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Indonesia
votes

HILE MANY ARE EXPECTING a repeat of the violence that
ousted Suharto from power last year and resulted in around
1,200 dcaths, others are less cautious about Indonesia’s
national election on 7 June. A major tourism operator in the
region has been advertising a special election package. For
US$200 a day all security concerns are taken care of while
you take a ‘close look’ at Indonesian democracy in action.

Tourists travelling through riots in the streets of Jakarta
in hermetically sealed pope-mobiles might add a surreal
quality to the election campaign, but Habibie’s Government
took the threat of election-related violence very scriously by
training 15,000 paramilitaries to work as an anti-riot squad
in Jakarta alone.

Even before the campaign officially began on 19 May
there had been deaths from clashes between rival Muslim
parties during April.

With 48 parties contesting the 462 seats available and
student organisations feeling like political heavyweights after
the impact of their 1998 agitation {on the streets and
pavements around Indonesia’s universities), this campaign
was always going to be rough. It seems inevitable that what
has happened more recently in East Timor, Aceh, Ambon
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HL ESCALATING CRIsIs in East Timor has brought
calls from somc Australian lobby groups for the
Government to exert pressure on Indonesia, to stop
atrocities in East Timor. These calls have bheen
intensifying in frequency and urgency.

It is necessary, howcver, to understand how
complex the East Timor crisis is and how intricately
linked with the wider political situation of
Indonesia—itself a country in major crisis, embarking
on the first relatively free election in 32 years.

Currently, while there is theoretically an
Indonesian Government, in reality there arc several
‘governments’ competing to have their say. President
Habibic may have promisced Prime Minister Howard
that his government would allow an internationally
monitored referendum in the territory, yet the
fulfilment of this promise is not guarantecd. The fact
is, Habibic has little legitimacy and limited currency
as head of the nation. It will depend very much on
who is in government aftcr the June election, and
whether that government can work effectively with
the Armed Forces, the TNI (formerly known by the
acronym ABRI).

Since earlier this year, when President Habibie
indicated that Indonesia would ‘let East Timor
scparate from Indonesia’, and Foreign Minister, Ali
Alatas, was on the record as saying that Indonesia
would give East Timor independence if the East
Timorese retused the autonomy package, ABRI have
been angry. It is common knowledge that a
referendum, if conducted fairly and with international
monitoring, would lcad to independence.

Even General Wiranto, the Armed Forces chief,
is belicved to be reluctant to support the President
and the government factions who support this idea.
He has nonetheless been forced to, becausce they had
to show a unified front to the outside world.

Most opposcd to the idea of East Timor independ-
ence, unfortunately, are the local military brass in East
Timor itself. Somec are local East Timorese, others arc
non-East Timorese. Apart from the fact that they built
their carcers in this territory which to them is a
legitimate Indonesian province, many of thesc
military officers have got coffee plantations or other
properties where they plan to enjoy their retirements.
Independence would eliminate their dream plans and
crase the record of their military achievements as well.
They would come across not only as losers, but as
much-hated villains in the history of independent East
Timor; and in Indoncsian history, it is likely they
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would be dismissed as an cmbarrassment, hence
quickly forgotten.

The second problem is that some East Timorcese
have been benefiting from the Indonesian presence
in the territory. In every occupied land, there are those
who—for reasons pragmatic or otherwisc—work with
the occupying forces. In East Timor, a whole
generation has been educated in the Indonesian
system, under Indonesian rule. For these people, one
major emptoyer has been the regional government,
mecaning the civil service. Those in the private sector
are most likely to have Indonesian or pro-Indoncsian
employers because their capital is closcly linked with
Indonesia. Many work at the properties of Indonesian
military officers. This is where the two problems meet
and become compounded.

Whilce many in the employment ot the regional
government openly or privately express their support
for independence, some prefer the status quo. They
may have done very well in the civil service, and have
a lot to lose if they are seen as rocking the boat.

There are also some who have been made to
believe that if East Timor achieves independence, they
will be the first to be removed, even murdered,
because they would be scen as traitors or collaborators.
Once this fear is instilled the nexte step comes easily:
they can be persuaded that they must kill those who
most likely will kill them. It is probable that they
receive material and training support from the local
military brass who cmploy them and likely—once
they realisc how they can wicld power with the
backing of thesc people—that they will become
intoxicate with an illusion of powcr and the
increasingly real sense of scli-preservation.

Unfortunately they also become further
indebted to those who manipulate them.

NTERNATIONAL OBSERVERS have dismissed these
pro-integrationists as Indoncsia’s puppets. The fact
that many of them arc involved in atrocious acts in
the militia alienates them even further from
international considcration. Unfortunaccly, this only
delivers them more firmly into the hands of those who
oppose East Timor’s independence.

However repellent the thought, however
distasteful the idea, the world nee  to acknowledge
that those pro-integrationists arc real people. A
spokesman for this faction, Basilio Araujo, in an SBS
interview with Mike Carey, and on ABC’s 7.30 Report
with Maxine McKew, said, ‘We want to tell people



that we exist.” They obviously got a clear message
that all international sympathy would be poured to
the pro-independence forces, so their ‘removal’ would
occur without any international fuss.

For reconciliation to be achieved everyone may
have to think again about denying their existence:
they are also part of East Timor. If they are to be
disarmed, by a UN pcace-kecping force or other
combined neutral force, they have to believe that their

~—~

safety is guaranteed. Without this trust, no disarming
can take place effectively. Bishop Belo and the
independence leader Xanana Gusmao have promised
that the worst that can happen to them is that they
will lose their properties, but for true reconciliatier=
trust has to be rebuilt from ground level.

Dewi Anggraeni is a novelist and journalist living in
Mclbourne.
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Higher education
crosses its fingers

HE 1999 BupGeTr 1s cauTtious, which is not
surprising. If the GST or the further Telstra sale is
blocked, the surplus may be needed for the Govern-
ment’s spending program.

The closest to boldness in the initiatives atfecting
the rescarch and university sectors was $614 million
additional funding over five years to medical research,
which will double the base of National Health and
Medical Rescarch Council funding by 2004. About
half of it can be expected to go to universities.

There were no further cuts in university block
funding, as some had feared; none, that is, beyond the
final one per cent tranche of the Vanstone cuts.
However, neither was there any additional support
for wage supplementation. In an enterprise bargaining
environment, with unions sccking significant salary
increases, this is a major problem for university
administrations. Australian institutions arc already
behind their global competition in salary levels and
arc undcr considerable pressure. If competitive salaries
have to be found from within existing resources, the
breadth of operations will incvitably shrink.

$93.3 million additional funding over three years
for rescarch infrastructure looks like a gain. It holds
funding at present levels. However, the current ratio
of rescarch infrastructure funding to grant funding is
26 cents to one dollar. The West report reccommended
40 cents to the dollar as an appropriate level, and the
United Kingdom level is 60 cents to the dollar. With
the agreed levels of grant funding, the Australian ratio
will drop to 21 cents from 2000, putting considerable
pressurc on rescarch infrastructure.

$59.8 million over three years for Strategic
Partnerships with Industry-Rescarch and Training
(SPIRT) Scheme continues the existing program of
support for industry-university collaborative
research at current levels beyond 1999. This
prevents decline but does not add significantly to
current levels.

It is disappointing that the Government has not
recognised that it needs to increase research funding
significantly if Australia is to be in a position to take
advantage of opportunitics in the ‘knowledge
economy’. The chance to benefit from the current
revolutions in information technology and biotech-
nology will be at a maximum over the next few years.
Entering the field later will take greater investment
and the available benefits will be diminished.

Many OECD governments, including the US,
Japan, Germany, UK and Canada, have recognised that
public investment in rescarch is essential for
economic development and are making major new
public investments.

The value of block grants currently available to
universities is effectively 15 per cent less than their
1996 value, due to funding cuts and non-supplemented
wage and salary increases. This has had a negative
effect on the resources available for rescarch and
rescarch training. It makces major new funding
initiatives imperative. ANU's recent paper on the case
for increased investment in basic rescarch found that
in order to keep pace with increased investment in
the UK, for example, an additional $350 million per
year nceds to be spent on basic rescarch alone.

Maybe the Government will address these needs
in coming Budgets. The first Budget of a term is never
a big-spending one. Provided that the GST does not
lead the Government into a double dissolution, it is
likely to see out a full term, given that there are major
celebratory events right through until the end of 2001.
There will then be scope for major funding increases
in the two budgets before the next election.
Universities and other research institutions will have
to press their cases hard, however, if Australia is not
to fall behind.

Deane Terrell is Vice Chancellor of The Australian
National University.

VoLume 9 Numper 5 ¢ EUREKA STREET






Jack Waterford
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T IS ALWAYS A GOOD IDEA to have a
plan B. And even if one does not want to

contemplate having resort to it, or
encourage others to think that it is an
option, it’s not a bad idea to leave enough room to manoeuvre
so that a retreat to plan B cannot be cast as an utter defeat.

It was ever a wonder whether Brian Harradine was going
to support a goods and services tax. He is always cunning with
his vote and frequently leaves people guessing until the last
moment. But the best guide to what he intends to do is what he
has said, and there were indications from the very start that he
had fundamental objections—ones which might not be so strong
were the compensation package to be strengthened, but
formidable nonetheless. The Coalition—John Howard really,
since he took charge of coping with Senator Harradine—always
seemed to assume that ultimately he could be rented or bought.
In doing so, it painted itself into an awful corner, from which it
will be difficult to escape with any great political credit, even
if, ultimately, it ends up with a GST.

John Howard could always have attempted to buy off the
Democrats, but he boxed them out of the action almost as
effectively as they did themselves. The staring down has failed,
and now they are critical to the survival of Howard’s package.
It was a bad strategy anyway, if only because the composition
of the Senate changes next month and he needs to have a modus
vivendi with them.

Howard is immersed in the idea that he showed spectacular
courage in proposing tax reform in the first place, and in taking
it to an election. In his doing so, he gave the absurd impression
that the GST was the cornerstone of all essential economic
reform over the decade—and that it was, for him, the
culmination of a lifetime’s public service. This has made his
failure something of a personal one, in an environment where
he has few friends and admirers even in his own party, and
where he cannot seem to make political headway even in good
economic times and with an Opposition as inept as anything
put up by the Coalition in the 1980s.

Whether, in fact, he can say that the electorate voted for
his GST is in any event moot. First, though he won a mainrity
of seats, he did not win a majority of votes. Secon the
Democrats, who gained seats in the Senate, had always made
clear that they would hold out on indirect taxes on food, and
their doing so may actually have made it easier for voters to go
for the Coalition. Certainly, there is little appetite in the
Coalition for a third election focused on taxation, let alone for
any grandstanding crash-through-or-crash campaign focused on
Senate obstructionism. They won’t want to run the risk of
taking the timing of the next election out of the Prime Minister’s
hands. Whoever the Prime Minister might be.

If Howard were to go, the likely beneficiary would be Peter
Costello, but, were there to be a contest, his detractors would
ask what the debacle has shown about his own capacity to
negotiate change. Peter Costello has a good line of bluster, and
the capacity, like Paul Keating, to seem utterly convinced of

Howard’s high stakes

the truth of whatever Treasury line he is parrotting at the
moment. But he has yet to show anything like the capacity for
wheedling, or for making the best of bad circumstances that
Peter Reith has shown. Moreover, Peter Costello has so far
presided over an economic boom—one that the Treasury scems
to think will go on forever. But if America sneezes, or if anyone
notices how pale and pinched Japan still looks, the fanciful
economic projections and large Budget surpluses could melt
away, Some of the casual Costello boastings from this year’s
Budget have all of the capacity to cause Costello the pain that
bringing home the bacon did for Paul Keating.

