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AN JoHN Howarp make welfare work for him? On the
face of it, it might seem that the best he can hope for is to
neutralise the issuc. He has been told often enough that he loses
votes every time he campaigns on social issues, and picks them
up again when the voters’ minds are fixed on cconomic matters.
He has been successfully cast as uninspired, mean-spirited and
narrow-minded on almost any social issue, to the point where
even his colleagues writhe at the prospect of his intervention.

That’s not to say that some of his interventions have not
been successful, at least in political terms. His work-for-the-
dolc scheme was cleverly targeted at pub-talkers who think
that the unemployed are bludgers, and only later developed a
rhetoric about mutual, or reciprocal, responsibility. Falling
unemployment may owe morc to an improving economy, but
many will still give Howard’s schemes some credit.

At the same time, he has disarmed many of the lobbics
which might normally be expected to be highly critical. In some
cascs, the action has been ruthless—simply removing the
government funding for advocacy services, with which govern-
ments have previously built rods for their own backs. If ever
there was a casc that government welfare money created its
own dependencies, it has been demonstrated by the incapacity
of many of these lobbies to sustain their cfforts from their own
resources, as they should have done long ago. Others have been
compromised, not least the networks of church and community
groups which arc now so busy taking government funds to
provide government services on contract that they scarcely have
time to draw breath, let alone promote independent views.

[t is easy enough to imaginc that these policies come from
a desire to punish those who are on welfare and those who have
formed their political careers by speaking the language of
entitlement. There is more than a little in that, given Howard’s
open resentment about the way in which the political culture
of the 1970s to the 1990s was captured in this way. But secing
the development of such policies only in such terms is doing
both Howard and his Coalition a serious disservice.

That Labor cannot find the language to attack him shows
its own recognition that the older welfare philosophies are dead,
and that the electorate is responding to new forms of govern-
ment intervention. Labor, in fact, played a considerable role in
developing some of the new ideology of welfare, from the time
that it moved away from schemes of universal entitlement in
the early 1980s, to the way it skilfully developed job-creation
and regional policies in the mid 1990s.

It is clear that Labor wants such policies and recognises
their political potency. At most, Labor promises more
new-model intervention or assistance than Howard is offering,

Talk for the dole

or promises that the dividing lines will be set in marginally
more compassionate ways. Only a few of the shadow ministry
make anything but the most ritual bows to an older ideology,
and their assistance is not usually regarded as welcome.
Howard, in short, has largely won the policy argument, as
he has with the Goods and Services Tax, and the most that his
rivals can do is nibble around the edges. They may well do so
successfully—or be scen to have done so—because Howard has
exhausted the patience of the electorate, but the next
clection is still Labor’s to lose.

IHE CYNIC MIGHT WONDER whether Howard would be prepared
to gamble and take his welfare debate right into the centre of
Labor uncertainty—Aboriginal affairs. He might well figure that
he has nothing to lose, if only because Labor has kept its own
flag waving by trading off Howard’s missteps in the recon-
ciliation and stolen children debate. Aboriginal affairs is the last
great redoubt of old-fashioned welfarism, and the last area where
some people appear genuinely to believe that more of the same
might do the trick. There are plenty of others, not least
Aboriginal people, who have the most profound doubts—doubts
about the institutions, the policies and the programs, and about
whether one can even identify targets which will, if achiceved,
make any material or social difference to Aboriginal people.

All along, Howard has been insisting that Aboriginal affairs
is about health, education and jobs. He has rejected as empty
symbolism talk of apologies and native title developments. He
may well have made progress impossible by fundamentally
misjudging the mood on the symbols and alienating the people
whose assistance he needed. Yet the fact is that his govern-
ment has been continuing to feed money into old welfarist
policies from which, by any standards, the dividend is still
meagre. Moreover, he has continued to work through the old
mechanisms, focusing on communities rather than families,
and on bureaucratic structures which measure inputs rather
than results.

Aboriginal affairs is wide open to genuine reform. The
government could focus on transferring responsibility, ‘empow-
erment’, agreed target setting, getting kids into school and pcople
into jobs, and making better and more accountable use of the
resources of state and local government. Such reform would
causc consternation in Labor ranks and suspicion among thosc
who think that John Howard is incapable of entering Aboriginal
affairs with good intentions. It would, of course, go down well
in the pubs, but it might also make some difference.

Jack Waterford is editor of the Canberra Times.
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Dark glasses

From Denis Minns or

I am sorry that Ray Cassin (Letters,
July/August 2000) has supposed that
I meant to be contemptuous of any
claims that newspapersorjournalists
might make to conduct themselves
with professional moral probity.
But I see that I did say that nobody
would expect a newspaper to have
a conscience, and his supposition
is arcasonable inference from that,
so it is understandable that he is
Cross.

Imcant a conscicnce in the sensc
of a collective memory embracing
the whole history of an institution
and, most particularly and explicitly
in the context, ‘its remote past’. The
church makes very high claims for
such a memory; it calls it, no doubt
somewhat pompously, its ‘sacred
tradition’ and likens it to‘amirrorin
which the church, during its
pilgrimage on earth, contemplates
God’ (Dei Verbum 7). As mirrors go
these days, it is very dark, and over
the centuries it has alsobecome very
dusty.

The church hasbeen very slow in
recognising this: that it has at last
set about cleaning it, however late,
however elliptically, even however
pomipously, is a sign of health. An
analogous case might be made for a
nation’s collective memory—
a mirror in which it can contem-
plate itself. The grandeur of the
claims they make on the allegiance
of their members puts the church
and a nation especially at risk of
pomposity andridicule. Newspapers,
making far humbler c¢laims, do not
expose themselves to such risk. Tdid
not say, even by implication, that
they did or should.

Denis Minns op
Oxford, UK

Animal harm

From Thomas Ryan

John Wamsley’s vision [Archimedes,
Eureka Street, July/August 2000) of
buying up at least one per cent of the
nation’s land mass for native animals
is a laudable undertaking and
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cvidence of a deep concern for our
native flora and fauna. However I do
have reservations about some of the
means he employs, and dispute his
assertion that ‘it’s not our job to get
involved in ideological matters’. If
he assumes that ideology entails
engaging in speculative and vision-
ary thinking, I would have thought
that this was a prerequisite to
thinkingabout animals and why they
matter and responding in an
appropriate manner. Ideology refers
toaframework of ideas and provides
the conceptual language in terms
of which questions one asks, the
calculations onc¢ makes and the
answers one gives. It cntails an
examination of our moral obliga-
tions and duties towards animals,
this not being ‘sentimental’ about
them. Sentiment, being a thought
influenced by or proceeding from
emotion or fecling, is an integral
component of all compassionate
moral thought and indeed it informs
and underlies rationality.

To argue, as Wamslcy doces, that
eating and or privatising our wildlife
are legitimate expressions of our
concern for their well-being is to
confusc means and ends. This
argument assumes that it is morally
legitimate to view individual
animals as instrumental to the
greater good of species and cco-
systems. Undoubtedly the well-being

of individuals is integrally linked to
healthy species and ecosystems, but
species are comprised of individuals.
To argue that certain individuals are
not lsinthemselves butreducible
to some notion of the greater goc s
itself ideological and, according to
Am can philosof r Tom Regan,
is equivalent to cnvironmental
fascism.

I find it rather depressing that
beings with such interests and valuc
can be viewed as self-gencrating and
regenerating assets. Such language
may sit well with the pervasive
ideology of economic rationalism,
yet it is pointedly out of place in
compassionate moral thinking. This
isprecisely why attention toideology
is of 1ramount importance.

Thomas Ryan
St Helens, TAS

First .oncerns

From R. Vermeesch

Chris McGillion's review of Who is
Worthy (Eureka Street, June 2000)
does not address the important,
topical and contentious matters
raised in Fr Kennedy’s publication.
The author’s primary concern was
the way in which misunderstanding
the role of conscience and the
sign cance of the Eucharist affects
marginalised groups in the church.
Mril  Gillion’s main concerns were
that - Kennedy was one-sided and
that he failed to celebrate the
‘pluralism’ Mr McGillion finds in
thc church evidenced by, for
cxample, the suppression of the Third
Rite of Reconciliation.

