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Too many words about same sex marriage

AUSTRALIA

Neve Mahoney

Lots of words have already been said and typed about the subject of same sex marriage.
Too many, frankly. But it seems that the marriage equality debate will not go away nor
be resolved easily, though LGBTI advocates have said that the homophobic anti-same
sex marriage campaign will be damaging to the mental health of LGBTI people. Of
course, the very idea that civil rights should be put to a public vote is demoralising.

Still there's a belief among some that the Vote No discourse doesn't actually affect the
lives of LGBTI people. The party line from the Liberals has been that it's a 'civil debate'.
In spite of this assurance, the Victorian Local Governance Association has advised
'council workers have access to resources to support themselves or members of the
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community during the lead up to the postal survey' while the ABC made a 'trauma toolkit'
and have set up a hotline to deal with the postal vote fallout.
I can speak on behalf of myself when I say it has been hard. When it was announced that
the postal vote was going ahead, I felt a deep betrayal with our government, to the point
where I was seriously considering abstaining the vote. I celebrated my 20th birthday a
few days ago and on the same day I saw a poster saying 'stop the f*gs'.
I open my social media with apprehension, as it's a constant stream of retweeted slurs
and indignantly reshared articles that diminish the humanity of LGBTI people. Dealing
with my anxiety and depression is difficult when I'm being told that I'm not good enough
on a daily cycle.
And it would hurt less if this homophobia wasn't something that many LGBTI people
hadn't already internalised when we were younger. I remember thinking at 12 years old,
'Oh God please don't let me be gay.' I believed it was a punishment. It took me years to
unlearn that self hatred.
This discussion surrounding the vote is also particularly exhausting for LGBTI people
because for the sake of a 'balanced debate' we are forced to respond to the same
arguments that we've had for years. If you've lived in Australia, you grew up with these
prejudices. LGBTI people are not engaging in a choice or an 'alternate lifestyle'.
Children of same sex couples do just as well as children with opposite sex parents.
Marriage equality is just that, the right for two people of any gender to get married. It's
not a rainbow agenda, it's not to be conflated with Safe Schools nor is it comparable to
Nazism, polygamy and bestiality.
LGBTI people are at a disadvantage in this debate because these issues will never be a
just 'political football' to us. We don't have the luxury of separating the marriage equality
debate from our personal experiences. It's not a hypothetical argument; it's our lives.

"I want to be go about my day without having to confront discourse about LGBTI people's
worthiness."

I want to be go about my day without having to confront discourse about LGBTI people's
worthiness. I want there to be focus on other pressing LGBTI issues for once, like youth
homelessness and violence towards trans people. I want to be able to go to my brother's
wedding and feel nothing but joy.
So what's the best way to help LGBTI in this homophobia fatigue? People speaking up.
People showing their support as well as doing the invisible work. I know the majority of
Christians support same sex marriage.
Please show the rest of Australia that the voices of the few are not representative of the
many. LGBTI people are doing the work of change, but they need support. Allyship,
especially from everyday Christians, is valuable.
During this time, as the vote goes forward, if you are straight and have friends or family
with someone who's LGBTI, I encourage you to keep in contact with them. Let them
know that you're there and willing to help if they're struggling.
Enrol to vote and check your enrollment details. Don't talk over or for LGBTI people, but
do have the conversations about same sex marriage with other straight people, even
when it's hard. When so much of the No campaign is coming from Christian
organisations, don't be the silent majority.

https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2017/jul/21/most-christians-in-australia-support-marriage-equality-and-want-a-free-vote
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Neve Mahoney is a student at RMIT university. She has also contributed to Australian
Catholics and The Big Issue.
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It seems Mother Teresa was a Mother Teresa after all

RELIGION

Tony Thompson

I kept getting lost in Kolkata. North and south were somehow inverted in my
head and I had to consciously avoid going the wrong way every time I stepped
out of my hotel.

But I want to start
with Christopher Hitchens, a writer that I revere and a public figure whose death I
continue to mourn. I loved his prose even when I didn't agree with him and I admired his
honesty. He was, for me, a teacher who taught me to ignore the media's tired narratives
and look at each situation on its own merits.

Among his many subjects, some might say targets, was Mother Teresa. For those of us
who grew up in the 70s, Mother Teresa was an otherworldly figure whose name signified
such goodness so as to become something of a punchline for sitcom writers and
comedians. I vaguely understood that she took care of poor people in India but was
much more familiar with her name in the context of 'well, she's no Mother Teresa' and so
on.