Yet there is ample space for negotiation. First, the tax cuts
which were the real selling point of the package do not depend on
GST revenue—they were primarily to be funded from the pro-
jected surpluses. Second, while the loss of food makes a difference
to the GST bottom line, it should, at the end of the day, make less
than a 10 per cent difference. And even that difference should be

reduced by the fact that it makes easier the process of
compensating those who are adversely affected.

ONE OF THE PIECES OF GENIUS in the general tax plan was the
way in which the Federal Government had proposed to make
over GST revenue to the states, giving them a guaranteed
income base against which the Commonwealth would phase
out tied grants. This made even Labor states deeply interested
in the tax. To pull back now, moreover, would involve the
Commonwealth in fresh funding arrangements which could be
ruinous with a GST-style tax. At the time the tax changes were
being planned, the High Court had ruled out a host of state
excise-style taxes, and made it clear that only the Common-
wealth could raise such taxes. The GST solved that problem
an  while serving an important (and desirable) purpose of
generally broadening the whole Australian tax base, had, by
repatriating the money to the states, taken some of the heat
away from the Commonwealth.

There are other aspects of the packages, not least diesel
fuel rebates to rural exporters, which are absolutely critical for
the survival of the Coalition. And, of course, the general surplus
which is supposedly going to be sitting there. The idea that the
Government would consider dropping changes either out of
pique or so as to increase pressure on the Democrats is quite
ludicrous—the Coalition itself would implode first.

So what, if from the Government’s point of view, the
package is no longer pure? It had ceased to be even before the
ink was dry on the proposals, simply because politics is about
making bargains, compromises and keeping the end in view.
Sometimes it is necessary, in the course of seeking those
compromises, to talk tough and pretend that it would be
absolutely impossible to make concessions in a particular area.
But one should choose one’s words carefully, because there is a
real risk, if compromise there must be, that it will be labelled in
exactly the terms by which it has been previously damned. ®

Jack Waterford is editor of the Canberra Times.
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dislikes, surely God is saying ‘Be
united in at least one thing in remem-
brance of Me’

In the small town where I live the
community works co-operatively, en-
joys co-operative recreation and survives
the vicissitudes of scasons, crops, poli-
tics and media’s intrusive wranglings;
but we worship quite separately. Why?

At the grass root level (the lay
level?), there is a stirring which is
lcading to a questioning ... why arc we
worshipping scparately?

[ am certain that God is encourag-
ing people to ask why do we worship
scparately? Perhaps God intends us to
rediscover his Word and in that
discovery tear down physical things
such as churches so that truly sacred
things, common to millions of diverse
groups throughout the world, arc
revealed and the presence of God made
manifest, not hidden by human rituals
and prejudices or within bleak walls
of bricks and stones.

Glen Marshall
Culgoa, VIC

God on whose
side?

From Tom Round

Though I have little sympathy with
cither faction of the Catholic Church
in the current General Absolution
controversy, I still question Andrew
Hamilton’s absolutist conclusion
{‘The Spy Who Didn’t Love Mec/,
Eurcka Street, April 1999) that ‘spy-
ing’'—or what could less judgmentally
be labelled ‘attending a religious
gathering with intent primarily to
observe and report rather than to
worship’—is intrinsece mala.

‘The presence of God demands a
proper reverence with which spying is
incompatible’, says Fr Hamilton. Ah,
yes, but which God? Suppose, for
example, one hears rumours that the
priest/minister/pastor of East Westland
congregation has been preaching White
Christian Identity and delivering
sermons emphasising Noah's curse on
the sons of Ham. What's the preferred
responsc here? Suspend judgment and
ignore the matter entirely? Send a
polite ‘please explain’ letter? Or attend
the serviee wearing buckled black hat
and shoes, carrying a quill pen for your
clipboard, and with a name-tag that
reads ‘Grand Inquisitor, confess to
me'?

Clearly none of these options
would be effective to uncover what
most right-thinking Christians would

agree is a serious heresy that needs to
be dealt with, In this case, it would
seem, the end does justify the means—
you can attend incognito, obscrve,
remember and speak about what
you've seen and heard, and still face
yoursclf in the mirror. So, once again,
an argument of ‘irrespective who's
right and wrong, this side’s methods
arc unacceptable’ really does depend
on who's right and who’s wrong.
Tom Round
Salisbury, VIC

See here

From Fred Bendeich

Recently in our parish, copies were
distributed of a ‘letter from the
Australian Bishops to the Catholic
Pcople of Australia’. The letter claims
to be a response to ‘conflicting reports’
about recent meetings of the Austral-
ian bishops in Rome, and appcears to
have been intended to soothe our
feelings.

It is gratifying to lecarn {from para-
graph 11 that the bishops have finally
acknowledged the existence of, and
condemned, the ‘letter-writing squad’.
It is interesting that it is the Pope
himseclf who is making trouble about
the third Rite or Reconciliation
{paragraph 12)}. But tor the rest, the
letter is quite remarkable in its vague-
ness, and so hardly calculated to
setting our minds at rest.

A mecting was held (paragraph 4)
‘to discuss certain matters concerning
the pastoral situation of the Church
in Australia’. What matters? Were
these the ones mentioned in paragraph
9: ‘understanding of the person of Jesus
Christ, the nature of the Church, the
role of conscience, and various moral
problems’? And if so, what were the
moral questions involved? And what
arc ‘the Dicasteries of the Holy Sec’
(paragraph 5]7 T consulted three
reputable dictionaries: one did not list
‘dicastery’ at all, the other two referred
only to the court of law in ancient
Athens. Presumably the bishops were
on trial, and before six different papal
courts, courts apparcently of a pre-
Christian and pagan model. Could we
know what were the changes?

The Pope says (paragraph 5) ‘The
Church in Australia faces a complex
situation which calls for careful
discernment on the part of the bishops,
and a confident and committed responsc
on the part of all Catholics’. What is
that supposed to mean? We already

JESUIT PUBLICATIONS

publishers of Eureka Street,
Madonna, Australian Catholics
and Aurora Books,

is seeking to employ a

FinaNcIAL CONTROLLER /
ADMINISTRATOR

This is a newly created position
which provides a challenging
opportunity for a person
with strong accounting, financial
and computing qualifications
and skills, along with effective
organisational and
administrative abilitics. The
financial controller/administrator
will report to the executive
director, and must be able to
work co-operatively with a very
committed team of editorial
and production personnel.
The position involves
responsibility for all the sales,
distribution, database and
support services required for our
publishing and bookselling, as
well as for full financial
reporting and business planning,.

The fine print
All applicants will be expected
to have appropriate
tertiary qualifications and a solid
understancling and substantial
experience of PC-based computer
networks, MYOB and
Microsoft Access.
Further information from and
written applications to:
the Executive Director,
Jesuit Publications, PC
| Richmond VIC
Phone: 03 9427

l Rationalists: the inside story

Secular Who’s Who:
A Biographical Directory of
Australian Freethinkers,

Secularists and Rationalists

2006-page paperback with
87 illustrations.
$20 post paid.
Order from the author:
Ray Dahlitz
4 Alandale Avenue

Balwyn VIC 3103 l
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Do-rite woman

From I. Goor

The Catholic Weekly, 18 April, features
a ‘general note’ on the Sacrament of
Penance.

The article was embellished with
two pictures depicting the confes-
sional, both showing the requisite
malc priest, but in both, the penitent
pictured is a woman.

Coincidence, thoughtlessness or
sign of unintentional [or intentional)
affirmation of underlying hierarchical
philosophy?

I. Goor
Moonbi, NSW

Spiritual Europe

From Kate Rodgers

1 must admit to a mild sensc of outrage
after reading John Coleman’s short
picce on churches in Iraly and France
(‘Left at the Altar’, Eureka Street, April
1999}, Mr Coleman laments the lack
of pcople attending Mass in the
Madcleine Church in Paris, and takes
it as a sign of current ‘affluence and
matcrialism’. [ was in Paris for a week
carlier this year, and visited three
churches during that time. The
first, St Germain-des-Prés in the 6th
arrondissement, 1s a beautiful church,
parts of which date from the 12th
century. It is also a very big church,
but when T attended Mass on a Sun-
day cvening it was full to capacity,
mostly with young people aged between
20 and 35. Another, much smaller
church in the 6th arrondissement is the
Chapel of the Miraculous Medal,
which sces a constant stream of
visitors who come to pray, reflect or
attend one of the many daily masses.
The third church T visited is on the
Right Bank and is the parish church
for a community of lay people who
work in secular society but who have
chosen to express their spirituality by
living and praying together. There were
at lcast 30 members of this community
present at the vespers service 1
attended, as well as numerous
members of the public.

I would like to rcassure Mr
Coleman that affluence and material-
ism has not taken over all of Paris,
indeed far from it. I would suggest that
instead of finding onc example to suit
his already-formed opinion, he cast his
cye more broadly and have the

humility to acknowledge that things
may not be as hc belicves. On a final
note, I find it somewhat ironic that
despite Mr Coleman’s complaints
about the prevalence of materialism,
his description of churches he visited
in Italy dwell only on the architectural
and historic aspects of these buildings.
All very fascinating, but not much
spirituality herc.
Kate Rodgers
Northcote, VIC

One among many

From Warren Featherstone

After more than 50 years of dispossces-
sion, the Palestinian people have
started a campaign for compensation
and restitution and I would like to
draw your rcaders’ attention to this
tact. This international campaign is
being co-ordinated by the BADIL
Resource Centre in Bethlehem and
brings together Palestinian commu-
nity and political organisations,
human rights activists and scholars
from around the world.

The restitution campaign aims to
raisc the right of rceturn for all
Palestinian refugeces to their ancestral
lands, pre-1948, rcturn of propertics
and compensation for material and
non-material losses. The right of
restitution for the Palestinian people
has been reaffirmed 110 times by the
United Nations. Further, as recently
as November 1998, the UN Genceral
Asscmbly reatfirmed in Resolution 52/
644 the principle, based on the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights
and international law, that Palestinian
refugees arc entitled to all revenues
from their property. BADIL has also
the support of some Jewish and Isracli
individuals and organisations.

We are challenged as Christians to
respond with justice in all instances
of oppression, dispossession and
human rights abuses. Let us not forget
the plight of Palestinians amidst the
many instances of abuses against
peoples. Our Lord, 1 believe, demands
this of us. In Australia, further
information can be obtained from
PREA [Palestinian Refugee and Exile
Awarcness), PO Box 2080, Temple-
stowe Heights Victoria 3107 email:
ajudch@alphalink.com.au BADIL’s
address is PO Box 278, Bethlehem,
Palestine. cmail: badil@baraka.org;
website: www.badil.org.

Warren Featherstone
West Preston, VIC
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Armaments or  over 70 different
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enterprise.  selected for its unique
combination of earnings,
environmental
sustainability and social
responsibility, and earn a
competitive financigl
return. For full details
make a free coll to

1800 021 227

Investments in the \istralian Ethical Trusts can
only be made through the curvent prospectis
registered with the Nustralian Securition
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ACOSS seeks Editorial Team for the
Australian Journal of Social Issues

Proposals are invited from individuals or
groups interested in taking over the editorial
functions for AJSI. The editorial team usually
comprises interested academics attached to
the social science or related faculty of a
university. It operates independently in the
selection and preparation of journal content.