As to Mr McGillion’s first
concern, I rcad Fr Kennedy, not as
attempting to asscss theattitude and
conduct of each Australian bishop,
but as responding to a particular
challenge. {In this regard, however,
I cannot recall reading of any public
dissent from Archbishop Pell’s well-
publicisedviewsby  yofhisbrother
bishops.) Fr Kennedy was not
attempting, as Mr McGillion
suggests he should have, toreconcile
the differences between his own and
Archbishop Pell’s views. Rather,
he drew on contemporary authority,
including Vatican II, Pope John 1l
Il and the Catechism of the Catholic



Church, as well as the practices of
the carly church, toreject Archbishop
Pell’s position. The church has
always countenanced such debate.
As to his sccond concern,
Mr McGillion scems to suggest that
the ‘pluralism’ he finds in the church
should be celcbrated by silencing a
voice evidencing the church’s con-
cernfor the marginalised. This could
suggest an indifference to the plight
of the people Fr Kennedy defends.
R. Vermeesch
Lanc Cove, NSW

Timor and truth

From Stephen Langford, Secretary,
Australia East Timor Association,
NSW

It was with great sadness that we
lcarned of poct and writer Judith
Wright's death on Sunday 25th Junc.
Earlierin the year we had approached
Judith Wright and many other well-
known citizens, asking them to sign
a letter asking our government to
make public its information on the
Indonesian military and its crimes
m East Timor.

Those who graciously agreed to
sign the letter were: Gillian
Armstrong, Dr Faith Bandler, Rabbi
Jeffrey Barnet Kamins, John Bell, Bob
Brown, Jane Campion, Bryce
Courtenay, Peter Garrett, Bruce
Haigh, Alan Joncs, Ramona Koval,
Max Lanc, Professor Marcia Langton,
Rodney Lewis, Sandy McCutcheon,
Andrew McNaughtan, Leo McKern,
Josephine Mitchell, Gordon Moyes,
John Pilger, the Reverend Ray
Richmond, Shirley Shackleton,
Robyn Williams and Judith Wright.

This was, as far as we know, the
last public statement by Judith
Wright.

After 25 years of occupation, and
the destruction of their country as
the Indonesian military finally left,
the East Timorcese arce still suffering.
Onc hundred thousand East
Timorese are still trapped in
Indoncesia as virtual hostages. The
East Timorese descerve help, they
deserve justice, and they deserve
the truth from the Australian
government.

Stephen Langford
Paddington, NSW

Getting it right

From Gavan Breen

The East Timorese have had their
winand colonialism has had a defeat.
So has the Australian Government,
which supported the Indoncesian
colonisers for 25 ycars.

[t is said that the colonial cra
ended in the 1950s and '60s, but
colonialism—cven European coloni-
alism—will not be dead as long as
there are peoples which have become
unwilling—often  oppressed—
minorities in former colonies, and
national boundarics whose only
justification is that they are the edge
of the territory that was formerly
occupied by onc of the Europcan
colonial powers. Like, for instance,
the line that divides the island of
New Guinea into two halves. Tt
scems to be acceepted without
argument in most cases that the
Dutch, the British and the rest of
them had a divine right to set the
intcrnational boundaries throughout
the world for all time.

Forexample, inarccentarticlein
The Australian (9 June 2000), Greg
Sheridan, supporting Australia’s
support for Indonesian rule of West
Papua, said that West Papua was
part of the Dutch East Indies, to
which Indonesia is the successor
state. But, worse, the major reason,
in his view, why we should support
Indonesia against West Papua is that
West Papua lacks international
support. As if we should support
sclf-determination movements or
not on the basis of whether or not a
lot of other countrics support them.

Sheridan is probably correct in
saying that ‘if the Javanese empire of
Indonesia everdid break up, it would
almost certainly be a bloody and
terrible business’. But hasn’t Indo-
nesianrule of its rebellious provinces
been a bloody and terrible business,
cyen under the more benign rule of
Wahid? He mentions the flight of
Indonesians from East Timor, but he
docesn’t demonstrate that this was
necessary to save their lives. In fact,
Ithinkitlikely thatif the Indonesians
had not adopted theirscorched-earth
policy those of their nationals who
hadbeen serving the Timorese people
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may well have been welcomed.
Certainly Xanana Gusmao would not
have been responsible for driving
them out.

The Australian Government is
simply contemptible in the way it
refuses to support the obviously just
aspirations of subjugated peoples. It
is unfairto regard these as just ethnic
scparatist movements, when they
involve peoples who had no say in
their incorporation into a state—the
Kurds, the Kashmiris, the Tibetans
and others as well as the West
Papuans. Australia could support
such aspirations without supporting
racist policices like those espouscd
by the rebels in Fiji. The fact that
sclf-determination movements will
sometimes turn ugly is not a rcason
for supporting the status quo, when
that means the indefinite continua-
tion of a present ugly situation.

East Timor will nced support for
years yet, and it will get it from its
support groups in Australia and
clsewhere, but Mr Howard can be
assured that a lot of the political
energy that went into the East Timor
frcedom cause will now go into the
West Papua freedom cause.

Gavan Breen
Alice Springs, NT
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Sound foundations

HE TIILE OF PHIS COLUMN might suggest to the unlatinate reader that it {and
the writer) stand at the summit of theology. That would be a mistake. But the
idea of a summit encourages reflection on the hase of theology—the people
who cnsure that the ideas of the great and good can enter the theological
conversation of others. The people of the base include booksellers, librarians,
publishers, the organiscers of conferences and talks in churches and pubs.

Those who belong to the theological base are rarely houschold names and
rarcly appear in histories of the church or of theology. But occasional cvents
disclosc their significance. Recently Therese Hilton retired after 40 years service
to the Mcelbourne Central Catholic Library and to the associated Catholic
Bookshop. Apparently a very local event, but such humble institutions and the
contribution made by people like Therese were crucial to the development of
theology in Australia.

The Central Catholic Library was begun in the carly 1920s. Like St Mary’s
Hall and Newman College, the Library and Bookshop expressed Archbishop
Mannix’s conviction that the future of Australian Catholicisim depended on
young adult Catholics becoming literate in their understanding of faith.

Church sponsorship of bookshops and libraries requires trust in God and
the reader. To let people loosce in bookshops and libraries housing a varicty of
writers, many of whom you disagree with, is an expansive gesture. The
untrusting resort to censorship. But the patrons of these enterprises were
congenitally bold. The Jesuit, Matthew Egan, appointed by Mannix to keep an
cye on the rumbustious little journal Australia whose editor was once accused
of sedition, confided that he never saw any need to intervene. His collcague,
William Hackett, who guided the Catholic Library and Bookshop, was sent to
Australia because he was persona non grata to the English forces in lreland.

The Bookshop and Library served gencrations of Catholic laity and clergy,
introducing them to the dangerous new theological ideas which flowered in the
Sceond Vatican Council. The institutions also encouraged reflectiveness in the
Young Catholic Workers and other movements for social change.

After William Hackett died, another Jesuit, John Amold Phillips, guided
the Library and Bookshop in the expansive period following the Second Vatican
Council. Of straightforward theological views himself, he did not imposc his
theology on the Library or Bookshop. He, too, was a man of ingenuity in the
encouragement ot learning. When librarian of Canisius College in the 1940s, he
provided himself with a Licence to Trade with the Enemy in order to maintain
access to German scholarship.

But neither Hackett nor Phillips were the base. Behind libraries and
bookshops are invoices, order slips, dealings with Customs, relations with
publishers, and conversations with customers to match their inarticulate desives
to available stock. In these arcas Therese Hilton has operated with skill,
judgment and the confident trust with which the library began. With her
retirement, contact with a long tradition begun by Mannix and Hackett is broken.
The Catholic world owes her much.

Andrew Hamilton sj teaches at the United Faculty of Theology.

12 EUREKA STREET e Strremeer 2000

The Senate on
sanctuar
A Yy

1 111E END oI JUNEL, the Senate Legal and
Constitutional References Committee
reported on its year-long investigation into
Australia’s processes for dealing with
refugees and others who seck to stay in this
country for humanitarian reasons. The
matter was referred to the Senate in May
1999, following controversy over the harsh
treat znt  two failed asylum seckers.

The first case involved Ms Z, a Chinese
woman who suffered a forced abortion after
being sent back to China when she was
cight-and-a-half months pregnant. The
sccond concerned Mr SE, whose return to
war-torn Somalia was only halted at the
last minute by the intervention of the UN
Committee Against Torture. By the time
Canberra received the UN’s request to halt
his removal, Mr SE had already been taken
out of a detention centre in Melbourne and
put on a plane to Perth.

Despite intense interest in both casces at
the time, th= Senate’s weighty report raised
barelyarip  inthe media. The Australian,
for example, devoted just 50 words to the
storv reporting that the Committee had
four  Australia’s refugee system to be
“flawed, w 1 insufficient safeguards to
prev - breaches of international human
rights rules’. Accurate enough, but lacking
detail on the proposed remedics. Bad timing
was partly at fault—the report was released
just three days before the implementation
of the GST—and despite the shocking nature
of the cases that prompted the Committee’s
inqu -, its final report deale less with
attention-grabbing talcs of individual
suff  ng than with arcanc legal and
administrative processcs.