I read Christopher Hitchens' book about her with great interest. It was brief and
devastating. Apparently, Mother Teresa was no Mother Teresa. Another myth
demolished, another good reason to keep reading Hitchens.

So why then was I walking towards the 'Mother House' in Kolkata on a warm November
morning?

My hotel was on Sudder St, a familiar sort of neighborhood to those who travel. The
street was lined with hotels, souvenir shops, cheap restaurants, money changers, travel
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agents, beggars, hustlers, and taxi drivers angling for my custom. But once I turned out
onto Chowringee St, they all melted away and I was in Calcutta proper.

To get to the 'Mother House', where Mother Teresa spent her last years, I needed to turn
right, turn left, and turn right again. Something about the immersive sensory experience
of Kolkata meant that maintaining those simple directions required enormous
concentration. All my instincts were to turn left at the end of Sudder, something which
would have led me to the surreal inner north with it's post apocalyptic Pall Mall cityscape,
abandoned synagogues, the iconic Howrah bridge, and eventually the City of Joy itself.

But I turned right, and then turned left for a walk through a neighborhood that felt like a
portal to a completely unfamiliar world. Almuddin St, from Chowringee, seemed to grow
poorer as I walked along it. Block by block, there were increasing numbers of people who
appeared to be living on the sidewalk.

"The most vulnerable citizens of Calcutta were clothed and fed, but most critical was the
restoration of their dignity."

The buildings overhead looked derelict but there was laundry drying on the crumbling
balconies and other signs of activity behind stark doorways and concrete windows with
no glass. On the road itself, carters transported goods by means that wouldn't have been
out of place in Pericles' Athens. I watched a woman use a manual public waterpump to
fill an old bucket.

It is, I realize, against all contemporary protocol to speak of stepping back in time in
such places but it was a difficult conclusion to resist. I kept waiting for the spell to be
broken by a ringing iphone or a child waving a tablet. It didn't happen. Two boys were
flying homemade kites from a roof. Another led a reluctant goat past me. I could have
been in Dickens' London. Or Shakespeare's.

Kolkata's population is, depending on which taxi driver you speak to, somewhere
between 15 and 20 million. That's Australia, jammed into a relatively small urban area.
I've seen poverty before in my travels but never so much of it.

The density makes it difficult to grasp. You quickly begin to understand it in a general
rather than particular way. It's 'poverty' rather than 'poor people'. It is the way our
minds deal with a great number of people in any context.

We talk about the 'crowd' at a football stadium. It would be impossible to understand
such numbers in any other way. So it is for the poor in India. The loss of personal
identity is perhaps the first casualty of economic hardship.

The entrance to the Mother House is down an alley, just after the Heavenly Hotel on Bose
St. A number of 'guides' approached me waving 'official' badges. I was politely declining
their services when a tiny nun dressed in a blue and white striped sari stepped out and
shouted something in Hindi. The 'guides' stepped back as though confronted by an
invisible force. The nun smiled at me and indicated the entrance.

&'You are safe here,' she said, quietly.



Vol 27 No 16
13-Aug-2017

© 2017 www.eurekastreet.com.au Page 8 of 72

I hadn't felt I was in any real danger but I found her words almost unbearably moving
and reassuring. I stepped into the stone courtyard within the building. It was cool and
peaceful. Nuns padded by carrying clean sheets but otherwise there was only the distant
sound of honking horns from a city that suddenly seemed far away.

I didn't see any of the residents that day but the atmosphere told its own story. This was
where the poor found clean clothes, regular meals and a bed. And this was where 'the
poor' stepped out of the crowd to regain something of their personal identity. Mother
Teresa often spoke of anonymity as a disease. The most vulnerable citizens of Calcutta
were clothed and fed, but most critical was the restoration of their dignity.

Christopher Hitchens visited the house on Bose St too and was shown around by Mother
Teresa herself. My impression now is that he was looking the wrong way. Sports
commentators often complain about a player playing the man, instead of the ball.
Hitchens was playing the man, or woman in this case. The ball is civil rights.

I believe that Mother Teresa was in the business of restoring civil rights. Martin Luther
King was planning a 'poor people's march' on Washington when he died. Gandhi called
poverty the 'worst form of violence'. Mother Teresa was on a similar journey. Oppression
comes in many forms. Poverty is one of them.

I went to the Mother House out of curiosity. It was Christopher Hitchens who taught me
to set aside my prejudices and see things on their own terms.

So I did.

