-
ing in the US alliance, unlike New Zea-
land, but independent of the US; building
a relationship of quality with nations
in Asia—a relationship in which we are
respected, in which we are a participant
in regional affairs.

The question now is, can the
Opposition  partics which have  the
majority in the Senate find the common
resolve to block the legislation necessary
to implement this FTA, until such time
as Australian voters elect a new govern-
ment? It may be a close-run thing. Get
ready for a lot of government spin.

Tony Kevin is a visiting fellow at the
Research School of Pacific and Asian
Studies ANU, and a former Australian
diplomat 1968-98. He is the author of A
certain maritime incident: The sinking of
SIEV X (Scribe, 2004).
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Fature nation

P GARK HAS CHOSEN an auspicious

time for the launch of his latest book
This Country: A reconciled republic? The
Ca launch by Gatiil Djerrkura and
th: ich straddle 3 inc. That date is
sig it for This Country. It was the
datc in 1769 which brought Captain Cook
to the South Seas to observe the transit of
Venus and go on to claim this country—or
at least the castern coast—for the Crown of
Great Britain and Ireland. It is a date that
has some significance for a republic, for it
was on 3 June 1953 that, in this country,
we received reports of the coronation of
Queen Elizabeth 1. Queen Elizabeth and
her heirs and successors ‘in the sovercignty
of the United Kingdom’ are, by force of
the Imperial Commonwealth of Australia
Constitution Act, the monarchs of this
country. And 3 June is significant for recon-
ciliation, for it was on that date in 1992 that
the judgment of the High Court in Mabo v
Queensland [No 2] was published.

But the title of the book does more than
draw attention to a date. It is an evocative
title, challenging us to define our concep-
tions of the placc where we are, the kind
of people we aspire to be and the type of
government we favour.

‘Country’ is a term which resonates with
all Australians. It is, says Mark McKenna ‘a
word that goes deeper than nation.’

Do we love this land? Do we care for
its survival as the inland rivers dry, the old
growth forests arc clear felled and salt rises
as the water table sinks? Is sustainability
the key word in our plans for development
of energy supply, transport, housing and
urbanisation? Country is a term that evokes
warm sentiments in all Australians, but it
does not always translate into action. Tt is a
term which evokes a deeper meaning in the
minds and hearts of Abc  ginal Australians.
It is the term which our Indigenous ¢i  ens
usc to describe the land to which they
belong—not land as an integer of commerce
but land as a source of life. The significance
of country to Aboriginal Australians was
eloquently described by the late Professor
Bill Stanncr in his 1968 Boyer Lectures
‘After 2 Drcaming’:
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When we took what we call ‘land” we took
what to them meant hearth, home, the
source and locus of life, and cverlasting-
ness of spirit. At the same time it left cach
local band bereft of an cssential constant
that made thcir plan and code of living
intclligible. Particular picees of territory,
cach a homeland, formed part of a set of
constants without which no affiliation of
any person to any other person, no link in
the whole network of relationships, no part
of the complex structure of social groups
any longer had all its co-ordinatcs. What 1
describe as ‘homelessness’, then, means that
the Aborigines faced a kind of vertigo in liv-
ing. They had no stablc base of life; every
personal affiliation was lamed; cvery group
structure was put out of kilter; no social
network had a point of fixture left.

This is the legacy of European settle-
ment. There arc now only remote arcas in
which Aboriginal Australians can perform
the ceremonies and discharge the dutics
they owe to their country, and even in
those areas the pervasive culture of the
west has eroded the traditions and imp  ed
the transmission of the sacred stories of
the Dreaming. We cannot contemplate
a future without reconciliation between
Australians of Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander descent and other Australians. As
Sir William Deane observed: ‘Where there
is no room for national pride or national
shame about the past, there can be no
national soul’.

AtFederation and thereafter we boasted
that we had a continent for a nation and a
nation for a continent. We were unique.
We shared no land boundarics; we hi no
divisions of the kind which marked Britain
and Ircland. We achicved our national and
constitutional identity and independ-
ence without rebellion or civil war, The
people of the federating Colonies ‘'hum-
bly rclying on the blessing of Almighty
God, agreed to unite in one indissoluble
Federal Commonwealth under the Crown
of Great Britain and Treland’. We were the
lucky country that enjoyed the blessing of
Almighty God.