Perhaps the Committee could have made
more of a splash if it had toughened up
some of its 46 recommendations, Much ot
the language is infuriatingly vaguce. For
exar e, the recommendation that ‘the
gove  ment ensures that decision-makers
arc well enough resourced to facilitate
proper assessment of claims for refugee
status’ (2.1). This arrow shoots in the right
direction, but lacks the foree to hita target.
[t requires no specific response or action on
the part of government and will land lamely
on the floor of the House. Surcly it would
have beenbetteratleast tocall forinereased
func 22

This does not mean that the Senate
report should be ignored or forgotten. Quite







Cutting off the future

T/S ONE THING 1O DEVELOP new technology, and quite another to get people to
use it. Not only do people feel physically more at ease operating with traditional
technology, they also feel more comfortable financially, because they can predict
the risks and costs. Better the devil you know. In recent times it has become
cven harder to introduce significant new technologics, as governments have
withdrawn from the provision of infrastructure and services.

Take power stations, for example. Coal is the backbone of Australia’s power
industry. It’s a fuel which Australia has in plentiful supply, and it is also widely
and cheaply available in many developing nations, particularly China and India,
whose growing cconomies are going to have an enormous impact on the world
in the coming decades. In these times of sensitivity about emissions of carbon
dioxide, any new technology which increases the efficiency of extracting energy
from coal, and decreases greenhouse gas emissions, is welcome.

The good news is that such technology exists. The Co-operative Research
Centre (CRC) for Clean Power from Lignite, based in Mcelbourne and Adelaide,
is putting together and testing a series of advanced technologics which have the
potential for reducing greenhouse emissions from brown coal by more than
30 per cent. At the same time, these technologics will increase the efficiency of
energy output from brown coal from about 29 per cent to about 44 per cent.

But who will be the first to try the new technology out in a power station?
Here's the dilemma. Coal-fired power stations are expensive to build. They cost
billions of dollars. If you construct a power station using tricd and true tech-
nology, you know it will worl, what it will cost and how efficient it is likely to be.

With new technology—however good—it gencerally takes four or five tries
before power stations start to work at optimum cfficiency. The first few power
stations arc hound to be more expensive to build, and more expensive to run
than those built subsequently. In the past, this cost impost did not matter so
much, because governments built power stations, and the extra expense of the
carly power stations was borne by taxpayers. But these days, when power stations
arc built by independent consortia backed by banks and private investors, nobody
wants to take on the added risk of being first with new technology.

Yet, for greenhouse reasons, it has become imperative to switch over to
newer and more cfficient technology. So who is going to foot the bill? The CRC’s
Chicf Exccutive Officer, David Brockway, has suggested that we may have to
call on government again—perhaps a consortium of governments, or some
mecchanism arranged through the World Bank. In the end, because we are only
talking about underwriting the added risk of introducing new technology, it
may not cnd up being all that expensive, says Brockway—perhaps a couple of
hundred million do  rs spread across several countries over a decade or so. But
for banks and construction companics it’s a financial hump that will have to be
levelled before they will be willing to dabble in new technology.

It is important to solve this problem. Power generation is likely to be only
onc of many arcas where cfficient new technologies will require such a kick
start if they are ever to see the light of day.

Tim Thwaites is a freelance science writer.
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sensible recommendations for improving
the operation of this section of the Act. For
example, the Committee reccommends that
people making scction 417 requests should
not be removed from Australia before the
process is finalised [currently there is no
such guarantee), that all asylum seckers be
tully  lvisced of the procedures available to
them under 417 (which they are not
currently), and that all s417 requests should
be ¢ sidered in the light of Australia’s
intcernational obligations under the CAT,
the ICCPR and the CROC {Convention on
the Rights of the Child). Such recom-
mendations are welcome, but fall far short
of turning ministerial discrcetion into an
adequate safety net for valnerable asylum
seek who fail to fit the narrow UN
defimition of a refugee. As Senator Cooncy
[ALDP) notes in his additional comments to
ther Hrt, ‘section 417 docs not constitute
a program, a system, an ordered process for
dealing with those who claim humanitarian
relief from Australia’. Senator Cooncey calls
for the current system of refugee deter-
mination to be amended to encompass
broader humanitarian concerns, as in some
comparable jurisdictions.

Again Mr SE is a case in point. His
requests for consideration under s417 were
repeatedly knocked back by the minister,
yet the UN Committee Against Torture
found that he would be at great risk if
returned to Somalia. In the UK, Mr SE may
also have been refused formal refugee status,
but 1 re i« 2 fair chance he would have
been grante  exceptional lcave to remain’
instead, on the basis that Somalia’s
continuing  nwarfare makes it impossible
for him to return home safely. (Exceptional
leave  remain was granted to 11 per cent
of asylum scckers in the UK last year.)

The Ser  : Committee has developed
some specific reccommendations to prevent
a repeat of Ms Z's experience. Recoms-
mendation 9.2 calls for ‘a protocol on the
“fitness to travel” of pregnant women’ to
be developed “as a matter of urgency’, and
Recommendation 9.3 says that pregnant
women should be given special considera-
tion ‘to remain in Australia until after the
birth’ to ensure that they are not at risk of
torced abortions.

Other useful recommendations are: the
call for an inquiry into the use of sedation
and other means of restraint in detention
centres an  in removing people from
Australia (10.1}; the call for a detailed
cost-benefit analysis of the provision of
temyp  wy safe haven (1.1); and the recom-
mendation that officers from DIMA, the



Attorney-General’s Department and DFAT
(Foreign Affairs and Trade) should not be
members of the Refugee Review Tribunal
|5.6). This latter measure would make the
Tribunal a little more independent, cven
though it fails to address deeper concerns
about the Tribunal’s relationship to DIMA
and the minister.

The Committee also makes sensible
suggestions on the provision of legal advice
to asylum seckers. Notably the recommen-
dation that Legal Aid Commissions be
allowed to provide limited advice to
asylum seckers, to determine whether it
is worth their while lodging an appeal
before the courts (3.7). It would be better
simply to restore asylum scckers’ full
access to legal aid, but at least the proposed
measure should reduce the number of
asylum seckers pursuing hopeless actions
and appearing unrepresented before the
Federal Court.

Also welcome is the call for distinet
funding of translation and interpreting
services for asylum seekers (3.3). Migration
agents currently meet thesce costs out of a
standard payment received from DIMA,
inviting unscrupulous agents to cut corners
with interpreting in order to fatten their
own sharc of the fee.

Democrat Senator Andrew Bartlett, who
moved the motion initiating the inquiry,
admits that he would have liked stronger
wording, but hc says the report doces
highlight a number of problems and ‘puts
the lic to the idea that we've got this
perfectly functioning system’. The Senator
points out that the Committee has
‘produced alot of information which would
not otherwise be on the record’ and notes
that cross-party agreement is all the more
significant ‘given the fact that refugee issues
have become so politicised’.

Itis now up to the government to respond
to the report. Let’s hope that the backing of
Liberal Senators will help to getits moderate
recommendations implemented.

A Sanctuary under Review: An Examination of
Australia’s Refugee and Humanitarian Deter-
mination Processes, Senate Legal and Cons-
titutional References Committee, June 2000.
—Peter Mares

This month’s contributors: Brett Evans is a
current affairs producer with ABC TVanda
freelance writer; Edmund Campion is an
emeritus professor of the Catholic Institute
of Sydney; Peter Mares presents Asia Pacific
on ABC Radio National and Radio Australia
and is currently writing a book on asylum
seekers in Australia.

Father Frank Flynn

MSC, AC, AO
I 6 December 1906 — 29 July 2000

T was ONE OF THOSE things that tend
only to happen in Canberra. Late 1987
I was discreetly asked by an historian
friend to ‘have a look at’ a list of people
who were being proposcd for national
recognition at the time of the 1988
Bicentenary as ‘the two hundred greatest
Australians’. I have no ideca why I was
asked. T was probably a pricst-historian
in the right place at the right time.

The embarrassing problem was that
‘there were not enough Catholics’ on the
list! From memory, there were only about
ten. [ was quictly asked, ‘could I perhaps
explain why there were so few Catholics’,
and cven suggest some names for
inclusion.

It was immediately obvious why there
were only a few: the sclection commit-
tec was a virtual ‘who’s who’ of the
sccular establishment, the type of people
whose peculiar myopia regarding religion
ensurcd that not only Catholics, but
leaders of all denominations, did not
enter their consciousness. Even the Rev.
John Dunmorc Lang and Bishop William
Grant Broughton, as well as many other
leading Anglicans and Protestants, were
missing.