Further information from: Gill Whan
Ph: (02) 9310 4844 Email: gill@acoss.org.au

Expressions of interest should be
sent by 30 July to ACOSS:
Locked Bag 4777 Strawberry Hills

Sbeddl  NSW 2012
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Changing the guard

usTRALIAN CATHOLIC University has
appointed Rev. Dr Tony Kelly cssk as its
second Professor of Theology. The position
became vacant when the foundation
Professor, Frank Moloney, was made an
offer he could not refuse from the Catholic
University of America in Washington DC.
Moloney was one of Australia’s leading
biblical scholars, a specialist in the study of
John's Gospel, and had been in the ACU
post for about five years. His departure was
asurprisc—hc hadnotlongbceen reappointed
for a second five-year term—and created
considerable interest among Australia’s
theological community as to who would

1d (

shortlisted for the position represent three
distinct groupings within that community.
Kelly is a clerical theologian. He is 60—
the average age of clerics in Australia. His
training was that of the classic clerical
theologian—sceminary-bascd, then post-
graduate studies in Rome. He is representa-
tive of the senior levels of Australia’s
theological community—men at the peak
of their intellectual powers, trained in the
days when seminaries were full, but now
having no clear clerical replacements
coming through the ranks.
A second shortlisted candidate was
Dr Elaine Wainwright, a Catholic nun
working at Pius XII
Seminary, Brishane.
Wainwright, too,

2 L. was an impressive

0 , candidate, with an

’ Australian doctor-

hc . ate and having stud-
o ittt e . .

. iecd in Rome, the

fOI e111¢ USA and Jerusalem.

replace him. On Wednesday 21 April the
University announced that Kelly had been
appointed.

There are many points of contrast
between the two figures. While both have
solid intermational reputations, Kelly is a
systematic theologian with an interest in
things more philosophical, scientific and
doctrinal than biblical. He has published a
major work on the Trinity and his more
recent book, An Expanding Theology,
integrates theological concerns with
modcern scientific advances. In addition to
his numerous academic articles, he has also
written morc popular works on Australian
Spirituality. Kelly also comes to the position
with considerable administrative experi-
cnce, having been president of the Yarra
Thceological Union. Moloney had less
administrative background. Finally, Kclly's
flamboyant personality will provide ACU
theology with a different style from
Moloney’s more direct ‘call a spade a spade’
approach.

It was always clear that Kelly was a top
contender. The final stages of the race,
however, were an interesting reflection of
the constitution of the Australian
theological community. The three people
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She has a solid and
growing international reputation in Biblical
Studics, and is a specialist in Matthew’s
Gospel, with a feminist approach. She is
representative of a second grouping within
the Australian theological community.
These are members of religious congrega-
tions who have served their time in schools
and have been given the opportunity for a
sccond career in theological education.
Generally cducated in North America or
England, they have returned with doctor-
ates, secking employment fitted to their
qualifications. They are mostly in their
50s, with a solid tcaching background and
wanting to establish themselves in their
new careers. Wainwright is the pick of this
group; she is now fully established not only
in Australia but overseas.

The third shortlisted candidate was Dr
Robert Gascoigne, Associate Professor in
Theology at ACU. He has a doctorate in the
history of idecas from Oxford, a Master in
Theology from Melbourne College of
Divinity and has studicd in Germany with
the assistance of the von Humboldt fellow-
ship. He has been working in ACU and its
previous incarnations for 18 ycars and his
area is fundamental moral theology and
fundamental theology, with writings in
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ethics and theology in a public arena. He
too has growing international links.

Gascoigne represents a third grouping.
These are lay theologians who have often
come to theology from other disciplines
and have pursucd it out of their own inter-
est and at their own cxpense, with little
institutional support. They are typically in
their 40s or younger, and married with a
family. Some, like Gascoigne, have secure
jobs within the university sector; others
cobble together employment among the
declining numbecr of theological colleges.

Now consider the theological market.
As those from the first group—Ilike Kelly—
move into retirement, theological colleges
are turmning to those in the second group to
fill their places. This is best illustrated by
therecent experience of the Catholic Institute
of Sydney, the Sydney diocesan theologate.

Itrecently advertised for three positions,
indicating the lack of suitable diocesan
clerical personnel who would normally have
been appointed to such a position. Two of
the three appointments were members of
non-clerical religious congregations. The
economic stricturesor  1cological colleges
mean that they will nearly always appoint
areligious—who gets paid only a stipend—
over a lay person who requires standard
wage rates. The problem is, when priests
and religious are no longer available, as will
soon : the case, who will replace them?
Can lay theologians, many desperate for
employment, hold on until theological
colleges are forced to employ them? And
will 1e student market begin to pay
properly for theological education, currently
subsidised by clerical religious orders?

Kelly himself is keenly aware of the
problems. A couple of years ago he instituted
the 20-20 group, whosc purpose was to
address the question, “Who will be teaching
theology in the year 20207 How can they be
identified, trained, nurtured and given carcer
opportunities that will make theology an
attractive option?

As a government-funded university,
ACU can afford to employ lay theologians
and does so. What then of the appointment
of Kclly as head of Theology? In five years
time he will be 65, the normal but not
mandatory retirement age. Uf he chooses to
retire, who will replace him? Will another



clerical candidate be found with the right
academic standing? Will a religious of the
standing of Elaine Wainwright get the nod?
Or will alay person succeed, given that the
ACU is the only place that can afford a lay
Professor of Theology, and thatits sole task
is the training of lay persons in the

theological disciplines? The appointment
of the next Professor of Theology at ACU
will be an intercsting contest.

Neil Ormerod is a lay theologian and Dean
of Studics at the Centre for Christian
Spirituality, Randwick.

Ture (Cureeus )

Re-orientation

e Carvouic CHurcn’s Synod for
Oceania, held in Rome last November, and
the Vatican’s statement on the Australian
church, relcased shortly afterwards, have
stirred unprecedentedreactionin this country.
Less attention has been paid to the Synod
for Asia which was held six months earlier.

Given Australia’s regional position, and
the profound and positive etfect of Asian
migration on the Australian church over
the last 20 years, it was surprising that no
Australian bishop was invited to attend the
Synod for Asia. The occasion might well
have opened their eyes to what was likely
to happen to them later in the year.

The Synod for Asia brought together
252 bishops trom 50 countrics. Those
countrics arc home to 3.5 billion people, two
thirds of the world’s population, but only
97 million Catholics. The bishops brought
with them a wealth of experience in inter-
religious dialogue, cross-cultural theological
reflection and non-European spirituality.
That experience wasof little interest in Rome.

Fr Adolfo Nicolas, the former provincial
of the Jesuits in Japan, was present in Rome
during the Synod for Asia, as an adviser to
the Japanese bishops.

‘They took the Vatican by surprise,” he
says. ‘The curial officials thought the Asian
bishops would be compliant and softly
spoken. Instead they found articulate
bishops who said what they wanted and
repeated time and again that they didn’t
like what they were receiving from the
administrative bodies in Rome.’

The main bone of contention was the
guestion of appropriate forms of evangeli-
sation. Emphasis on ‘proclamation’ was in
tension with emphasis on ‘witness’ and
‘dialoguc’.

‘Evangelisation has been hitting brick
walls all over Asiabecause it is packaged in

a rational and distant theological language
which is simply incomprchensible in many
cultures,” says Nicolas. ‘The idea of
inculturating western theology into Asiais
hopeless. The western church has a rich
heritage, but you cannc ’ )
particular journcy of onc
particular church anc
make it normative forall
‘The western tradi-
tion tends to be rational-
isticand intellectualistic
The cthos of most Asiar
cultures is much morc
internal and bodily anc
mystical. It is very diffi
cult for the Roman curi:
tounderstand Asia. Wher
you don’t understand
you fcar. So when they
hear a theologian talking about the unique-
ness of Christ or other central issues of our
Faith in ways which donot ccho our familiar
theology, there is a tendency to discover in
them all too soon seeds of heresy.”
Archbishop Tkenaga of Osaka told the
synod that a significant part of the failure of
Christianity in his country was that it
preached amasculine God without stressing
God’s ‘'maternal traits’: 'the fatherly figure
divides and sclects; the motherly figure
unites and embraces all’. Korea’s Cardinal
Stephen Kim said, ‘While in full union with
the church universal, we are to become
Asian in our way of thinking, living and
sharing our own Christ experience’,
Bishops from Vietnam and Chinesc
cultures developed the example of an
evolving church attitude to ancestor
worship. Far from being reviled, as it once
was, ancestor worship has been able to
enrich Christian understanding of the
communion of saints. The general sceretary

VoLume 9 Numeer 5

of the Victnamese bishops’ conference,
Nguen Son Lam, said, ‘the churches of Asia
must puton Asian clothes’. Bishop Ortando
Qucvedo from the Philippines said,
‘Catholic systems of belief are western and
forcign. Catholic uniformity must be
replaced with Catholie diversity.’

Bishop Francis Hardisumatra spoke on
behalf of the Indonesian bishops’
conference: “What we need is trust: trust in
God and trust in each other ... Bishops arc
not branch secrctaries waiting for
instructions from headquarters. We are a
communion of local churches.’

‘There was a remarkable confluence
among the bishops,” says Nicolas. ‘They
were asking for more autonomy, more
creativity and more space to exercisce leader-
ship and responsibility .’

Nicolas points out that it was the Pope
himself who appcared to listen most
carcfully. Curial cardinals caused grave
insult to Asian sensibilitics. Havinginvited

lecture and often disappearced. Many bishops
were affronted by the games that were played
behind the scencs. One game involved
manipulating language. If the Asian bishops
asked for subsidiarity, the curia heard a
request for democracy and denied it. When
the bishops asked for inculturation, the
curia refused to countenance separation.
When the bishops asked for autonomy, the
curia rejected independence. Indeed, a
standingjoke amongthe bishops, introduced
by a very moderate Filipino canonist, was
that the Vatican had special software for
deleting certain terms from conversation.
‘The church stands to miss out on so
much,” concludes Nicolas. ‘We need the
example of Asian mysticism to help us
integrate thought and life.” Bishops all over
the world are also asking how much loneer
the curia can remain outside the churcel

Michael McGirr sy is Eureka Street’s
consulting cditor.

e EUREKA STREET 15









tobeamember ot that university community.

Once a member of that community, one
has the chance to become an active
participant in the democratic process, to
ensure that those services that either cannot
or should not be provided on a uscr-pays
basis are available as cffectively as possible.
Orsothe theory goes. Yetevenif the practice
docsn’t always go so well, the principle is
too strong to abandon. This position has
been articulated well by both the National
Union of Students (NUS)and the Australian
Vice-Chancellors Committee (AVCC), vet
some remain unconvineed.

Dr Kemp's second rationale goces like
this: it you put the onus on the student
associations to show that membership is
worthwhile, thev will become more
responsive and etfective organisations. That
they are commonly unresponsive andrarely

"IN THAT CASE
1 | CHOOSE NOT To
= HELP vou !

ctfective for many students T do not
question. What is doubtful is the wisdom ot
an cconomic, market-based approach to
solving this perennial problem.

A once-a-year choice about becoming a
member of the student union is hardly

Duncan Yardlea

going to shape these organisations into
cffective customer service entitics. One
only needs to see a little of student politics
to know that there are many participants
keen to put their own objectives or those of
their party ahcead of the overall strength of
the association. Some would even prefer to
see an association that is marginalised,
cateringonly for certain students. Students’
decisions will hinge on their beliefs or
apathy or mates, as often as the ‘return on
investment’ they reccive. Students at any
campus arc there for too little time, with
too many priorities, for the heavy stick of
capitalism to provoke the desired outcomes.

Soas the legislation goes before a Senate
Committee, and ‘'Hey hey, ho ho, VSU has
got to go!” is being chanted by activists
around the country, T find myself for
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compulsory student unionism. However,
[ am wary of the smug rhetoric of the NUS
and other studentorganisations: it does not
sit well with their general unwillingness to
cater for all students.