Tony Thompson is a Melbourne based writer and former teacher. His articles on
education have appeared in The Age and he has written two books for teenagers which
were published by Black Dog Books.
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Do we ban the nun's veil next?

RELIGION

Rachel Woodlock

For an item of clothing that virtually no Australian Muslims wear, the burqa sure gets
plenty of airtime. I've never seen the (usually blue) all-enveloping cloak with the small
material grill for sale in any of the bricks-and-mortar Islamic clothing stores I've visited.
Short of travelling to Afghanistan, the only place I can think where an anti-Islam
protester might get one is by searching Halloween costume listings on eBay or Etsy.
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That's what the Afghan burqa, or chadri, has become-a fetishised symbol to mock
Muslims. Imagine a politician walking into the Australian parliament dressed up in a nun's
habit, or wearing sidelocks and a felt hat, or in blackface wearing a loincloth and tribal
body paint. When these items of religious and cultural dress-almost inevitably cheap,
counterfeit versions-are donned by non-adherent members of the dominant racial group
their meanings are spoiled and transformed into stigma symbols. Stripped of their
natural context, they become emblems that mark a minority group as being worthy of
ostracism, disgust, pity, and ridicule.

Muslim veiling practices have long been the subject of Western fascination and loathing
even before colonialists dominated Oriental lands. Nineteenth-century French
photographers in Algeria hired women, most likely prostitutes, to attend their studios and
dress up in traditional face-veils, jewellery and dresses, but with their breasts exposed.

The postcards were then sold to other Westerners in what was a very lucrative business.
They were an artificial construction reflecting the imagination of the colonialists, as were
the harem paintings of Jean Auguste Dominique Ingres, who never even set foot in the
Middle East, or Hollywood's chiffon-veiled belly-dancers of the studio era.

Ironically, vast numbers of Muslims were initially keen to embrace Westernisation in the
first half of the twentieth century. As a growing middle-class emerged, women and men
adopted the French and British modes of dressing. Men put away their turbans and
cloaks, shaved their beards, and put on suits. Women took off their headcovers and face-
veils and wore skirts and blouses along with fashionable hairstyles.

People in black and white photographs of mid-twentieth-century Cairo, Tehran, Kabul or
Istanbul wouldn't be out of place in London, Paris, New York or Sydney. Iran and Turkey
even banned traditional dress for both men and women, with Iran's Reza Shah
proclaiming: 'Westerners now wouldn't laugh at us' and ordered men to wear bowler
hats.

But as disenchantment grew with forced Westernisation and secularisation, both at the
hands of dictatorial Muslim rulers, as well as meddling by foreign powers, a re-veiling
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movement emerged in protest. The growth of religious fundamentalism spurred re-
adoption of headcovers and face-veils, particularly as women became the contested
battleground.

Veiling was no longer simply a traditional religious practice that varied in style from
culture to culture, but a symbol of resistance.

"There are many different types of Muslim female dress just as there are many different
types of Christian religious items of clothing, that all carry different meanings and
symbols for their wearers."

Whether the black Iranian chador, the blue Afghan chadri, or the Egyptian hijab and
niqab, female veiling was re-adopted by growing numbers of the children of the middle-
class un-veilers. (Rural and lower-class women had often maintained traditional clothing,
whilst the small number of elite, upper-class women had the resources and power to
wear whatever the situation required: scarves at mosques and ballroom gowns at
parties.)

But fundamentalism is a sterile spirituality, unsatisfactory to the majority who are not
fueled by anger and angst. Today, many Muslims wish neither to reject their religious
heritage, nor are they bound up in a myopic, apocalyptic vision of hate as spewed out by
ISIS. They seek a middle way between respecting the basic requirements of their faith-
including modest dress for women and men, however individually interpreted-and living
in the twenty-first century with all the challenges and opportunities that brings.

They are the ones who will turn up to an interfaith dinner wearing a long dress and
headscarf and sit next to a Jewish female rabbi and share stories about balancing work
and family life. Or, they are the ones who will outperform their male peers in engineering
exams, whilst looking forward to marrying an arranged mate chosen by their families.
They are even the ones that hold down jobs as doctors, physical therapists, computer
programmers and pharmacists whilst covering their faces in front of unrelated men.

So, there is not just one Muslim veil, the fetishised and feared burqa. There are many
different types of Muslim female dress just as there are many different types of Christian
religious items of clothing, that all carry different meanings and symbols for their
wearers.