Among the Catholics I nominated
was Father Francis Stanislaus Flynn,
Missionary of the Sacred Heart (MSC),
priest, Air Force chaplain, author, world-
renowned ophthalmic surgeon, anthro-
pologist and extraordinary human being.
To the credit of the committee he was
included, an honour he richly descrved.
It was an easy case to arguc.

But they still could not get it quite
right: a picture appeared in The Australian
in 1988 of ‘Father Frank Flynn’ shaving
in the bush with his mirror standing on
the bonnet of a ute, and with a rather
prim-looking ‘Mrs Flynn’ in the
background. God knows what the papal
nuncio thought! They had confused
Frank with Presbyterian minister and
founder of the Flying Doctors, the Rev.
John Flynn—/Flynn of the Inland’.

The real Father Frank Flynn’s lifc was
extraordinarily rich. Trained in medicine
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at Sydney University and at the Royal
Ophthalmic Hospital at Moorficlds, he
was professced as a Missionary of the
Sacred Heart in February 1937 and
ordained in March 1942, His genius was
to be able to hold the two professions
together in a kind of integrated mutual
support.

Most of his ministry was in the
Northern Territory, with the exception
of six years in Port Moreshy. His work
on trachoma, especially as it affected
Aborigines, is recognised throughout the
world, and his special glasses for dry cyes
(from which he suffered himself} helped
a great number of people. His priestly
ministry reached throughout the North-
crn Territory and beyond. It also extended
beyond Catholie community. He had a
breadth of vision and a tolerance that is
rarcly found, and a warm openncess and
sensce of humour that was extraordinarily
attractive.

In some ways [ owe my own priestly
survival to him. The late 1970s was a bad
period for me. I had two rather bruising
arguments with the then provincial and
at one stage L was asked to leave the MSC
house at Kensington. In the course of it
all T met Frank, who was down from
Darwin. He was aware of what was going
on and without saying much he simply
accepted me and thereby modelled a
whole other way of being a priest.

That was his great strength: an
ecumenical breadth and tolerance, a
sense of humour and an ability to ride
out problems. In a timec of clericalism
he was never a clerical priest nor a
sanctimonious religious, nor did he take
his e¢xtraordinary achievements or
himself seriously. But he was also
profoundly loyal to the Missionarics of
the Sacred Heart.

For him the priesthood meant using
all your gifts. He was a healer of both
body and spirit. In the best sense he was
a truly catholic man.

Paul Collins msc is a writer, broadcaster
and priest.
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N Aucust 8, Malaysia’s former
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of
Finance, Anwar Ibrahim, was convicted
of sodomising his family driver and was
given a nine-year jail sentence. The
presiding judge ordered that he serve the
nine years after the completion of the
six-year sentcnce he received for abuse
of power in April last ycar. Anwar greeted
the end of the 14-month trial with the
same defiance he showed in the face of
his initial arrest in Scptember 1998.

Allowed by the judge to address the
court in appeal for a mitigated sentence,
he used the opportunity to chide the
bench and point his finger at the man he
says contrived the charges against him.

‘There has been no trial in this court-
room, only political persecution. In
Malaysia no-one is above the law, but
that principle doesn’t apply to Mahathir
Mohamad,” he said, before the frazzled
judge called an immediate recess.

Nearly two years carlier, at a press
conference Dr Mahathir gave atter the
arrest of Anwar Ibrahim, the first issuc
he addressed was whether the incar-
ceration of his former deputy was
politically motivated.

‘Some assume [ am a dictator who
wants to arrest my potential rival. At
lcast one prime minister has alrcady
mentioned that,” he remarked. The ‘one
prime minister’ was John Howard, who
had commented on the drift towards
authoritarianism in Malaysia that the
initial detention of Anwar (without
charge, under the Internal Security Act)
represented. The Australian Prime Minis-
ter's statement was put to Dr Mahathir
directly by an ABC journalist when he
began answering questions. It was batted
straight back at him.

‘T think it is authoritarian when you
make a decision without reviewing the
facts ... the Prime Minister is wrong.’

This was Mahathir in typical form.
For the two decades he has led his
country, Dr Mahathir has eschewed the
‘constructive engagement’ approach to
forcign relations and diplomacy in favour

of plain talking and, when it suits, a
punch or two directed at critics and
representatives of powerful interests.

He has constantly rcbuked foreign
media for their misrepresentations;
during economic downturns in the 1980s
and '90s, hc¢ accused industrialised
countries and fund managers of colluding
to prevent Malaysia’s development; he
lauds Malaysian society for its conser-
vatism, distinguishing it from the West
where, in his view, the cohabiting of
unmarricd couples and the acceptance of
homosexuality is destroying the nuclear
family.

Yet cven his harshest critics would
baulk at describing him simply as an
irascible xenophobe—at least where the
Anglophone world is concerned—as this
is only one facet of a many-sided person-
ality. And indeed he is just as capable of
confronting his own, having often
criticised his country’s native Malay
population for its sub-standard work-
ethic and excessive reliance on govern-
ment policics that discriminate in their
favour. At a Kuala Lumpur conference in
June, that brought together 56 Islamic
countrics, he denounced those in the
Muslim world who turn their backs on
modernity. ‘Technologically backward
and cconomically poor, we will slide
further and further into depending on
others for everything that we need,” he
warned.

Parti Islam SeMalaysia (PAS) Vice-
President, Mustafa Ali, speaking on the
eve of the Anwar verdict, argued that the
defining qualities of Mahathir’s time in
power have been the corruption and
cronyism he has fostered. Businesses
loyal to Mahathir and to the United
Malays National Organisation (UMNO,
of which he is president) have prospered
through favourable government treat-
ment. Favours have included bail-outs
during the economic turmoil brought on
by the 1997 financial crisis. Yet Mustafa
Ali prefaced these remarks by saying,
‘Dr Mahathir is undeniably a very
intelligent man and a clever politician.’
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PAS has been subjected to a verbal
onslaught from the government. It has
been linked to an attack, in July, on two
army depots in the state of Perak by an
extremist Islamic group, during which
two members of Malaysia’s security
forces were killed. While his department
worked on a paper outlining measures to
prevent the use of religion in politics,
Dr Mahathir made a public suggestion
that PAS might be contemplating
bringing the government down by force.

Following last November’s national
election, PAS has become the most
powerful opposition group in Malaysia,
tripling its number of seats in the
national parliament. It is now in control
of two state parliaments. Those results
were achieved through greater support
from the Muslim majority. Previous
successes had come from a tactical

Chinese vote which sent a
message to the ruling coalition.

IN 1is 1995 biography of Mahathir
Mohamad, Paradoxes of Mahathirism,
Dr Khoo Boo Teik portrays him as an
amalgam of the themes that have marked
his time at the helm: nationalism,
capitalism, Islam, populism and author-
itarianism. As an individual, Dr Mahathir
has come to represent the Malaysian
experience as much as he has influenced
it, and that interwcaving—national icon
with medical doctor with political
maverick from the rural heartland of
Kcedah—makes the job of pinning down
the essence of Dr Mahathir Mohamad a
difficult one.

‘He seems to he most approachable
when regarded as a series of personac,’
Khoo writes, ‘and most comprehensible
when taken as a composite of personal
and social paradoxes.’

Mahathir Mohamad entered parlia-
ment in 1964, having built a profile
around the Kedah town of Alor Star
through his medical clinic and political
activities. It earned him the sobriquet
‘Dr UMNO’. His first five years in
politics were stormy—it was an era when
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allowing Singapore to buy into the group
that had the largest number of fibre-optic
cal s in Malaysia.

In some ways this cpisode highlights
what Dr Mahathir wants to protect,
moving forward to ‘Vision 2020’. His
goal, announced along with the end of the
New Economic Policy and the beginning
of the National Development Policy in
1990, is that by 2020 Malaysia would
have caught up to the West.

Dr Mahathir has always favoured the
grand scheme as a means to propel his
country forward: the longest bridge, the
tallest building, the highest flagpole.
Thosce that were in the works in 1997 arc
now mostly on hold, but onc he would
dearly love to sec completed is the
‘intclligent city’ of the future. It will run
from the Petronas Towers in downtown
Kuala Lumpur to a building site in the
jungle, 40 ks to the south. The building
site houses a partially completed, paper-
less administrative centre and a yet-to-
be-built multimedia super corridor
called Cyberjaya. The exercise will cost
US$10 billion and the government has
been avidly courting companies like
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Microsoft and Sun Microsystems to
invest. If the project gocs ahead, the
fibre-optic cables would mean profit for
Renong.