That unwillingness is a failure of
representative democracy. Dr Kemp hashis
solution. Minc would be the retention of
compulsory membership, with the addition
of compulsory voting. Compulsory voting
is a hallmark of our democratic institutions
as it forces clected representatives to take
all members into account. During my vears
at Mclbourne University, voter turnout was
always around 15-20 per cent of students.
This mcant a group needed to represent
only 10 per cent of students to gain power.
Further, it mcant that the best way to
maintain that power was to marginalise
othermembers, so they became increasingly
apathcetic. I wouldn't say that groups had it
as a grand plan, but some did scem to
operate that way.

University life is often considered not
to be the real world. However, the reductive
approach to university communities that
the Coalition is taking will be real enough
for tuture university students, who may
have to take a cash-in-hand approach to the
diminished experiences on offer. Further,
the soft solution of being allowed to opt out
of a community, instcad of making its
decisions more representative of its
members, does not bode well for the mindset
that we, as citizens, may take to broader
issucs in the future.

—Tim Moore

The end of
the line

-» .V\HLL GLiN 1s a very small place.

Usually it you say you live in Wattle Glen,
most Meclbourne people nod sagely and
pretend they know where you are talking
about. They are mostly{a)lying, (b) thinking
of Wattle Park, although they probably don't
know where that is either, or (¢) thinking of
Yarra Glen, and, although they have an idea
of whereitis, they have neveractually been
there.

Wattle Glen is the second last stop on
the Hurstbridge line. Its claim to fame is
that it is between Diamond Creek and
Hurstbridge. Actually, itsreal claim to fame
is that an cpisode of The Henderson Kids
was once filmed there—still much talked
about. It was very exciting when Wattle
Glen opened its first shop. Prior to that it
had been the station, the CFA, the tennis
club and the primary school. That was it.
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Pcople who live in Wattle Glen are very
proud of it and no-onc can quite understand
why—unless they’ve lived there.

The station was always a big part of
Wattle Glen's lite. When 1 was lictle my
father caught the train to the city every day.
He was joined by a horde of other tathers,
who all seemed to know cach other, but |
could never quite work out how. Everyone
caught the train, hecausce there was only
once car and wives needed it. At around
6pm, wives would dutifully appear at the
station waiting for their husband’s train,
ready to shift into the passenger seat for the
ride home. If you were really lucky, like my
mum, and you lived near the station, vou
could wait until you heard the bells and get
there just in time.

There used to be a proper station. T have
vague recollections of quite a large wooden
construction with a ticket office and a
waiting arca and, [ thinl, toilets. Tt used to
he staffed by awoman called Queenice. There
was something about women at that time
who workedinplaceslike railway stations—
they all scemed to wear too much cye
shadow, call cveryone ‘Love” and have
names like Quecenice. Queenic was part of
the Wattle Glen tableau. You could often
sce her running hurriedly across the street
to the station when the train was coming,
hecause she’d been across the road at the
ncighbour’s, having a cup of tea. But that
was all right, because the train always
waited. Queenic knew everyone's name
and, no doubt, everyone’s business.

I don’t know what cver happened to
Queenie. We had afew casuals atter her, but
it was never the same. The station began to
be staffed less and less as the vears went by,
until it was just at peak hours, and then not
atall. Theold station building burned down,
[ think, and was replaced with something
smaller. Now it's just a shelter and a ticket
machine, and a phonc in a permancent state
of vandalism.

I recall one occasion as a university
student getting off the train ac Muscum
Station {as it was once known! and being
greeted by an unpleasant and belligerent
inspector. Usually in that situation you
just had to say you boarded at Wattle Glen
and ¢y would send you on to the ticket
office to buy a ticket. Cunning rats behind
youwhohadboarded at Heidelberg without
a ticket would try the sume thing, usually
successfully. On this occasion howcever
there was a little too much power in a mind
a little too small. I was unceremoniously
escod to the office where he insisted on
telephoning Wattle ¢ n station, which,



not surprisingly, was still on the intcernal
phonclist. Texplained that there was simply
nothing there. Nothing. An empty space.
He did not believe me. Istarted to enjoy it—
watching him trying to escape with pride
intact from a battle [ knew I could not lose.

Wattle Glenstationis currently enjoying
more attention from the railway authoritics
than it has in a long, long while. I've left
Wattle Glen, but my parents are still there,
and when Idrive home sometimes very late
in the evening I see a man in the station
shelter, struggling to stay warm and awake.
Hc's a security guard, hanging around day
and night, making sure that no-one damages
the automatic ticket machine. And he's
actually a different person cvery day, every
night. No-one knows theirnames, probably
no-one really cares.

Even in its haleyon days Wattle Glen
station was never the subject of this much
attention. You would never have found
Quecenic therelate at night. She would pack
her boys off home and then head home
herself. But now the station finds itself
home to a succession of strangers. If these
menarc there to protect the machine which
sells the tickets, call me naive, but why
can’t they just sell tickets? Doesn’t this
defeat the whole purpose of the machine?
Cut out the middle-man, or in this case, the
middle-machine.

We used to have one person, part of the
community, part of apermanent workforcee,
who used to sell tickets to people whose
names she knew. Now we have a string of
diffcrent, anonymous men, not employed
by the railways, but contracted to them,
who are not there to serve, but to guard.
And not really to guard us, although I guess
they would if they had to. They’re not
dishing out any kindness and certainly not
in receipt of any. Just sitting there on the
bench, cold and lonely, probably working
twice the hours Queenie did and costing
half as much. The guard is there to protect
the interests of the machine and those who
own it.

When I have thoughts like this T worry
that I am yearning for days gone by, that as
a twenty-something I am already longing
for the ‘good old days’. I don’t think that’s
right. But Wattle Glen has changed. People
from interstatc tell mme how fantastic it
must be living in Victoria now, with all the
great things happening and all the edifices
being constructed. I tell them that
Meclbourne has changed, in its heart, and
not for the better. They just nod sagely and
pretend they understand.

—Josh Puls

59(1\@/})4(% glae

I Staring « own the Gorgon

REMEMBER SITTING UP LATE ONE NIGHT to watch a movie {the name of which escapes me)
about the trial and rehabilitation of a demure church-going woman who committed a most
heinous and violent crime of vengeance against another woman. The very last scenc takes
us inside a counselling session years after the event. ‘I'm a monster,” she says to her
therapist. ‘No you’re not,” he replies, “You're just like the rest of us.” As the camera zooms
in on her lips she whispers, ‘Is that supposed to comfort me?’

In her article ‘Count nothing human foreign’ (Eureka Street, May 1999, pp12-13), Kate
Manton quotes from Inga Clendinnen’s recent work, Reading the Holocaust. The passage
cited gives the impression that the author largely shares the consensus view with respect
to Holocaust uniqueness. However, for precisely the reasons Manton so helpfully sets out,
Clendinnen respectfully and sensitively cautions against claims of uniqueness for the
Holocaust, fearing that it may be bracketed out of history—that forum wherein the actions
of our species arc most reliably consulted and interrogated. This, she argues, we cannot
afford, for ‘[w]e nced to know both ourselves and the worlds we are capable of making if we
can hope to change any part of either’ (p20].

In the wake of Kosovo, East Timmor and Denver, these objectives have clearly lost none
of their urgency, and Clendinnen challenges the view that the only decent way to
appropriate such abominations is with ‘awed incomprehension’. Instead she is committed
to the quixotic notion that ‘the human actions of the past are sufficiently amenable to
retrieval, analysis and interpretation to generate usable truths for the present’ (p26).
Undaunted by the nature of the task, Clendinnen’s investigations into the perpetrators of
the Holocaust lead her to the chilling thesis that their actions ‘stand at onc extreme of the
continuum which begins with the familiar and extends to the profoundly strange’ (p31).

But Reading the Holocaust isno facile pampering of the instinct identified by Lawrence
Langer ‘to establish a principle of causality in human cxperience’ (p45). Indeed, in
Clendinnen’s view, the finest Holocaust literature is that which resists the temptation to
closure—‘a privilege reserved for art’ [p204)—that of Tadeusz Borowski, Primo Levi,
Charlotte Delbo, for example, who ‘present us with “fiction” made out of [irreducibly
individual] experience’ (p190). Likewise, good history must not yield the grand narrative,
the panoramic view, nor treat as ‘an Event’ even a phenomenon so apparently unitary (when
viewed from the perpetrators’ perspective) as the ‘Final Solution’ (pp21-22).

Even with the capacity for nuance which, at their best, these two forms of discourse
exhibit, the author (an historian) believes that ‘therc are innate difficulties in the successful
literary representation of the ... Holocaust’ {p188). What is interesting in view of Manton’s
claim for just this achievement by the celluloid fable Life is Beautiful is that Clendinnen'’s
scnse of art’s limitations as an investigative tool are most pointed with reference to film.
Some notable exceptions notwithstanding {in particular, Claude Lanzmann’s Shoah)
Clendinnen confesses to ‘a mistrust of film as a vehicle for conveying authentic, which
must mean unstable, historical understanding’ {p196). Although incomparable in terms of
its simulation of reality, film ‘remains a drunken giant, inept for the delicate imaginative
and critical work of transmitting our uncertain understandings of the worlds which have
closed behind us’ {p198).

Whether it be history or art, Clendinnen is insistent that, like Perscus, we must take
the risk of staring down the Gorgon: ‘... we must do more than register guilt, or grief, or
anger, or disgust, because neither reverence for those who suffer nor revulsion from those
whoinflict the suffering will help us overcome its power ... and to see it clearly’ {p205). And
if, when we look, we see with Clendinnen the alarming possibility that ‘we are a long way
from monsters here’ (p130); if we agrec that automatically to retreat into pathological
psychology orinvoke metaphysical concepts of evil when faced with moral opacity is to be
stared down ourselves; if we share her conclusion that ‘civilised values are a chosen state,
not a natural condition’ (p181}, then how much more vital the ‘struggle of memory against
forgetting’ becomes (Milan Kundera’s phrase, p206)—a struggle to which she and Manton
alike are right to enjoin us. n

Richard Treloar is Associate Chaplain to Trinity College, University of Melbourne, and
teaches in the United Faculty of Theology.
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Resistance is useless

RESISTANCE IS RAPIDLY BECOMING one of the world’s nastiest problems. Not political, religious,
social or economic resistance, but the resistance of disease-causing bacteria to antibiotics.

At present, our hospitals are under siege from drug-resistant members of the species
Staphylococcus aureus (golden staph). Tuberculosis is on the rise as resistant strains spread
across the world. And many other diseases thought to have been licked by antibiotics and
vaccines since World War II are now coming back to haunt us.

Butrescarchersin the Centre for Marine Biofouling and Bio-Innovation at the University
of New South Wales are investigating an area that may provide an answer to the problem
of resistance—Dbacterial communication. They are trying to stop bacteria from conversing
in order to prevent them from behaving badly and becoming resistant.

During the past decade, researchers all over the world have found that communication
between bacteria is common. Bacteria use chemicals to initiate and co-ordinate joint
action. It’s a means of overcoming the limitations of their small size. One or two bacteria
have little impact on their surrounds. But millions of individuals working together may
well be able to alter the environment to their advantage. A few bacteria releasing corrosive
enzymes are hardly a match for a wall of tooth enamel, but a whole horde working together
causes decay, and all benefit from the nutrients released when teeth break down.