The rhetoric  of the time saw
Australians as a mono-cultural, mono-
ethnic community, but thce Aborigi
peoples of Australia were constitutionally
ignored. We did not achicve our natio
and constitutional identity in unity with
our Indigenous people. When we moved
to a national Federation, scctions 25,
51{xxvi} and 127 [* In reckoning the num-
bers of the people ... aboriginal natives
shall not be counted’| of the Constitution
removed Aboriginal  Australians  from
the Constitutional radar screen. And so
it remained until 1967 when e enfran-
chised people of Australia voted to remove
the reference to Aboriginal people in sec-
tion 51{xxvi) and to delete section 127.

What explains this lengthy delay in
recognition? Aboriginal socicty and culture
were, and traditional Aboriginal socicty and
culture are, so different from the society
and the culture of the West that it is not
surprising that it was not understood by
European settlers and, indeed, 1s not well

understood by most of us in the
Western tradition today.

T WAS NOT UNDERSTOOD that Aboriginal
people could share their country but would
never reduce it into exc  ive private pos-
session. In carlier times, if Aboriginal peo-
ple tried to sharc country which had been
granted to Europeans, the Europecans would
treat the Aborigines as trespassers and the
Aborigines would treat the Europeans
usurpers. Contlict was inevitable. Nor v
it understood that Aborigines would allow
others the right to forage over their country,
so it 1s not surprising that they would for-
age for cattle or sheep that were regarded
as the property of Europeans. Nomadic
Aborigines were unlikely to understand the
need for scttlement of an agrarian society.
Nor could an understanding of the social
structure of the two societies be casily
appreciated. A nomadic Aborigine had no
concept of saving possessions; of necessity,
cach day was sufficient for itsclf and so
the Aborigine appeared to be wasteful and
incapable of joining our Western society
in a successful industrial and post-indus-
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On taking to the bed |
_

RIENDS TELL ME TALES: of the woman
in Mayo who took to the bed for three
years, and the man in Donegal who took
to the bed for a year, and the cousin of a
fricnd who takes to the bed every win-
ter when the rains begin. I am reminded
of Darby Ruadh of Aughinish, who took
to his bed for a year for yearning love of
a woman he saw in a river, and of Aoife
of Connacht, who took to her bed for a
year, emerging only to change her step-
children into swans, for which she was
punished by being changed into a gray
vulture, doomed to live on the wing as
long as time endured; which is to say that
she could never take to her bed until the
end of the world, which is a long time to
be deprived of a particularly Irish form of
refuge, retreat, restoration, surrender, defi-
ance, passivity, prayer, and sadness.

In Irish culture, taking to the bed is
not considered cspecially odd. Pecople did
and do it for understandable reasons—ill
licalth, or the black dog, or, most horri-
tyingly, to die during An Gorta Mor, the
great hunger, when whole families took
to their beds to slowly starve. There are
black days upon me every year when I
cannot help but see those families in their
skeletal beds, the wet wind snarling, the
infant boy whimpering, the last moans of
the mother, the father weeping silently,
the daughter staggering up at the last to
fold the arms of her family across their
chests as bony as birds.

So many dead in the bed.

And in our time: [ know a woman who
took to her bed for a week after September
11, and people who have taken to their
beds for days on end to recover from shat-
tered love affairs, the death of a child, a
physical injury that heals far faster than
the psychic wound gaping under it. I've
done it myself twice, once as a youth
and once as a man, the first time in sheer

confusion and the second time to think
through a tottering marriage. Something
about the rectangularity of the bed, per-
haps, or supinity, or silence, or timeless-
ness; for when you are in bed but
not asleep there is no time, as
lovers and insomniacs know.