Dr Mahathir is 73 years old and cven
he admits that he will not be around for
much longer. At the back of the nation’s
mind there has always been Mahathir’s
health-—he underwent bypass surgery in
1989. Yet his casting aside of Anwar and
his willingness to take on new
challenges, such as that thrown up by the
[slamist party PAS after the last election,
suggests he has lost none of his
enthusiasm for the job.

And there seems to be no immediate
alternative. The Reformasi push for more
openness and accountability in govern-
ment is now being run by a coalition of
opposition parties. But their ability to
present themselves as a serious alter-
native is limited.

Prominent among them is Parti
Keadilan Nasional {National Justice
Party), set up last ycar before Anwar’s
first conviction for abuse of power and
headed by Anwar Ibrahim’s wife, Dr Wan
Azizah TIsmail. Veteran politician
Chandra Muzaffar is her deputy and he
also describes Mahathir as presiding over
a culture that stifles dissent.

‘We don’t have a licence to publish our
newspaper, cven though we applied for
onc a few months ago. If we don’t get a
police permit to hold a forum or a public
mecting—which happens very often—we
are forced to cancel the cvent at the last
minute. Many of our members and
leaders had lost their jobs partly because
of the harsh action taken by government
bureaucrats or local-level politicians. Our
supporters are sometimes harassed by the
police or local-level authorities.’

It is symptomatic of Mahathir’s grip
on power that the only thing likely to
prevent his choosing his own retirement
date, or dying in office, would be another
catastrophic failure in the economy or a
split in UMNO similar to one he faced
in the 1980s. Another meltdown is a
possibility, given that many of the
companies that made it big under
‘Malaysia Inc.” have negotiated their debt
with banks through bond issues, and so
the government is gambling on growth.
But, in the short term at least, things are
looking good for Mahathir.

An internal challenge may come, but
Mahathir has so successfully eliminated
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talented successors, Anwar Ihrahim being

the last in a long line, that those who are

left are more accustomed to being led

than leading. More than likely it will

be the last of his ‘anointed’ successors

that 11 be the next to preside—more
through luck than political
management.

AMONG THE FEw who have been free

to make comment during the Mahathir
years has been Instant Café Theatre, a
satirical group that often pokes fun at
politicians in its shows, including
Dr MV athir himself. Jo Kukathas plays
a generic politician whom she adapts to
fit the personality in question. She says
the audience can pick when it’s Mahathir
when she tells them cxactly what the
news is and inclu s his trademark
‘disingenuous’ comments.

‘Tt scems that he is the only person in
Malaysia who doesn’t understand what'’s
going on in politics. He always answers
a question with another question.’

Onc of her more popular routines is a
versi 1 of rank Sinatra’s ‘My Way’,
which is rumoured to be Dr Mahathir’s
favourite song.

Even though the group’s routines are
at times stinging parodies of national
affairs (they do one very effective send-
up of Mahathir and Anwar denying a rift
between them just before the latter’s
arrest), they have not been muzzled.
Dr M athir saw the show himself some
years back. Jo Kukathas  :licves they are
toler  :d because they play only to small
houses filled by the middle class and are
not seen an  1card by the whole country
onra oan TV,

Kukathas concedes that Dr Mahathir
is the consummate politician, but she
also sees a shift—following last year’s
elect  1s the Barisan Nasional won a
two-thirds majority in the national
parli 1ent, but their percentage of votes
dropped sharply.

‘The Anwar saga has caused a shift in
people’s thinking. Mahathir’s govern-
ment realises now that they will have to
be nicer to people and listen to them
more.’

A new and improved ‘nice’ Dr Mahathir
might be a rich vein for a professional
satirist to strike.

Jon Greenaway is Eureka Street’s South
East  ia correspondent.
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All in the family

N 28 Juvry, the Federal Court upheld
a complaint of discrimination made by a
single woman who, with her doctor’s
support, had challenged the Victorian
Infertility Treatment Act. This Act made
her ineligible for treatment because she
was neither married nor living de facto. The
Commonwealth’s Sex Discrimination Act
makes it unlawful to distinguish between
people becausc of their marital status:
Section 109 of the Australian Constitution
provides that where a State Act is
inconsistent with a Commonwealth Act,
the Commonwealth Act prevails.

What followed has profound con-
sequences for both women and children.

The Prime Minister announced that the
Commonwealth would amend the Sex
Discrimination Act to let States discrimi-
nate, because a child had a fundamental
right to expect the love and care of amother
and a father. His Health Minister went
further, threatening to prosecute doctors
who allowed ‘fertile’ women to use assisted
reproductive technology or claim Medicare
rebates. A week later, the Victorian
Government announced that it would
changeitslaw so that access toIVF depended
only on women being medically infertile or
with genetic abnormalities.

The debate hasraged about the ‘compet-
ing’ rights of children and of women who
choose how and when to have children;
about ‘good’ families and discrimination
against lesbians and gays, with unedifying
public polls on whether lesbians ‘should’
have babies; about government’s role in
defining what makes the ‘right kind of family’.

IVF practitioners have pointed out that
most single women and lesbians do not
neced IVE, because they are fertile: they seck
donor insemination. By definition, hetero-
sexual women who seck donor insemina-
tion arc fertile too: their men are not, many
because they had children in previous
rclationships and then had vasectomics.
Donor insemination is not 4 mMajor cost to
the community.

The issue, though, is not the cost to the
taxpayer, but rather the social and moral
costs. ‘Should’ single women without male
partners access sperm banks and relatively
simple artificial insemination processes to

have chosen children? Those who say no
arguc that if we do allow it we have turned
children into consumer goods. But children
arc already treated as commodities. Child-
focused marketing of children’s products is
abillion-dollar industry. Any family lawyer
sces warring parents turn their children into
the prize or penalty by-products of their
failed relationships. Parents can already
choose not to proceed with pregnancies
where the foetus might be born with a
disability. Specifying designer-quality genes
is simply the next step. And surrogate
motherhood is a growing business.

Three months ago the international press
ran the story of a serial surrogate mother
who ‘sold” her IVE-conceived twin girls on
the internet, after the European commis-
sioning parents welshed on their contract.
The anonymous purchasers (who bought
anonymous ‘donor’ gametes of sclected
ethnicity) decided that they didn’t want
girls. They invited the surrogate mother to
abort. She sold the babies instead. A US
lesbian couple adopted the twins. We can
only wish them well. Those babies” human
rights have alrcady been dreadfully violated.
They will never know their biological
parents or ancestry. They have been denied
their human right to an identity.

The UN Convention on the Rights of
the Child protects this right, and imposcs a
duty on state parties to remedy that wrong.
Yetin Australia, the only State that allows
children born through IVF to have
identifying information about their genctic
parents is Victoria. The Commonwcalth
could enact laws giving cvery child the
right to that information. But it won’t. No
federal government challenges the States
on their failure to proteet children’s rights.

Reproductive technology will be used;
people will go to desperate lengths to
conccive a child, whether or not it is a
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morallyjustifiable choice. We do notprotect
the public interest by driving the practice
underground.

If we took children’s rights seriously,
any parent would be under an enforceable
obligation—not a right—to be a part of
their child’s life: ordered to visit, write
letters, come to school events, send birth-
day presents (they do thisin Scotland). If we
really respected the rights of children, no
child would go to bed hungry and miscrable
and feeling unloved, because their parents
were poor, or sick, or feckless, or in jail.

Mr Howard rejects any suggestion that
the UN Convention on the Rights of the
Child should have any cffect in Australia.
If he believed that the rights it enshrines
were even asimportant as the sensitivities
of the populist Chief Minister of the
Northern Territory, he would have invoked
the Commonwealth’s powers, and the
Convention principles, to override the
Northern Territory’s mandatory sentencing
legislation. Since the legislation was
implemented, there has been arise of about
70 per cent in the imprisonment of
Aboriginal boys. Mandatory sentencing has
also led to a far higher imprisonment rate of
Aboriginal mothers, up by more than 200
percent. What kind of effect has that had on
their children? We care morg, it seems, about

middle-class women forming

T particular kinds of familics.
HERE 18 A ReAL Risk in allowing these

amendments to the Sex Discrimination Act.
If State or Territory governments were
allowed to discriminate inaceess to medical
services, it would be casy to justify
discrimination in other arcas.
Recognisinga child’s humanrights does
not deprive a woman of hers. We should
implement the whole UN Convention on
the Rights of the Child. We should start by
promising all children, as the Convention’s
Prcamble requires, that we will guarantee
and be accountable for cnsuring that they
are all, quite simply, brought up in ‘a family
environment, in an atmosphere of
happiness, love and understanding’.

Moira Rayner is Director of the Office of the
Children’s Rights Commissioner for London.
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Much as she enjoys her hotel room, Ashwell
spends considerable time travelling through the
provinces of PNG. ‘Most people in this country live
in villages. I've written a manual for village birth
attendants and now I'm developing resource materials
for community activists. To do this I have to travel
to villages to assess people’s needs. The travelling can
be rugged but I get to see a lot of this country.’