To co-ordinate such actions, a typical bacterial communication system works this way.
Each member of a species of bacteria makes, rclcases and detects a particular chemical. In
regions where only a few members of that species are present, the environmental
concentration of the chemical will be very low. But as the numbers of bacteria build up so
will the level of the chemical. In fact, the chemical concentration is directly related to the
population density of the species. And above a certain level, it acts as a switch, turning on
genes within the bacteria which can change the behaviour of the individuals within a
population. Sometimes they turn feral. The genetic lung disorder cystic fibrosis, for
instance, is often exacerbated by the bacterium Pseudomonas aeruginosa, which releases
destructive enzymes and clogging fibres within the lungs only after its population builds
up to a level where the action is likely to overwhelm the body’s defences.

But if bacteria have found a clever way to take on the world, you can bet that their
victims have found a way of fighting back. So reasoned marine ecologist, Dr Peter
Steinberg, when confronted with the bacteria which form films over all marine surfaces and
thus pave the way for fouling by larger organisms such as barnacles and algae. Steinberg
found what he was looking for in Delisea pulchra, a small red seaweed which lives on the
south coast of New South Wales. Delisea is remarkable in that it keeps its fronds clear of
bacteria, and it does so by manufacturing and secreting a chemical known as furanonc.

When Steinberg, his collcague microbiologist Professor Staffan Kjelleberg and their
students tested furanones on bacterial species in the laboratory, they found these compounds
had the capacity to jam the chemical communication system, to clog the switch. In fact,
they provided a means of controlling the density-dependent changes in bacterial behaviour.
And that opens the way to combating resistance.

In any onc bacterial species, genetic mutation provides a huge array of individuals
which differ from their parents and each other. So it is almost inevitable that in any species
attacked with an antibiotic, there will be some individuals which can resist it. As the other
members of the species are wiped out, these individuals are left to breed the next
generation. Clearly, over time, the species itself will become more and more resistant to
the antibiotic. And that is just what is happening now. By controlling behaviour, we can
stop bacteria from harming us, without killing them. In that way we will not efficiently
pick out the bacteria which are resistant to our defence measures. This should make it
difficult for bacteria to counter those drugs which interfere with chemical communication.

The picture of bacterial communication which is beginning to emerge is very complex.
Lots and lots of chemical messengers stimulate many different responses, within species
and between species. It all provides an enormously sophisticated tapestry of communica-
tion to jam, corrupt or otherwise subvert to human advantage. The uncovering of the role
of furanoncs in Delisca is just a first step along the way. [ |

Tim Thwaites is a freelance science writer.
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Written by the

T WINNers
HE HALLOWED HaLLs of the Australian

War Memorial, with their milling crowds
of respectful visitors, do not at first appear
a likely setting for heated political debate.
But according to one visiting academic,
institutions such as the Mcmorial are the
site of a free speech struggle that threatens
the very survival of democracy itsclt.

Professor Martin Harwit resigned as head
of Washington’s National Air and Space
Museum of the Smithsonian Institution in
May 1995 following the controversial
scrapping of an exhibition dealing with the
atomic bombing of Japan. It was centred
around the Enola Gay, the US Airforce B-29
Superfortress that dropped the first homb
on Hiroshima.

The Smithsonian incident made head-
lines around the world and sent shock waves
throughout the international muscum
community, proving what can happen when
curators step on the toes of powerful lobby
groups.

In Canberra for a speaking cngagement
in May, Harwit described the controversy—
which saw US veterans groups outraged by
what they took to be an anti-American
exhibition—as an example of the politics of
patriotism interfering with the sacred
mission of museums to tcll the truth.

‘In a democratic society there has to be
some placc where people can go for dispas-
sionate, accurate, objective information,’
Professor Harwit said.

‘Countries also need to have places
where they concentrate on teaching
patriotism and perhaps propaganda for
national sclf image. But there ought to be a
clear division between institutions thatraise
patriotic fervour, which is important for
most nations, as distinct trom cducational
facilitics where people can go and feel that
they're really getting the straight story—as
well as one can put it/

It's a view that poses uncomfortable
questions for many Australian institutions—
most obviously the Australian War
Memorial, withitsspeciticremit to combine
those very two functions: to be both a
museum detailing this country’s military
history, and the sacred altar of national war
commemoration.

The argument is also a curious onc in
that it scems to fall somewhere between
traditional and postmodcrn views of
history. Two legitimate ions of the truth
coexist: one for the important function of









forest timber in government constructions
and I also wanted to restrain the import of
rainforest timber. T was met with a similar
sort of reaction from NAFI and Dr Bain. I
got a letter from a solicitor threatening me
with defamation proceedings. (Australian
Scnate Hansard for 21 April 1999)

A minordiversion was causcd by Senator
Winston Cranc’s offer to table a NAFI
statement to the effect that the ACCC
had not found any breach of its rules by
NAFL The following day the scnator was
grantced leave to put further matcerial on
the record—a Juter statement from the
ACCC. Senator Brown obligingly rcad out
part of the material—the ACCC’s statement
that it was:

particularly concerned that NAFI, while
alleging misleading and deceptive conduct
in the book’s content, ignored section 65A
of the Act, which specifically excludes
publishers and information providers from
those very provisions.

At last inquiry however, it turned out
that the ACCC would not take action
against NAFI over this matter, but had
pointed out its concerns. It is unlikely that
the TPA will be used against a publisher in
quite this way again, but corporations can
still sue for defamation if they believe they
have been damaged: in Australia it is much
casier to bring a defamation action than to
defend it. For businesses the costs are
actually tax-deductible. Not so for the
hapless recipient of the writ who may be an
ordinary citizen activist trying to publicise
a particular point of view.

Just this time however, the tide has
flowed the other way. Alan Gray told me
that he really should thank NAFIL: Forest-
Friendly Building Timbers is now on The
Australian bestseller list and looks as if it
will break even in three months instead of
the three years they had expected.
Forest-Friendly Building Timbers, Alan T. Gray
and Anne Hall [cds), Earth Garden Books, 1999,
1seN 0 9586397 0 1; rrp $9.95.

—TJuliette Hughes

This month’s contributors: Edmund
Campion teaches history at the Catholic
Institute of Sydney, Strathfield; Tim Moore
was amember of the Student Council of the
Melbourne University Student Union in
1995, and also a delegate to the National
Union of Students that same year; Josh Puls
is a tutor at Newman College, Melbourne;
Jim Dickins is a Canberrajournalist; Juliette
Hughes is a freclance writer.
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My brain

hurts

IN HIS ELEGIAC NOVEL, Birdsong, Sebastian
Faulks has onc of his characters, a Great
War British soldier, reflect longingly on his
young son dying in a London hospital:

He saw him as a creature who had come
from another universe; but in Jack’s eyes
the place from which the boy had come
was not just a different but a better world.
His innocence was not the same thing as
ignorance; it was a powerful quality of
goodness which was available to all people;
it was perhaps what the Prayer Book calls
a means of grace, or a hope of glory.

The innocence of children is a theme
which runs through our culture in deep and
rich seams. We have always understood
that to hurt children or to expose them to
cxperiences which exploit their innocence,
not only tends to destroy their innocence,
but in doing so, hardens them. We recoil from
people who do that, but we make distinc-
tions. It is one thing to tell kids that there is
no Santa Claus but entirely another to sub-
ject them to drunken rages or sexual abuse.

Thave encountered anumber of children
who have been exposed to horrendously
violent circumstances when infants. ‘Sam’,
now 14, is the son of a violent, alcoholic
father and an emotionally and physically
battered mother. One of his elder brothers
was convicted at the age of 16 of murder.
Another brother was convicted of
manslaughter.

A growing body of ncuro-biological
research shows that the first three years of
a child’s life are critical for brain develop-
ment. The wiring of neurones is dependent
not only on genes but on the use to which
the brain is put, and the experiences a child
has during that first three years. At birth,
the brain is dramatically immature, but
over the next three years it evolves at a
staggering pace. It is highly selective and
adaptive as it lays down permanent
pathways in the brain synapses. At this age,
children are not resilient, but malleable.

Faulk’s soldier believed that ‘his fellow
human beings were not the rough, flawed
creatures that most of them supposed. Their
failings were not innate, but the result of
where they had gone wrong or been
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coarsened by their experiences; in their
hearts they remained perfectible.’
Unfortunately, the research indicates that
in the first three years, these beautiful little
tabulae rasae do, if maltreated, devclop
innate faults making them extremely
difficult to perfect.

‘Sam’ was eventually lockedup by another
magistrate, all the available remecdial
alternatives having been tried. He, I belicve,
is proof positive of the thesis that violent
environments adversely affect children’s
brain development. He is like a forest
animal—he trusts no-one. He is predatory
and defensive. He seems programmed to
survive in a hostile environment. And why
wouldn’t he be if violence or the threat of it
was all he knew as a baby?

If the research’s tentative findings are
accurate—and there is very good reason to
believe that they are—early intervention
with families whose children are exposed
toviolence is critical to the long-term well-
being of those children and their families.
Children do not have to be ‘stolen’. In the
US it has been found that home visits to
support single parents with children under
three can significantly reduce the long-
term risk of those children becoming
involved in anti-social and self-destructive
conduct, and improve their chances of
having a good life.

In Australia, the issuc hasbeen takenup
by, among others, Professor Graham
Vimpani, hcad of paediatrics and child
health at the University of Newcastle, and
a group of colleagues. They have received a
sympathetic hearing from both the federal
and state governments, who have promised
funding for programs specifically designed
to assist families and children under three.

In the meantime, what is to be done
about the ‘Sams’ filling our juvenile insti-
tutions? The evidence seems to be that the
only thing which works is intensive, long-
term cognitive therapy, designed to alter
thinking andlearned behaviours. Itis costly,
but it would be money well-spent if it kept
these kids out of expensive jails. |

Séamus O’Shaughnessy is a country
magistrate.

e EUREKA STREET 23


















the Second World War in Europe was that a
war fought toliberate Poland ended up with
the annihilation of Polish Jewry, with
Poland suffering the highest per capita death
and destruction rate, and
with Poland experiencing
first fascist and then
communist domination.
During the Second World
War, Allied war aims had to
change; nothing couldreally
be done about Poland, even
though the war was ostensi-
bly fought for Poland’s sake. Kosovo should
not be the same. NATO must adjust its war
aims and secure the independence which is
the only viable solution to the Kosovo ques-
tion today. Ground troops will be required

long-term; though in fairness to US and
Western European lives I would still not
despatch them until airborne assaults can do
no more, or until the Yugoslav army and its
murderous irregulars
are pulled out. And
NATO will have to
deploy its power
wisely if it isnot to be
used as an instrument
of Serb, Greek or Mac-
edonian Slav paranoia
about Albanians, or of
Albanian Kosovars’ desire for revenge
against Serbs. {The Kosovo Liberation Army
must not be given carte blanche.)

The rights of Serbians who choose to
remain in an independent Kosovo must be
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constitutionally protected and the holy city
of Pe¢must remain open to all Serb pilgrims.
Theirrights were often abused when Kosovo
was—pre-Milosevic—an autonomous
province in the old Serb socialist republic
in Yugoslavia.

The model of the Dayton accords in
Bosnia is clear: an imperfect solution,
determinedly applied, that brings peace is
better than an imperfectsolution, hesitantly
applied, that brings still morc war. NATO
must not hesitate. Kosovars should not be
expected to go back into Yugoslavia, even if
they are given a worthless somethingcalled
‘autonomy’.

Adrian Jones teaches Russian and Ottoman
History at La Trobe University, Melbourne.