IHE GREAT AMERICAN SONGWRITER

Brian Wilson famously took to his bed
for three years, as had his hard-fisted
Irish father Murray. The writer Brendan
Behan’s grandmother took to her bed for
three years, sending her son out to the pub
every afternoon for a bucket of porter, and
ruling her clan from the fortress of her
four-poster, dressing every day for visitors,
and finally rising from her bed without
apology or explanation and resuming her
former bipedality. A friend in Mayo tells
me of his friend Annie Mary’s mother,
who took to her bed one day for no reason
anyone could tell, no physical ailment or
complaint did she state, no wound of the
world apparent, and shc stayed so long
abed, years and years, that cventually she
was called the cran, that is the tree, the
rooted one. This was told to me by a man
told it by his cousin who was raised under
thatch four fields away from Annie Mary,
so you may be sure it is true.

I know a man who once took not to the
bed but to the top of a telephone booth,
late in the afternoon, and there he stayed
deep into the night, on the theory, as he
said, that as long he was atop the booth
none of his problems could get at him, no
decisions or mistakes need he make. He
had, as he said, placed himself in paren-
theses amid the sentence of life, and there
he wished to stay for a time, considering
the lilies of the field, how they grow, and
the birds of the air, who did not sow nor
did they reap; which he did, until a police-
man came.

Before the law arrived 1 had been sent
by women to the top of the booth, to
remonstrate and persuade and dissuade,
but after climbing up and listening to my
friend explain himself I felt that he had a
good point, so I clambered back down to
the street. On my way down he leaned
over the edge of the booth and said qui-
etly: Which of you by being anxious can
add one cubit to the span of his life?

A very good question.

Yet, anxious, we take to the bed, sad-
dled by despair and dissonance and disease,
riddled by muddledness and madness, rat-
tled by malaise and misadventure, and in
the ancient culturc of my forebears this
was not so unusual, it happened in every
clan, a brother to the bed or a mother to
the mattress for a day, a week, a month,
a year, three years, the rest of her allotted
days; and ultimately what is there to won-
der at in this? For from the bed we came
and to it we shall return, and our nightly
voyages there arc nutritious and restora-
tive, and we have taken to our beds for a
thousand other reasons, loved and argued
and eaten and seethed there, and sang
and sobbed and suckled, and burned with
fevers and visions and lust, and huddled
and curled and prayed. As children we all,
every one of us, pretended the bed was a
boat; so now, when we are so patently and
persistently and daily at sea, why not seek
a ship?

Brian Doyle is the editor of Portland Mag-
azine at the University of Portland, in
Oregon, and the author most recently of
Leaping, a collection of essays. His work
appears in the Best American Essays
anthologies of 1998, 1999, and 2003. A
collection of his essays about writers and
musicians, Spirited Men, will be pub-
lished in October by Cowley Publications
of Boston.

JULY-AUGUST 2004 EUREKA STREET 47




C

ELBOURNE NOW HAS two major
gallerics—NGV  Australia  and NGV
International, and it’s hard not to smile
when walking out of Flinders Street Station
into a gigantic new arts precinet after doing
without for so long. O brave new world,
that has such buildings in it! As artist
Robert Motherwell onee said, people just
naturally accept modern buildings. The
lan Potter Gallery in Federation Square
opened its doors in 2002 and the public has
been pouring in ever since. The refurbished
NGV International in St Kilda Road finally
recopened in December 2003 to accolades,
and scores have bheen to the Caravaggio
exhibition.

Gerard Vaughan, director and CEO of
the National Gallery of Victoria, must be
one of the busiest people in Australia. Any
drcam of a soul-baring intcraction with Mr
Vaughan was dashed by the circumstances
of the interview. Yes, he could find a window
for me—in the taxi on the way to Sydney
Airport and then suggested T call again afeer
he landed, in the taxi from Tullamarine
to the carpark of the NGV. After serv-
ing as dircctor of the British Muscum
Development Trust in London for five years,
he replaced Timothy Potts as director of
the NGV in 1999, He has shepherded the
Federation Square and St Kilda Road build-
ings into being, both projects of mind-hog-
gling complexity, which were starte by
former Victorian Premicer Jeff Kennett.