Rugged conditions have never fazed Ashwell. She
was a midwife before she moved into health education
and training. She doesn’t know exactly how many
babies she has delivered. ‘Somewhere around two
thousand,’ she guesscs. China, Indonesia and Ghana
have been her spheres of activity. ‘I lived in Ghana
for six years. The political situation was so unstable
I lived for six months with a packed bag in
preparation for an cmergency cscape. We had some
close calls and I saw some terrible things. There were
many nights when we were surrounded by gunfire.
I learnt to deliver babics under conditions that would
be unimaginable in Australia. Often I would hold a
torch in my mouth as 1 ecased a baby into the world.
I recall one particular night in which I delivered five
babies.’

Ashwell’s three siblings in Australia—two
brothers and a sister—are all doctors, but she reckons
she’s performed more medical procedures than all of
them put together. ‘In countries like Ghana and PNG
I’ve made decisions that someone in my position back
home would never make. I've sewn people up, cut
things out and helped repair major injuries. It’s a
question of survival really.” Her real-estate agent
father wouldn’t allow her to be a doctor. ‘He thought
I would fail and disgrace the family name. So I became
a nurse. It’s 30 years now since I graduated from King
Edward Hospital in Perth—I'm not sure about the way
they train nurses now at university. I think experience
is surely the best teacher.’

Helen Ashwell was raised as an Anglican, but at
the age of 13, she fell in with a group of missionaries
on a school holiday camp. As a young adult she joined
the Salvation Army and has maintained her commit-
ment ever since. ‘I do feel a calling to what I do. I'm
not into converting people. But I do like to share my
faith. In Port Moresby I attend church every Sunday.
The singing is wonderful. It gives me a lot of energy
and it’s a great way to meet other people.’

Ashwell left Australia 25 years ago. Apart from
short visits at Christmas, she hasn’t really lived here
since. ‘I do find the emphasis on material life in
Australia hard to cope with. But I love Australia and
[ don’t want to be one of those people who can’t settle
down because they’ve been away too long. I'm
looking forward to returning to my home in Sydney.
I'm not far away from retirement, but I can’t imagine
not working. I'll probably do some consulting on
health issues and some voluntary work in the
community. And I'd like to write a book. I've seen 2
lot over the years.’

It’s hard to say how many Australians are actively employed as
development workers. Estimates vary between tive and ten thousand.
They are employed directly or indirectly through more than 50 aid
and development organisations. And they are spread across more than
65 countries. Some are cngaged as volunteers through such
organisations as Australian Volunteers International or through
AusAID’s new Youth Ambassadors scheme. Volunteers are usually
attached to a local organisation and live on a local wage {with some
allowances). Other development workers are engaged as project officers
in non-government organisations such as Community Aid Abroad or
World Vision, or through Australia’s official government overseas
development agency, AusAID. Financial remuneration for salaried
development workers varies dramatically depending on the employer.
Such workers can earn from below the average Australian wage to six
figures with tax-free allowances.

Many Australian workers in the development sector are committed
to using their skills for the betterment of societies less fortunate than
their own. A recent United Nations Human Development Report
revealed that while Australians have risen to fourth on the human
development index, an increasing majority of the world’s population
are sliding further into poverty. According to Jim Redden, Policy
Director, Australian Council for Overseas Aid (ACFOA, the umbrella
representing Australian aid organisations), over one-third of the world’s
population does not have enough to eat while every day 30,000 children
die from preventable diseases.

ACFOA encourages the Australian government to help alleviate
global poverty by adopting the following measures:

e Support deeper and faster debt relief for developing countries.

e Work for fair trade agreements that benefit the poor and open rich-
country markets to the exports of developing countries.

e Reverse its opposition to a global currency tax that would
redistribute wealth to the poor.

e Increase our level of overseas aid (currently at its lowest level in
history) to at least 0.4 per cent of GNP.

e Support enforceable international codes of conduct for multinational
companies.

Peter Davis is a Meclbournec-based writer and
photographer. He lectures in professional writing at
Deakin University and Photojournalism at Photo-
graphy Studies College.
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made, as I urge there is, between high-
flying rescarch institutes which also do
some teaching, and universitics, then it
looks implausible that the distinction
will depend on the ways they contribute
to and disseminatc knowledge.

I won’t ex: Hre the many possible
responses to those points. Let me cut
quickly to the chase. The difference
between high-flying research institutes
which sometimes teach, and something
that answers to the tradition of thought
which took seriously the idea of university
is, I think, that the latter, but not the
former, requires most of its members to
be reflective about their disciplines. It
requires them to consider the relation of
their discipline to other disciplines in
ways that go beyond whatever need there
is for such reflection to further the
development of their disciplines.

But, in a university, that requirement
is part of another: that most of its
members reflect on what it means to live
the life of the mind, on the place and
valuc it can have in a human life. If chat
is true, then I think it follows that members
of a university have to be capable of
engaging with the best work in their
disciplines, but it does not follow that they
must be able to advance their discipline.
They need only be capable of participat-
ingin a conversation with colleagues who
can and do advance it and also of partici-
pating in that conversation, differently
but indispensably, with students.

It was evident, again long before
Dawkins, that the privileges of univer-
sity fe were often abused. Many of the
great satires on university life—The
History Man, for example—were written
in the '70s. Everyone has stories to tell of
incompetent teaching. Moreover, one has
reason to suspect that the education
industry is particularly self-serving. It is
notable that one of the first fruits of mass
education has been considerable con-
tempt for education, for teachers in
schools and universitics. Grant all that.

Even so, can anyone really refuse to
acknowledge that our measures of
accountability almost always degrade
academic life? Publish or perish, for
example, inevitably tempts academics to
cut their subjects down to their own sizce
in order to securc the number of publica-
tions per year necessary for promotion or
even to keep their jobs. The grant system
in Australia is even worsc. But [ don’t
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want to labour this. Everyone knows that
we are caught up in lunatic schemes of
accountability madc necessary by the
huge expenditurc on universities and that
we can’t find our way to sanity.

One of the finest academics I have
known spent a large part of his sabbatical
reading, but not writing. There came a
time in his life when writing became very
difficult, but in my judgment it did not
diminish in the slightest his stature as
a teacher and as a colleaguc. Often
I would fall silent listening and marvel-
ling at his scholarship, penctration, wit
and audacity as he piled irony upon
irony. I cannot say that for many of my

collcagues, including those
who publish often.

-v .UAS THERE EVER A conception of the

university, taken scriously by serious
people, in whose light one could soberly
ask whether most institutions presently
called universities deserve the name?
There was. It made it possible for people
to say that one can’t have a university
without a = ilosophy department, or
without a history or physics department.
There was, of course, argument about
what a university could be without and
still be a university, but these were
arguments about the institution’s
identity, not merely about whether it
would be good to have philosophy,
history or physics, for example, in this
or that institution of higher education.
And when people said that hospitality
and accounting, for example, are not
subjects to be taught in universities, they
didn’t mean that their presence would be
detrimental to an institution conceived
merely as an institution of higher educa-
tion. They knew it might be good for such
an institution becausc, for example,
much needed money might flow to it.

It takes time to learn what a univer-
sity is, and onc cannot learn it from
outside. It is learning that comes from
inwardness with value slowly perceived
through living the lifc¢ of the mind in
community with fine exemplars of it, and
learning which awakens desires we never
had in responsc to value we had never
before scen.

Dawkins’ restructuring, and the
colonisation of universitics by the agents
of managerial ncwspeak, could not have
happencd if there had been serious
resistance. Cowardice is part of the

SerTeEMBER 2000

reason why there wasn’t. But accusations
of cowardice can rightly be defeated by
sincere protestations that the things for
whiclt ne was asked to sacritice onesclf
and one’s prospects weren't worth i,
werer sufficiently valuable. Few people
would have said outright that the old
ideal of a university wasn’t worth
defending, but there was plenty of
confusion about what it was, and the
languave in which its treasures could be
identi d and appropriated had long gone
dead on us.

In the '60s, when the universities were
enlisted to support the revolution, or
more modestly the cause of social justice,
I remember how lame the defences were
of courses that were not strictly relevant
and, more generally, of the intrinsic value
of study. Su  defences amounted to the

claim at the intrinsic value of study
was a igher pleasurc. Understandably
enoug many pcople thought that could

be sacrificed to the interests of justice.
And my appeal to the concept of a higher
plcasure, fir introduced I think by John
Stuart Mill when he attempted to explain
why the lifc of a Socrates dissatistied was
preferable to the life of a pig satisfied,
sugge  that our troubles go back a long
way i czed.