After Mandela

Jim Davidson reports from South Africa on the jockeying for position

HEN THE SOUTH AFRICAN parliament
rose in March, it was an amazingly dignified
affair. As the New National Party whip
remarked—even as memories sprang up of
fisticuffs on the floor of the house—they
had all learned to turn enemies into oppo-
nents. Courtesies were extended all round:
a spokesman for the Freedom Front, the
right-wing Afrikaner party, gave a
considerable slice of his speech in English
and, addressing the members as colleagues,
allowed himself the droll observation that
he couldn’t quite come at comrades. The
tributes to Nelson Mandela, whose last
parliamentary appecarance this was, were
almost unqualified in their praise. White
politicians ended their speeches with a
flourish of Xhosa; while the abrasive Tony
Leon, who did not, nonetheless compared
him with Gandhi and the Dalai Lama, and
said he not only graced the House and the
country, ‘He graces humanity.” Small
wonder that Mandela’s own speech should
seemanticlimactic. But despite the standing
ovation, and the later singing and ululations,
those stiff steps down from the podium
indicated that an era was about to end.

in the lead-up to the June election.

Beyond parliament the ground was still
being pawed for the next election by aseries
of court casesand appeals to the Independent
Electoral Commission. These would drag
on for weeks. One concerned the govern-
ment’s insistence that only voters who had
specially registered could participate in
elections. The aim here was to prevent
multiple voting—which certainly
occurred last time—and to
standardise voter identification.
Opposed by the main white ¢
parties, fearful that some of their f==d
disheartened supporters simply
mightnot bother, the government
carried the day. Less impressive
was the outcome of another
court challenge. The government,
publicly stating reasons of
expenditure, announced that—
unlike the 1994 election—
expatriate South Africans would
not be able to vote (unless registered}. Some
suspect that this decision was intended to
wipe out a considerable element of
opposition support. Whatever the case, it
did not look well when, as a result of a
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further challenge and a legal loophole,
prisoners established their right to vote in
the election.

As a result of these manoeuvres, it was
some time before the date could be fixed
with any certainty as the second of June.
But with Mandela’s stepping down, and the
insidious attrition produced by the court
cases, South Africa’s second demo-
cratic election could scarcely be
less like the euphoric first one of
April 1994. While voter registra-
tion, after a concerted advertising
campaign and numerous exten-
sions, eventually reached an
impressive 80 per cent, less than
half of 18 to 20-year-olds had
bothered to enrol;, a case of
universal apathy, perhaps, but also
indicative of postmodern amnesia,
and, more alarmingly, of a wide-
spread feeling that, because the
government has not yet made much of a
difference, perhaps it cannot.

There have also been serious problems
arising from the nature of the new system.
To guarantee minorities a voice, it was
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More recently, Aboriginal leaders have
beensilent on the issuc of the constitutional
prcamble. Is there a place for church
personnel to be out there trying to improve
the Howard recipe, maintaining the
pressure, trying to create the space for future
agreement between government and the
Aboriginal leadership? Given the recent
Tandberg cartoon on the front of the
Melbourne Age that had me telling the
Prime Minister, ‘It’s quite simple really ...
God was here first, the Aborigines second
andI'm God’srepresentative’, Ibelieve there
is atask for church people here, even though
it is a high-risk political strategy. I readily
understand that other church people of good
will and political acumen would choose to
remain silent. But we must remember there
is no point in proceeding with a preamble
question at the time of the republic
referendum unless the wording has the
public support of key indigenous partici-
pants at the Constitutional Convention. If
that support is forthcoming, the preamble
question would presumably be supported
by all major political parties and would be
a symbolic aid to national reconciliation.
The issue of continuing rights flowing from
indigenous status did not have sufficient
support at the Constitutional Convention
to effect a reversal of the Prime Minister’s
position. The key issue is whether there
can be a description of indigenous
custodianship and unigue contribution to
national lifc which satisfies Aboriginal
leaders and the government.

A constitutional rcterendum is very
different from the legislative process in
that it will succeed only with cross-party
support. The non-Labor side has always
been the most successful side of politics in
constitutional reform, precisely because of
their conservativeness. So the Prime
Minister is holding the trump cards. 1f che
indigenous leaders are not interested in a
compromiscd document, they should
abandon any call for constitutional change.
Compromise is not antithetical to
reconciliation in this instance.

Distinguishing Law, Social Policy and Morality
Thercisinsufficient consideration by those
speakingand actingin the name of churches
about the different roles of morality, law
and social policy. Just because I and my
co-religionists believe something is wrong
does not mean there ought to be a law
against it. We¢ also nced to distinguish
tolerance, acceptance and endorsement. In
a pluralistic democratic society, there are
many activitics of others which a person

with a religiously informed social
conscience will not want to endorse but
which she will tolerate, respecting the
other’s right to participate in the life of the
community and to cnjoy basic rights and
freedoms. She will accept the other but pre-
serve to herself the choice about when in
good conscience she wants to endorse the
actions of the other. For many Catholics,
the preferred law and social policy onissucs
such as abortion, cuthanasia and gay rights
remains a perplexing challenge while the
morality of particular actionsis not in doubt.

Church position or personal position
Oftenitisdifficult to discern whether there
is a church position on an issue or simply
personal positions held by those in church
authority. For example, it is fashionable at
the moment to portray Archbishop George
Pell as the Pope’s man, and he may well be.
But he is more than that. He is a rugged,
Australian individualist who 1is
prepared to mix it in the political
domain regardless of whether there
is a Catholic position, and perhaps
even in opposition to the Cacholic
position.

A church lcader with a develop-
ingnational profile like Archbishop
George Pell can move the motion for a
particular republican model at the
Republican Convention urging the Prime
Minister to show leadership while later
negating any detailed church position on a
GST, saying politics is for the laity and that
‘there is no onc Catholic position on an
issuc as complex as taxation’. There is pres-
ently no coherent position of the Australian
Catholic hicrarchy about the issues on
which they will speak, cither for the church
orfor themselves, andneitheris there agree-
ment about the degree of specificity of their
comments and interventions. Imagine the
reaction if a Catholic Archbishop were to
urge a position on tax reform or federal-
state relations according to the tenor of
Archbishop Pell’s key intervention at the
Constitutional Convention whenhe moved
the motion for a very specific model of
republic, ‘“That this Convention supports
the adoption of a republican system of
government on the bipartisan appointment
modelin preference to there beingno change
to the Constitution.” He declared:

[ submit that we stand in need of
leadership—and strong leadership—from
ourclectedleaders, especially in the federal
parliament. [ come from a church which
knows about hicrarchy, from a church
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which respects office and oftice holders,
although there is no doubt that we have
produced many rebels too. So it is with
respect that I submit that the delegates
have a right to know where the leadership
of the federal government and the federal
opposition stand on the great issuc which
is before us in this House today and in the
referendum that will be put. Are they for or
against this bipartisan modcl? (Report of
the Constitutional Convention, Transcript
of Proceedings, Volume 4, pv6s!

Archbishop Pell was a prime ministerial
nomination of a church Icader to the
Constitutional Convention. Once he was
on the floor of the Convention, Archbishop
Pell might have argued that he was simply
expressing his personal opinion {much as 1
doon Aboriginal issues). Others would claim
that an archbishop in such a forum is never
simply expressing a personal opinion.

[ think the bishops gotitright with their
ten principles of morality and justice in
relation to tax reform, published on 28 July
1998, But that document would be a dead
letter in the political debate nine months
on unless there were an authorised church
agency which could speak authoritatively
and make judgments as to how the detailed
government proposals measure up. Such an
agency must also be at liberty to agitate
publicly and privately, in the name of the
church, for the maximum recognition of
those principles. Church leaders ought to
do more, or at least resource others to do
more, than simply take the approach
adopted by Archbishop Pell after the release
of the bishops’ ten principles.

Conceding that the ten criteria for
cquitable tax reform ‘naturally ... remain in
place’, he went on to say, ‘There is no onc
Catholic position on an issuc as complex as
taxation. Opinions will continuc to differ.
Time is still needed to study the detail and
the conscquences. This is best done by the
political partics and interest groups. The
Government’s tax package [is] a serious
attempt to address the problems of an ailing
tax system.” He then urged ‘all Catholics to
make an informed assessment’.

But how arc they to make such an
informedassessment? Qughtnot the church
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dedicate resources to a competent group to
make such an assessment and then offer it
publicly to the faithtul for their considera-
tion? Could not such a group properly speak
in the namec of the church?

According to Bishop Manning, who gave
evidence to the Scenate Select Committec
on a New Tax System, the Central
Comumission of bishops and the key church
agencies did rcach agreement on the
principles to govern the tax debate. Manning
told the committce that Pell ‘did not see
cye toeye with the position, and so he went
out and had his say’. The result was a public
perception that there was no church position
on the way the principles were to be applicd
to the political issue at hand.

When questioned by the Opposition in
Question Timce on 30 March 1999, John
Howard was delighted to be able to quote
the Pell dictum: ‘Whenever any of us start
invoking the name of the church, we ought
to remember that there is no such thing as
a Catholic position on taxation reform.’

Appearance of position speaks volumes
inthe political process. I think it regrettable
that on a critical issue like tax reform, the
Prime Minister can be in a position to rebut
Opposition objections by quoting a church
leader to the cffect that ‘there is no such
thing as a Catholic position on something
like taxation reform’.

As Tunderstand it, Archbishop Pell said
this during the election campaign in order
to ncgate any prospect of other church
personnel positioning the hierarchy to take
on a position opposed to the government.
But this was too simplistic because there is
a Catholic position on tax reform, namely
the ten principles or outcomes cnunciated
by the hishops. The two critical principles
arc: that low-income families and
individuals arc better off in absolute terms;
that to the maximum extent possible the
essentials of life remain free of tax.

Therefore, it the essentials of life are not
to remain free of tax, it is essential that
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low-income families and individuals be no
worse off. That is a credible Catholic position
in the present debate—a position which has
been taken by most of the hierarchy. Provided
the othereight principles are complied with,
they are THE Catholic position.

Four Problems

This overview lcaves us with four problems
which I have been unable to resolve to my
satisfaction after 20 years’ involvement in
the field.

First, the enunciation of principles is
fine, but how does the church play a
constructive and responsible role in moving
beyond principle to scrutiny of proposed
laws under the auspices of a competent
mandated agency without running the risk
of party political alliances?

Second, what is the role of the honest
broker in an cra of ambit politics?
Stakeholders who want ‘x” at the end of the
democratic process start by claiming '2x’.
They perceive the honest broker who

claims only ‘x’ as the unwitting
accomplice who will ensure the
delivery of only ‘I/>x’. This
was eloquently expressed by
Aboriginal leader Noel Pearson
during the Keating negotiations
onnative titlein 1993. He offered
this assessment of my approach:

[ always have a go at Frank for
being too cynical about politi-
cians. Sadly, white politicians
seem to find it easier to talk
about Aboriginal issues with

someone like them. [t’s more comfortable
for them to talk to someone like Frank
than to come and talk to us. He's a very
influential playcr, and if he suggests the
middle ground as the position for politicians
to take, then what actually happens is less
than that. I think he doesn’t realise how
much weight white politicians put on his
imprimatur. He tells them what they can
getaway with. It’simportant that he doesn’t
aim too low, because incvitably he will get
less than he asks for, and it can drag the
aspirations of the Aboriginal people down.
Still, Tam always saying thatitf black pcople
think Brennan is striking an unacceptably
conservative position, then it’s up to them
to articulate how a less conservative
position might work.