T spend a lot of time on external rela-
tions with stakcholders, government rela-
tions, talking to the press and the members
of the NGV. I'm lobbying for money a great
deal of the time, that is very important of
course, and support from the community.
And T have to deal with a lot of straightfor-
ward administrative issucs—not the day-
to-day management, that’s handled by the
chicf of finance and others. And of course |
have excellent professional curatorial staff.
Dealing with issues like conservation of
works and retail operations. Acquisitions
s0me exclting

program—we  have

works coming up. W are getting a sculpture

very
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by Archipenko, among others.”’

Fundraising is part of the duties of a
gallery dircctors, but the rationing is what
makes the difference. The NGV s ofte
mentioned in the same breath as the name
of Melbourne businessman Alfred Felton.
It’s now a hundred years since he died, leav-
ing the then enormous sum of £191,500 to
Victoria’s National Gallery. Felton was
dedicated art collector but his taste was of
its time, running mainly to middle-of-the-
road landscapes. His was one of Mc
great 19th-century success storics. A watch-
maker’s assistant, he emigrated from East
Anglia in the north-west of England during
the Victorian gold-rush ycars and ended up
at the head of a business empire. He believed
in art as a force for good in socicty, and when
he made his will he was farsighted enough
not to place restrictive conditions on the
usc of his moncy. He did stipulate that the
gallery was to keep its purchases, whicl — as
been lucky for the NGV, It now has holi  gs

under the Felton Bequest worth
around $1 billion.

urne’s

HE FELTON BEQUEST Trustees were
always very conscrvative about investiment.
In the ‘60s the international art ma 2t
rocketed while the Australian dollar dipped.
By the mid 70s, it was scen that the Felton
Bequest would be insufficient, and there
was a period of financial doldrums. Premier
Rupert Hamer was a very enlightened man
... |[who was) ahcad of his time. (He) arranged
an annual departmental allocation  from
government funding in order to build up
the Bequest. He had ideas like launching
an cndowment campaign. The aim was to
put them back in the position they were in
30 years (previously), when they could have
anything they wanted.’

‘Anything they wanted’ is an alluring
phrasc: Mclbourne may well be the h e
of the luckiest gallery in the nation. Not all
others have had such a cornucopia of money
and good will.

‘The NGV has one of the world’s
art collections. We would only be a respect-

INg

able provincial art gallery without it. We are
what we are becausc of Alfred Felton’s huge,
amazing gift. And at that point the Victorian
Government bowed out of collections. So
much has been given to us from private ben-
cfactors, not taxpayers” moncey. As a young
boy I was taken to the National Gallery and
[ was inspired by things like the wondertul
Rembrande drawings which the gallery was
able to buy. The income trom the Bequest in
those days also meant that every yvear some-
thing cxciting was being acquired.”

It’s not so much the over  funding that
a gallery reccives, but other factors including
the ratio and history of private and public
funding. From the time of Felton onward
there have been others who have strength-
ened the culture of arts endowment. The
Mycrs, the Murdochs, the Baillicus—
Melbourne’s cultural history has an unbro-
ken chain of the scions of establishment,
deeply involved in the arts. Some galleries
now institute tlagship programs to educate
business leaders in the bencetits of ‘qualita-
tive rather than quantitative returns’ to
justity sponsorship of the arts to sharchold-
ers. In this climate, a gallery’s director has
to maintain complex relationships hetween
the trustees, the funding bodies, public and
private, the community the gallery serves
and the exceedingly volatile fashions and
markcts in art.

Outgoing National
Gallery of Australia, Brian Kennedy, has
likened public art gallerics to sceu
cathedrals, and their CEOs to sccu
archhishops. His style ditfers from Gerard

dircctor of the

Vaughan’s: it’s morc outspoken and specu-
lative, he certainly appears to have attracted
morc than a dircctor’s usual share of strifc.
In  Fcbruary 2003, Kennedy's reported
outhurst at a Scnate cstimates hearing
regarding faults in the air-conditioning
system at the NGA hit the press, as did
controversy about his acquisition of David
Hockney’s $4.6 million A Bigeer Grand
Canyon and Lucian Freud’s $7.4 million
Al . call d

about low statt morale. In carly June, only



























	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45
	Page 46
	Page 47
	Page 48
	Page 49
	Page 50
	Page 51
	Page 52
	Page 53
	Page 54
	Page 55
	Page 56