Again, long before Dawkins and long
before hipman’s defence of managerial
newspeak, academic unions offered
descri ions of academic life and work
that made them indistinguishable from
factory life and work  is not surprising,
therefore, that both managers and
academic staff in universitics ceased to
see their first responsibilities as being to
their  sciplines—responsibilities con-
ditioned by the fact that those disciplines
were practised in a university. As much
as straightforward cowardice, that
tempted academics to betray their
disciplines and their institutions for the
sake of keeping their jobs.

What is to be done?!

First, we should tell the truth. More
simply, we should stop lying about the
comp mises and betrayals that have
been made for the sake of keeping jobs.
Thes  [-rotting mendacity that pervades
university has created terrible cynicism,
which erodes our capacity to keep our
attention on the highest ideals of the
university. Cynicism crodes the trust
necessary to learn from example.
Mendacity corrupts the conceptual space















church land on the Redeliffe Peninsula
at Kippa Ring. Archbishop Bathersby
takes up the story. ‘But the parish wished
to scll that land in order to rationalisc
the church presence there, and consulted
and sought advice from Aboriginal people
before they moved ahead with the sale
... And so, having rcceived advice and
without a great deal of involvement about
where the sacred land was supposed to
be there, the parish eventually went
ahead and sold the land.’

The sale generated a public stoush
with the Foundation for Aboriginal and
Islander Rescarch Action (FAIRA).

Bathersby does not underestimate the
problems of cross-cultural dialogue.
‘When you try to get the opinions of
Aboriginal people ... It’s very difficult
becausc of the tyranny of time.’

The Brisbane Archdiocese is currently
pursuing a project to mark the church’s
commitment to reconciliation by setting
apart a lawn with Aboriginal symbols in
the grounds of St Stephen’s Cathedral.
But most of the site is heritage-listed and
legal advice does not favour the church’s
chances of clearing land for the garden.
In this instance the Archdiocese shares
the frustrations of indigenous people over
red tape.

Archbishop Bathersby concedes that
the church has much to learn. ‘You
lcarn how difficult it is when you try
to respect the rights of indigenous
people with regard to prior ownership—
you consult, consult, consult—cven at

the end you may come up with
nothing.’

NGLISH IS THE language of negotiation
with indigenous groups, which gives the
false impression that everyone is speak-
ing the same lingo. Misunderstandings
are magnificd in the western vencer of
reconciliation’s public environment—
courts, board rooms, media conferences,
television documentaries—where indig-
c¢nous people have to convey their
message in a foreign language.

Dr Carnley was at Corroborec 2000—
centre-stage between ATSIC chairman
Geoff Clarke and fellow-West Australian
and Aboriginal activist Mick Dodson. He
fears the reconciliation debate could get
bogged down in disputes about the
meaning of the word ‘treaty’. However,
he believes that a document is necessary .
‘When Australia was settled by whites in

1788 they were commanded by the
British Crown to seek permission of the
original occupants and that never hap-
pened. Some kind of document making
up for that omission I think is necessary.’

{King George III instructed Captain
Cook: “You are also with consent of the
natives to take possession of convenient
situations in the country in the name of
the King of Great Britain, or, if you find
the country uninhabited, take possession
for His Majesty by sctting up proper
marks and inscriptions, as first dis-
coverers and possessors.’)

A language to interpret people’s
experience religiously is on Dr Carnley’s
agenda. He thinks pcople are more
rcligious than they arc awarc—he was
delighted with the letters he received
from declared non-churchgoers following
his appearance on the ABC's Compass
program in May.

He takes his Eastertide spat with
Sydncey Evangelicals a step further in his
mission to bring orthodoxy to the
common weal. “The predominant biblical
theme (of the Atonement) is the
sacrificc—which involves the concept of
the Son’s sclf-giving. It has nothing to do
with the Father punishing the Son.’

‘In onc sensc, the concept of sacrifice
belongs to the ancient world. Because we
don’t belong to that world we have
difficulty with it. Just let’s think of this
idca of sacrificc—every time you sce a
First World War memorial there it is, the
supreme sacrifice. It is a word that has
currencey in the modern world ... I think
it’s a concept that is really very impor-
tant religiously .’

This kind of language evidently
rcaches more cars than the average
scrmon. Dr Carnley found 300 letters
waiting for him on his return from
Canada, though not all of them were fan
mail. ‘One man I've had about three or
four letters from and clearly he’s
changed his mind on a number of issues.
In the first letter he was very hostile.
I think anybody who sits down at a type-
writer and writes two pages of letter asking
questions—and 1s clearly confused—
deserves ten minutes to try and sort out
a few points ... Anyway I'm going to try
and respond to people.’

An influential body of opinion holds
that the church should sort out its own
divisions before it declares its opinions
on the national stage.

Vowumt 10 Numser 7

Archbishop Bathersby preached in
Brisbane’s Anglican cathedral in June, but
he did not make his communion there.
‘Deep down it’s not about the actual
validity of the eucharist, it’s a matter of
what full, visible communion mecans.
The Roman Catholic approach is that you
can’t have full visible communion with-
out the sharing of the eucharist—but we
haven’t reached that stage yet ... and we
have to experience the pain. And it really
is pain. It really reduced me to tears over
there {Canada), the fact that we were
worshipping together and yet we were
separated.’

Normally Anglican clergy will extend
an invitation to communion to any
visitors in the congregation who are
communicants in good standing in their
own church. But Archbishop Bathcrsby
stresses how touchy the invitation can be.
‘In some ways that becomes a difficult
matter when there are Catholics out
there because some of them do go up to
accept communion, others don’t. Arch-
bishop Carnley has said to me that he's
written to his clergy to say to be enor-
mously scnsitive about extending an
invitation ... particularly if there arc large

numbers of Roman Catholics in
the church.’

LERGY CELIBACY is one of the sticking
points between the churches. In what
seems a cruel twist, significant numbers
of married Anglican priests have been
accepted into the ordained ministry of the
Catholic Church at a timc when
hundreds of Catholic pricsts have been
forced to give up their priestly ministry
to marry. Archbishop Bathersby is
acutely aware of the problem. ‘I get letters
constantly about that from pricsts who
ar¢ married. I'm aware of that pain that
it causes there. The only thing is that
Rome says that this is an exception to
the rulc of cclibacy. Hf the spousc were to
die in that particular marriage, well, there
wouldn’t be permission for the Anglican
marricd priest to remarry. I'm very
conscious of the pain it’s caused.’

‘What we are moving towards is a
marricd diaconate in Brisbanc. There
alrcady arc a number of married deacons
in Australia ... We sce it as a way of lifting
some of the sacramental burden off the
priests.’

Maggie Helass is a Brisbanc journalist.
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who guided visitors around. The sunny,
picnic atmosphere generated a mood ot
optimism and excitement reminiscent of
the days when the new parliament house
was going up. Pcople strolled about,
inspecting AIATSIS (accommodated in a
scparate, two-storey building overlook-
ing the lake through tall trees) and the
arching, stecl shell of the muscum
buildings. These are further down near
the point and arc deployed in a horseshoe
shapc that follows the contours of the
peninsula and enclosces the central
‘Garden of Australian Dreams’, a
distinctly cloying title. The Aboriginal
concept of the Dreaming is frequently
misused and sentimentalised; although
the garden’s name was probably chosen
to avoid such abuse, it sounds like some-
thing from a themec park.

Unlike the cultural monoliths across
the lake, nonc of the museum buildings
rear up to dominate the skyline. The
Burlcy Griffins’ drawings for Canberra
showed cultural palaces around the lake,
but theirs hugged the shoreline. They
were never intended to challenge the blue
backdrop of mountains around the bush
capital. The new museum’s roofs will not
rise far above the fine old trees, a mix of
the native and the imported, which
alrcady adorn its site; these will be
augmented by new planting. A broad
band of gravel, red like the inland, will
run through the grounds in a direct line
to Uluru and the hcart of the country.
Access to the peninsula will be by car,
bus or paddle-steamer.