Third, the sccular humanists seem to
enjoy a stranglehold over the thin notions
of public interest and common good which
are permitted in the public forum. The
euthanasia debateis a good example. Thosc
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for and against cuthanasia are agreed on the
needtoprotect the vulnerable. They disagree
on the extent to which you limit individual
autonomy of all in order to protect the
vulnerable few. They disagree completely
on the extent to which you limit individual
freedom so as to maintain the quality of the
doctor-patient rclationship, the quality of
the relationship between all dying
dependent persons and their responsible
relations, and the state’s commitment to
resourced palliative care given that active
cuthanasia is not an option even in the inter-
ests of efficiency. To what extent should
religious notions of the common good and
public intcrest hold sway when the good to
be achieved is more than the protection
only of the poorest and most vulncra

Fourth, there is little consideration by
those speaking and acting in the name of
churches about matters of political
moral 7. By the time Wik got to the Senate
the third time, the question was not
primarily, ‘What should the law be?’ The
question was, ‘To what extent was onc
indep dent Tasmanian Senator entitled
and able to amend the government’s
proposals honouring thelimits on the Senate
and the significance of the proposed
legislation?’

Some church personnel who are strong
supporters of Aboriginal rights were
adamant that the Senatc should reject
the government’s Bill, even though they
were :he Keating school of thought that
the Senate is unrepresentative swill.

Church people active in the political
process of the State have to be principled
pragmatists who are always prepared to
articulate the moral principles on which
their  -eferred outcome is premised,
professionally disinterested in which party
is in power, consistent in their articulation
of the parameters on power to be exercised
by the various cogs in the machinery of
State, calculating in their asscssment of
what is achievable, and unstinting and
impartial in their effo  to achicve the
outcome. If social conscience is an
expression of the believer’'s right to
participate fully in society, the believer
must be prepared to have dialogue with
anyone and to welcome any intcrvention
made in good faith.

Frank rennan sj is director of Uniya, the
Jesuit Social Justice Centre in Sydney.
These are cedited transcripes of talks given on
27 Aprilin Sydney and 28 April in Mclbourne as
part of the ‘Transformations’ scrics, Sce page 4
for details of the series.






Confucius’. And the politics are those of
our day, of the West as well as China, as
shown by the notes which are so much
more than the usual philological and
historical commentary. It is Leys the
sardonic commentator on today’s China
and today’s Australia who dominates this
translation of a text two-and-a-half
millennia old.

Here, for example, is a passage from the
third page of an extended annotation on
two lines of the Analects (19:13). These
lines rcad in his translation: ‘Zixia said:
“Leisure from politics should be devoted to
learning. Leisure trom learning should be
devoted to politics.”’” The translation here
is brilliantly right. It captures the brevity of
the original and the essence of Confucian-
ism, the inextricable entanglement of
politics and culture. Leys comments:

Now the great paradox of our age, of
course, is that, whereas the wretched
lumpenproletariat is cursed with the
enforced leisure of large-scale, permanent
unemployment, members of the educated
clite, whose liberal professions have been
turned into senseless money-making
machines, are condemning themselves to
the slavery of endless working hours, day
and night, without respite—till they
collapsc like over-loaded beasts of burden.

The commentary is ironic {the nod to
Marxism), polemical [Voltaircan is an
adjective that has been applied to the
writings of Simon Leys}, learned (laced with
allusions to European writers and thinkers)
and ultimatcly over the top. But T would
prefer it to the ponderous platitudes of
most Western as well as Chinese commen-
tators. He takes Master Kong seriously,
whichis the greatest compliment one could
pay him.

Sometimes, alas, the commentatornods.
Forexample, anote on 4:6 refers to Spinoza—
‘it took another two thousand years before
Spinoza would ponder again the puzzling
fact that we do not desire what we know to
be good’—which ignores Augustine’s
famous discussion long before in the
Confessions of just this issue. Leys is right,
however, to remind us in the preceding
note {on 4:3) of the danger of unconscious
Western—that is, ultimatecly, Christian—
misreadings of Confucius which even such
as Arthur Waley fall into.

This is not the place to discuss
sinological minutiac. In any case, [ decided
that my minor quarrels with the translation
were on matters of taste rather than
fundamentals. Where there is real and
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important ambiguity the notes alert us to
the fact. There were times when the English
struck me as a little Frenchified—for
example, the ‘Is it not?” at the end of 1:10
smacked of ‘n'est-ce pas?’. 1 personally
would translate zheng as ‘government’ not
‘politics’ (1:10) which sounds too modern
for the fifth century BCE; gi as a ‘tool’ not
a‘pot’ [2:11, but both acceptable readings),
ren as ‘humaneness’ not a bland ‘goodness’
(4:3,4,6).

1 found his constant preference for the
rcadings of Arthur Waley over D.C. Lau
(the Penguin Classic Analects)curious. One
could argue that Lau, philosopheras well as
linguist, over-philosophises Confucius—his
Confucius is a philosopher more than a
politician. Again a matter of taste, or rather
fundamental orientation. Still, T found the
lively colloquial renderings generally
appropriate. Even if they are philosophy,
they are philosophical sayings, obiter dicta,
not truncated treatises, and certainly not
what ‘Confucius says’ in Western folklore.

I was pleased to see due weight given to
my favourite passage from the Lun Yu,
11:26, where Confucius asks his leading
followcers what they would most like to be.
He is amuscd at their brashness and
ambition, falsc modesty and apeing of his
views, It is the choice of Zeng Dian, who
significantly has been strumming his lute
in the background, which gains his approval:

‘In late spring, after the making of the
spring clothes hasbeen completed, together
with five or six companions and six or
seven boys, T would like to bathe in the
River Yi, and then enjoy the breeze on the
Rain Dance terrace, and go home singing.’
The Master heaved a deep sigh and said: ‘I
am with Dian!’

This is far from the puritan workaholic
of Chinese and Western tradition. But Iam
not surc that one can call Confucius, as
Leys docs in the notes on this chapter, a
mystic. A man with a mission, yes, cven a
religious mission, but for him Heaven docs
not speak directly to men (17:19).

There are many opaque passages in the
text. Leys frankly admits when he is baffled.
There arc a few places, however, where he
brings an episode to lifc brilliantly and
convineingly. In 5:7 Confucius talks about
building a raft and setting out to sea on it.
Thisisusually read asironic and his disciple
Zilu’s enthusiastic offer to accompany him
as folly and rashness. Leys points out that
the Chinese at that time did sail the scas on

“:s, that the = 7 was * ya of
action {my students are constantly puzzled
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when I tell them that many great Chinese
philosophers were also statesmen and
generals), and so that Confucius was
possibly quite serious even if not necessarily
proposing an immediate voyage. Arthur
Walcy in his commentary refers to the
notion that the sage has a mission to spread
civilisation to the barbarians (like us?) who
inhabit the ‘four scas’. This also explains
the not-so-well-hidden condescension of
many Chinese in Australia towards our
barbarian culture.

One point Leys makes about the
significance of the Analects in Chinese
history is important—the cmphasis on
education, on its transforming but non-
utilitarian function insocicty, its centrality
in moral and social development. Not so
long ago, the president of a Hong Kong
university asked me in genuine puzzle-
ment: ‘Isn’t your government concerned
about economic and social progress! Why
is it cutting educational funding at a time
when we are increasing ours?’ I suspect
both Leys and Lovett would query some of
the implications of that question but the
genuine incomprehension comes from
Confucian assumptions.

There are many Confuciuses and the
recent transmaogrification of the Masterinto
an economic rationalist, while remarkablc,
is by no means the most bizarre. In many
ways the statist, authoritarian Confucius
of much of China’s history is cven more
aberrant. Yet the power of the text of the
Analects toliberate remains. [think Lovett’s
master, Bernard Lonergan, would have
approved of much of the Confucius that
Simon Leys has revealed: humane,
reflective, inducing insight in others by
showing them onc of the four corners,
emphasising inner conversion, respecting
heaven as revealed in the world, eschewing
talse religiosity, loving, inner-dirccted. We
can know this Confuciusonly through close
attention to the textand Simon Leys enables
those who recad no ancient Chinese to do
this. It requires meditative reading, but, as
the last line of the Analects {in Leys
translation of course} p1 it: ‘He who does
not understand words is incapable of
understanding men.’

Paul Rule teaches Chinesce history and
religion at La Trobe University where he is
Director of the Religious Studies Program.

The winner of the Eureka Street Gift
Subscription Competition is Mrs June
Leahy of Portland, VIC. Mrs Leahy
wins a Panasonic Portable CD player.






strong and there was a convincing sensc of
the kind of masculinity which is naturally
attracted to authoritarian forms. The char-
acterisation could have done with a shade
morce blackness perhaps, but the upright
‘normality’ of the characterisation, the very
Anglo-Saxon starchiness despite the kinks,
had considerable power of persuasion.

The title role in the Neil Armfield/
Richard Hickox production was taken by
the London-based Australian baritone Peter
Coleman-Wright and if his acting was fine,
his singing was marvcllous. I listened to
Peter Glossop in Britten’s recording of the
opcra as a preparation for this production
and Coleman-Wright really did seem to have
the edge, not lcast in Billy’s great act two
solo, before his death, ‘Look! Through the
port comes the moon-shine
astray’, where the musicality of
the singing becomes an extraor-
dinary dramatic thing, poignant
and plangent.

Somecthing similar is true of
Richard Hickox’s conducting.
Hickox is a major exponent of
Britten’s work [some of hisinter-
pretations—of the War Requiem
for cxample—are even more
highly regarded in some quarters
than the composcr’s). What he
brings to the score of Billy Budd
is a meditative intensity and
deliberateness, an ability to
listen to the connections and
attend to the longer paragraphs.
He doesn’t have Britten'’s impatience or his
extroversion but the upshot—which 1s
extremely powerful and pensive—is to tilt
Billy Budd all the more strongly in the
direction of modern tragedy. Hickox also
manages to hear the hush and the yearning
behind the stormtoss and the windlash. Itis
a wonderfully intense and restrained
performance.

Billy Budd was onc of those all too rare
opera productions where it’s obvious cven
to an unbeliever that this form of musical
drama can touch on things which are urgent
and calamitous and full of electrical
intensity. The director and Billy Budd were
Australian, the conductor and Captain Vere
were British. The productionitself was some
form of Australian export which was coming
baclk home. It was also a production rated as

a world event in International
Opera Collector.

ne resT or THE Melbourne tour (to the
timc of going to press}hasbeenam™  1bag,
though in no way shameful. If there has
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been nothing clse remotely on par with
Billy Budd, there has also been nothing to
justify calls for the opera to lose its funding.

Itisalways adifficult thing to defend an
art form, more particularly a traditional
and establishment one, that requires subsidy
for its survival, to critics who have no
appreciation of its charms and mighty
claims or who require that it he done
superbly if it is to be done at all. This is the
kind of argument that would only justify
bubblegum adventure stories if they were
all as good as Star Wars. So much for The
Matrix.

Chesterton was right when he said that
if a thing was worth doing it was worth
doing badly. Of course it’s necessary to
qualify immediately and say that the kind
of ‘badly’ which is
acceptable from a
company like Opera
Australia should be
compatible withsome-
thing like the aspira-
tion to be ‘world class’
(and pace Barrie Kosky,
that’s not a parochial
judgment:it'sasimple
practical comparison
that cvery socicty in
the world makes).

Admittedly the
production of ]
Trovatore that hit
Melbournce {in the
manner of an ancient,
wettish fish) didn’t do much for
Chestertonian paradox. This was the old
Elijah Moshinsky version with the Sidney
Nolan sets. It was looking the worse for
wear—a pity really because this was a
splendid and viable production in its day.

It had been a vehicle and a showcase for
Joan Sutherland, a production that showed
what opera could do rather than what could
be done with opera. Most people who had
seen it in one of its earlier incarnations
would have had fond memories of things
like the nonchalant fencing rehearsal with
which the soldier’s chorus ‘Squilli, echeggi
la tromba guerricra’ was sung. The night
1 saw it the ghost had fled and only the
corpse was in evidence. Richard Jones had
supposedly rchcarsed Moshinsky’s
production but the original director’s
precision of movement and gesture was
nowhere in evidence, and in the absence of
any sense of epiphany or action, Nolan’s
sets looked simply old.