Visitors will arrive first at the 1000-
squarc-metre  space for temporary
exhibitions, close to the administrative
area. Ncarby is a broadcasting studio.
In this, a Northcern Territory dance
ceremony can be brought into the
muscum and new material from it can
be transmitted immediately to the
territory; and outfits like School of the
Air can readily be involved. Cascy is deter-
mincd to make the muscum available to
isolated Australians. Visitors will proceed
through the semi-circular building to the
1000-square-metre Main Hall, lit by sky-
lights and massive windows. Outside the
hall is an ampithcatre where up to 2000
pcople can watch performances of dance
and concerts. After the main hall comes
the rotating Crossroads Theatre, a venue
to introduce the museum’s themes of
land, nation and people; and the Visions

40 EUREKA STREET o

Theatre, which will screen the orienta-
tion presentation on a continuous loop.
The museum will have over 4000
metres of permanent exhibition space in
its six galleries. Tnitially these gallerics
will contain: ‘Eternity: stories from the
emotional heartland of Australia’, curator
Dr Marion Stell; “Tangled Destinies: land
and people’, curator Dr Mike Smith;
‘Horizons: the peopling of Australia since
1788’, curators Foster and Dr Nicole
McLennan; ‘Nation: symbols of Australia’,
curator Guy Hanson; ‘Discovery Spacces:
Story Place, Our Place’, specifically for
children [curator not revealed); and, the
grand finale, ‘First Australians’, in the
Gallery of Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Peoples, curator Margot Neale.,
As with the garden, there is a B-grade
movie, or greeting-card, tone to a few of
those titles. In ‘First Australians’, visitors
will be welcomed by Ngunawal pcople
before secing ancient artefacts juxtaposed
with scenes of contemporary indigenous
life. The gallery will include a repository
for sensitive artefacts, only acces-

sible via small, monitored tours.

HE MUSEUM HAS been collecting
material since its foundation in 1980.
Among items in storc are: 110,000
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
artefacts, including about 95,000 stone
tools ranging in size from tiny backed
blades to an axe-grinding stone almost
too hecavy to lift; Australia’s largest
collection of bark paintings; convict
paraphernalia; prints and lithographs
{1798-1876) featuring carly European
images of Aborigines; material from
federation ceremonies; migrant documen-
tation; protective garments and equip-
ment from the 1994 Sydney bushfircs.

In May this year Cascy visited Brazil,
Canada and the USA where at Baltimore
she attended a conferencce of the American
Association of Muscums. She was
impressed by the spread of IMAX theatres
in museums and was a member of a pancl
discussing ‘disaster preparcdness’. The
panel cnvisaged a pastoral role for mus-
eums. The speakers concluded that museums
could better serve their communitics by
helping victims of fire and flood to restore
and archive personal items; and that
museums should step in to persuade local
governments not to automatically
destroy damaged buildings where it
might be feasible to conserve and rebuild.
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Beyond the NMA’s opening, Cascy
hasp  sforanarchacological exhibition
and conference in 2002 that will
empl ise the sourhern hemisphere. In
Europe, archacologists quibble about
whether dates for human habitation go
back 12,000 or 12,500 years, ignoring the
fact that in Australia, habitation has been
fixed finitely at 40,000, possibly at
60,000 years or more. She also intends to
stage public Iccrures and discussions
covering history ‘as it unfolds’; topics of
national relevance will be argued by
leading thinkers with diverse views. It is
never a bad thing to extend our public
intel :tual life beyond academic
confines.

As it is planned, the muscum looks
bright. By contrast, in the muscums of
my childhood, one could drift and drcam,
often in semi-darkness, among the dusty
cxhibits. This sparked the growth of an
imaginative empathy with the insccts,
butterflies and birds of our country and
with other peoples, whether in distant
regions of Australia or remote lands. Our
new lFeeping-place will certainly not
resen ¢ those dim and musty institu-
tions. T'hey, however, did not compete
with rival bodies for high visitor
num s, as if touting for business or
sclling ‘product’ to fill a city’s hotels.
Alrcady the NMA is running an ‘outrcach’
program, involving an archacologist and
an Aboriginal expert in tools and weapons
visiting Canberra primary schools.

A »oll this ycar found that most
Austratians respond negatively to the
word Canberra and this result does not
surprisc those of us who travel in the
outly zstates. Partly because journalists
usc ‘Canberra’ as synonymous with the
federal government, many Australians
confusc the city with the politicians sent
here from the states. Yet most respond-
ents in the poll reacted enthusiastically
to tl term ‘the national capital’,
associating this with cultural institutions
whic elicit feelings of pride and
commimal ownership. Sir Robert Garran,
who afted the federal Constitution,
always believed that Canberra would
become a significant cultural centre.
A hundred years later this is a reality and
the National Museum, planned to
comi morate federation, is set to
enhance the capital’s image.

Suza: @ E¢ risa Canberra writer.


















I'm so worried about it,
Worried about it,
Worried about it, vou know.
I'm so worried about
The baggage retrieval
System they've got at Heathrow.
—Monty Python, Contractual
Obligation Album
HERE HAVE BEEN A LOT of ‘rcal-life’ programs lately on
network telly. Some help people with their gardens: Burke's
Backyard, Ground Force, Backyard Blitz and the indisputable
best, Peter Cundall’s Gardening Australia, heir of an honourable
heritage that stretches back to Kevin Heinz., They advise on
moncy (Money); they show why it’s a bad idea to put your
daughter on the stage, Mrs Worthington, or indeed anywhere
ncar the mean-hearted jerks who run popular singing (Popstars).
But few are as fu  of awful warning as Airport, a continuous
documentary about London’s Heathrow.

Look poor or black and some truly nasty immigration
ofticers will take an unhcalthy interest in you and ravage your
luggage for evidence that you might want to stay. Diaries and
personal letters are their especial prey. A cold-eyed woman
with spectacles pored over one young Colombian woman's
diary; bingo—on a student visa, she hadn’t done her exams
and had written about a ‘new life” without her boyfriend,
so out she went. Three young French Canadians
coming over from Paris, obvious backpackers,
were next. Once of them, a young girl, had
written in her diary that they hadn’t got proper
work permits, so they were out, too. ‘But we
are Canadian! said her companions, half-
amused, incredulous.

So—don’t look poor {or non-white) if you're
eoing through Heathrow, or they’ll think you're
trying to settle there in the land of hope and glory,
mother of the free. Don’t look nervous or
preoccupied {or non-white} or they’ll body-search
you for drugs. Don’t, whatever you do, take your @
diary or personal letters unless you want your private

writings fingered through by a dreary cow who's ’

looking for a reason to deport you. Then contrast u

Oh really?

Howecver, he was amazingly polite, secing he'd paid extra for
carliness and received lateness and a large amount of bulldust-
ing from the ‘handlcr’. But oh, how they stressed about
Donatella Versace’s mislaid 13th bag! How they grovelled and
tussed and walkic-talkied and wrung their hands as her huge
Vuitton-laden trolley trundled bereft to the private jet! ...

But there is more. There are abysses and nadirs that defy
the human spirit, that you can plumb only if armed with Hail
Marys, numbed with gin and icc-crcam. I speak of Nince's
Dreamhome. Yes, I know there is competition: Big Brother in
the UK, spawn of a dreadful Dutch cavesdropping-homage to
The Truman Show, pandering to the nasty stickybeaked voyeur
in us all. Wait for the incevitable copycat here, as we resistlessly
accept the crosion of personal privacy even as governments
become more secrctive. Where indeed would Great Britain
be without its plethora of bugs, taps and spycams? Until that
onc arrives here, Dreamhonie is the true pits, worse than
Jerry Springer {which is about as real and spontancous as

World Championship Wrestling, whose audience
it no doubt sh  s).

HY 15 sucH A horrible thing successful? Tt didn’t happen
overnight. A whole culture has had to change to permit it; the
tair go is dead. A Current Affair and Today Tonight have so
massaged the smugness of their viewers with their constant
bashing of single mothers, dole recipicents and other such
undeserving types that any couch potato can now be a couch-
Caligula and wreck somconce’s hopes just by picking up
» the phone.

In Dreamhonie two families get to do up a housce
cach. Only onc gets to keep it and that is decided by a phone
plebiscite that rakes in  .oney for the program through a
1902 number. The families must appeal to us; must atcempt

pathetically to manipulate us with their hardwork-
ingness (‘T worked 40 hours this weekend!), their
attractivencess, the number and cutencess of their
offspring and the gencral deservingness of their
demeanour. How doces one look deserving to anetwork
TV audience thesc days, when compassion is suffering
P chronic fatigue syndrome? If you have to watch
Dreamhome, at least don’t boost their budget by

the treatment of the tlashy rich and the ordinary

middle class [such distinctions being quite important there) in
the matter of luggage retrieval. Monty Python was right to
worry. In one program, a nice ordinary man had paid an extra
fee for his baggage to be extracted carly. His stuff came out
last, and his very rcasonable complaint was ‘handled’ by a female
official: it was felt he'd be less aggressive with a woman.
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ringing the number to give one of the poor dupes

the thumbs-down. Dreamhome slides us down the

cvolutionary ladder. Down there in the pits is the land of soft

heads and hard hearts—ripe for programming into pogroms
[ really am worried about it, you know.

Juliette Hughes is a freclance reviewer.
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