Everything w wrong. S0’ leapt
on to chairs at the wrong moment, gypsies
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slumped where they should have skipped.
And it didn’t help that Richard Gill
sometimes had the State Orchestra of
Victoria playing too loud and in uncertain
tempi Caruso supposcdly said that all you
ncede  for II Trovatore was the four best
singers in the world. In this production
Mari:. ollicina produced a certain largesse
of sound as Leonora but she was somctimes
raw-toned and she couldn’t act. There
were hideous moments where the singer
appeared gleeful at points of dire distress.
Antonio Nagore was better, but Richard
Jones did not succeed in allowing this large-
voiced tenor to give more than a perfunctory
performance, full of taste but lacking the
redbloodedness and outrage that Verdi
requires. Only Elizabeth Campbell as
Azucena sang and acted with the passion
and style appropriate to the work. Hers
was a commendable attempt to come to
terms with onc of the greatest of Verdi
mezzo roles, and the fact that Campbell
appeared to be incarnating Azucena in a
ghost production pecopled by ghosts,

made the performance all the

more formidablc.

Frreas FroMrensanor was in a different
category altogether, though it produced
polarised reactions from the puntcers. The
decis:  tostage thisearly modernist opera,
with its post-Wagnerian critique of Wagner
and its strange dapple symbolist score,
was clearly an attempt to get out of the
chocolate box, and present one of the
important and difficult modern operas
rather than just another bit of Puccini.

The result was a close-run thing. The
production, by Patrick Nolan, was neither
bad nor wrongheaded but it was without
the kind of instant ability to visualise {and
indeed conjure} which is all but essential
with an opera like this. Nolan’s production
showed signs of being intelligent and
thoughttul without quite working. There
were also odd confusions, for example where
a forest had to double with a castlc and the
cffect came across as something like an
Eltham lounge room circa 1970. Lots of
glass.

It’s a production burdened by symbolism
and literalism in cqual measure but with
little sense of balance. Symbolic waterholes
manage to get real clothes wet. We are
ncith  enchanted nor convinced. And it
featured onc of the worst distractions ever
let loose in an opera production: for every
one of the many musical interludes Debussy
wrote ~ 77 N 2
come satling across, clangingly and



trecacherously, so that even the most high-
minded soul could think of nothing but
champagne and toilets.

That said, the State Orchestra of Victoria
played very well under John Fiore and the
principals were good. Kirsti Harms had
presence as Mélisande, Angus Wood sang
better than he acted as Pelléas and John
Pringle (although too old for the role} gave
menace and dramatic savagery to the part
of Golaud.

So it was an interesting attempt at a
very important opera. But it showed thatin
a work which can seem to be about the
nature of interpretation the director can’t
go in and expect the story to tell itsclf.

To some extent he or she can when the
waork is Fidelio and the composer is
Beethoven, not so much because the story
is a creaky old pile of Romantic fervour as
because the music so triumphantly
justifiesitself atevery point that the drama
becomes absolutely vivid as its necessary
pretext.

This was Elke Neidhardt’'s restagingof a
Michael Hampe production and it was in
high Germanic chocolate box style: easy on
the eyes and soothing enough to the mind
for the music to be able to do its work.
Whichit did, imperfectly but triumphantly.
Elizabeth Whitehouse as Leonora had an
extraordinary sparkle and bite, even if not
every note was perfect. It was a terrific
singer’s performance, soaring and intense,
and served to symbolise the way this music
creates happiness less like a drug than a
religion. Whitchouse is precisely the kind
of singer Opera Australia should be hugging
to its bosom.

As it should Julian Gavin, a rich tenor
with a more powerful voice than we are
used to hearing, who essayed Gounod’s
Roméo et Julictte. His is a swoopingly
sensuous and graceful voice full of Italianate
tone, andif Leanne Keneally’s Juliette didn't
quite rise to meet him, she nevertheless
created some very pretty music with him.
Just as important as Gavin here was the
conductor Richard Divall (the former
Artistic Director of the VSO)} who brought
a marvellous warmth and brio to this
19th-century score which is always bound
to scem like the wedding cake that makes
ajoke of the lovemaking because itis a less
markedly ‘musical’ thing than the Shake-
speare it gallicises and rhapsodises.
Nevertheless, this was a handsome produc-
tion to listen to, and Suzanne Johnston's
pants role aria as the page was very stylish.
Tolook at, this production was hardly there
at all. Lots of monumental minimalism

Darrnov
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The winter sun

was fast fading beyond

the half-transparent wall

of my garage

Scribbling across the wall face
with something like trees
lying on a lethargic sofa

[ was watching it fade
doing nothing to stop it

closing my eyes
for it to fade further

counting the names of people
on the inside of my eye-lids

for possible support
and finding none

each one of them a would-be embarrassment
aware that the world must be fast progressing

around me

advancing where there would be no more need
for books and the likes of me

[ wasn't dreaming

for I knew the sun had gone down
leaving the winter behind

on the wall

and a few gilt-edged clouds

drifting
or frozen

[ remember the rejection
the disgust with the human world

of competition

and my own thought:

was it because [ was old?

which meant something to the director
Sarah Carradine, but not much to anyone
else. Any mice of the State Theatre might
just as well have come on stage and assisted

the singers and chorus in eating up

O the scenery.
PERA TS CERTAINLY an expensive activity.

In order to have the remotest chance of
performing it half-well you need to invest a
great deal of money and even morce faith.
But if we're to live up to the tradition of a
country that produced the Melbas and
Sutherlands as well as a great number of
distinguished singers and musicians and
directors and conductors we have to bear
with the opera. It’s a form of music that is
loved by the very large number of pcople
who'll switch on toiton TV orradio. It's an
art form the Communist world maintained
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with a fierce pride in Russia and Eastern
Europe. It’s also a form which pulls in more
young people who realisc the truth of Susan
Sontag’s saying that opera is the most
overwhelmingly emotional of all the arts.
Song, spectacle, sex and death: what more
could you want?

And, yes, if a thing’'s worth doing it is
worth doing badly. In the past fcw months
I've seen a great singer, Bryn Terfel, essay
one of the great roles, Falstaff, for the first
time, in this country. With Billy Budd1saw
an ensemble production as dark and subtle
as any the world’s great opera houses could
yield on a good day. Given such riches who
cares about the also-ran productions? Thev
are a small price.

Peter Craven is editing Best Australian
Essays 1999.
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For the level playingficeld, a different experience of relationship might be sketched as analogy. It might
be, butTam not going to doit. Each of us has to draw the sketch for ourselves. Drawn by others, it somehow
won't be right. It is a sketch of life when the spark isn’t there. Living goes on satisfactorily enough, but
there’s no flame to the fire. Things arc comfortable; but almost too easy, almost anodyne. Safe and secure,
with no place for surpriscs. Nothing deep and passionate. Nothing nourishing for spirit and life. The
painful can be evaded; prioritics can be shifted. Level playing fields allow for that.

Of these two analogies, most of us arc attracted to the first, the deep and passionate. But tilted playing
ficlds are tricky. Many of us settle for the second, the safe and secure, because that’s where we are—and
we count oursclves lucky. Level playing fields give players more possibilities; no single aspect or
mctaphor dominates.

’

Implications

Overall, that’s about where it may be with God. A theology of an unconditionally loving God involves
adeep and passionate relationship. The playing field is tilted. Many of us scttle for a different view of God
and a playing ficld that is level. This view involves a belief in God as a henevolent being, a decent sort
of a God. Certainly not a fanatic sectarian God; but an understanding God, well disposed to us creatures
and forgiving of our fragility. Well disposed and able to be prodded a little by prayer. All prayer has its
place. Prayer of praise and thanks, of course; but also intercessory prayer where we are asking for things
for ourselves or others. We can ask God for favours and we do; we may not necessarily expect to get what
we ask for, but we do assume that appropriate behaviour on our part will be appropriately rewarded by
God. There is an aspect, therefore, of the patron or benefactor: we expect God to take care of us and to
be favourably disposed toward our interests.

There may be a recognition that the scales of justice don’t work out in this life; there is an expectation
that they will in the next one. Not too savagely of course. We do expect God to be understanding of foibles
and not too strict on minor infractions. Whatever our misgivings, most of us see ourselves on the side of
the angels. The comforting aspect is that evildoers will receive their deserts. We may not be very clear
about who the real evildoers actually are and we may not be very clear about what happens to them, but
there is this feeling that the unfairnesses of life are evened out. There is a rewarding reason for sticking
close to the straight and narrow. Divine justice will catch up with those who don't.

Withalcvel playing ficld view of God, elements of the lover, the judge, and the patron-cum-benefactor
etc. may be mixed in. The enormous practical advantage of a traditional view is that we aren’t constantly
challenged; wejust have to be found on the side of the angels at the end of life—keeping the rules basically.
We can expect to be helped by God along the way, which is psychologically valuable even if it doesn’t
always come off. We know that being good is going to bring its reward and, perhaps even more satisfying,
those who don’t bother about goodness will get their appropriate come-uppance in due course. Or
something like that.

A tilted playing field, with priority given to an unconditionally loving God, is not quite so casy. It is
not cnough to be on the side of the angels at the end. It’s a poor relationship if all we can say for it is: we
were there at the end. A loving God affirms a relational element in faith, invites a personal involvement.
If Taccept God’s love, 'm accepting a relationship and taking on a lot more than just keeping rules. Iwon't
be able to accept love tor very long without returning it. If I return that love, I will be constantly looking
to the beloved rather than the rules. What will matter is how much I love, not what the rules allow me.

Theoretically, there can be a maddening sense that others aren’t bothering about it and are still being
loved. Practically, the basic challenge is not about what others are doing but about us. The challenge is:
accepting ourselves to be utterly loved by God, how do we respond? Our achievements are not the key;
we're loved for who we are, not what we do. How do we respond when it dawns on us that it is not the
things we do that ultimatcly matter nor the dint we make on the outer world? What matters is the person
cach one of us is, as well as the persons cach onc of us affects. Who L am, and who others are because of me,
is the ultimate measure of my life. Scen in the light of God’s unconditional love for us—for cach of us.

Today most people are not hugely bothered about imaging heaven. But we do need to image our
relationship with God here and now—and the two are related. The major bencfit and, at the same time,
the basic flaw of a traditional portrayal is an uncoupling of the quality of life in heaven from the quality
of lifc on earth. There will be degrees of happiness, but we will not be aware of the differences. A one-litre
jug and a two-litre jug and a five-litre jug hold different quantities of liquid when they are full; although
the quantities are different, cach of the jugs is full. Each individual will be perfectly happy. Whatever the
exhortation to full human living and whatcever the attractions promoted, the basic goal in this view of life
is to be in God’s good graces at our death. In sporting terms, when the final whistle blows we want to be
among the players—not sent off or in the sin-bin.

This approach diminishes the seriousness of our lives. In this approach, what matters is not how fully
we live, but that we keep the important rules of the game. In sporting terms still, when that final whistle
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Today most people
are not hugely
bothered about
imaging heaven.
But we do need to
image our
relationship with
God here and
now—and the two
are related. The
major benefit and,
at the same time,
the basic flaw of a
traditional portrayal
is an uncoupling of
the quality of life in
heaven from the
quality of life on
earth. There will be
degrees of happiness,
but we will not be
aware of the
differences.

Opposite and next page:
surveying the metaphysical
playing field, graphic after
Leone Battista Alberti.
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