Just as Christian women might wear a full habit if they are cloistered nuns, simple
baptismal crosses if they are Baptist laywomen, or white kerchiefs and long dresses if
they belong to a plain church, Australian Muslim women likewise run the gamut from
bare-headed to fully-veiled. What they all expect and deserve is the freedom to
peacefully practice their religion-and basic decency and respect from their political
representatives.

Dr Rachel Woodlock is an expat Australian academic and writer living in Ireland.
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We treat dogs better than the asylum seekers

MEDIA

Last week I was rung to say my dog was missing. I finished at work as soon as I could,
ringing the local council and neighbourhood vet on the way home. Neither had seen
anything of him but suggested we post on social media. As my husband and I drove and
walked the streets, the messages came in. People were concerned. He was missing from
an enclosed yard. Some offered to look, others from further away, shared hope and the
Facebook post. The post went everywhere, the last I saw was in Western Australia.

Mid-afternoon, the Vet called. The person who brought him in didn't leave their name. He
was brought from his warm cosy area of safe-keeping towards us. I was ecstatic. He was
unperturbed. At the beginning of this year, my 31-year old son moved interstate. Despite
the fact he has lived independently from me for 14 years, I still had the yearning to see
him safe in his new abode. When he was five years old, I would sometimes hide behind
the bushes staring into the school yard hoping that he'd found a friend. I suppose that is
what I still hope for him, the kind of friend he could drop in on in the bad times and drop
in on in the good.



Vol 27 No 16
13-Aug-2017

© 2017 www.eurekastreet.com.au Page 13 of 72

During the same week, on Manus Island, another mother's 31-year-old son went
missing. He was a man known to have been living with trauma, who had been
recommended to have medical attention. His own friends had posted messages to alert
Australians to his desperation.

In the last four years, my son became engaged and married. Together he and his wife
took on the adventure of moving interstate to new jobs, creating their home and now
they're spending time in Europe. Some of his photos and posts from these years depict a
young man working hard, providing enjoyment and leadership. Others depict a young
man mad for the girl he has married, at ease in his own skin and having a hell of a good
time.

In the last four years, Hamed Shamshiripour had been detained in the prison of the
Australian detention system. He was denied the care he needed. A week ago he died.

I think of what he and the other young men imprisoned in off-shore detention centres
could have been contributing to our country. I think of what they could have created in
their own families and their new communities. But it is not just the waste of these years,
it is the awfulness to which these men have been subjected.

I listened to Hamed's father describing his healthy, adventurous son as he had known
him prior to detention. Few things speak so poignantly of the waste of these four years
for the men on Manus. I watched the Al Jazeera news with images of the detention
centre beaming around the world. I remember when I felt so proud to be Australian. In
this system, I feel deep shame.

I am considering how people might have reacted when my dog was taken to the vet
clinic if he were denied the treatment he needed, if he were beaten and tormented and
kept in isolation from our family for four years. He wasn't. People joined in the search,
the concern was palpable. Once found, he was welcomed and kept safe and reunited with
us as soon as possible.

"Hamed Shamshiripour had been detained in the prison of the Australian detention
system. He was denied the care he needed. A week ago he died."

If only the same level of concern and care had been shown to Hamed Shamshiripour. A
week has gone by; people continue to check how my dog is. I wonder who is checking on
the young men on Manus? Hamed's death has shifted a long way from front page news.

As I read the reports and watched the detention centre footage being beamed around the
world, I felt embarrassed, a deep-rooted humiliation, what kind of an Australia are we
projecting to the world?

Now I check the news fearfully. Grief and anger and fear of the unknown are a volatile
combination. I am looking at the images of children and parents, and desperate young
men. I am shocked by the violence of the people in security. I learn that a man has been
put in jail for having a camera; another has been moved for medical reasons.

I am watching young teenagers and children who are entitled to be in school, entitled to
a childhood. My questions are shifting. I am wanting to know the same answer to the
question so many ask of other crimes against humanity, how could this be allowed to
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happen? How could it continue? But as more days go by, the question I now ask of my
country is, what kind of an Australia are we choosing to be?

Poet, Essayist and Funeral Director, Anne Gleeson lives in Terang in the South-
West of Victoria. Her third poetry collection Small Acts of Purpose will be released in
November.
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World trade is now America versus China (and Russia)

ECONOMICS

David James

The anti-Russian frenzy in the United States amounts to little more than a great deal of
evidence that the intelligence community suspects there might be a great deal of
evidence that the Russians have been meddling. It has to rank as one of the biggest, and
most orchestrated, blind alleys of modern media coverage. When a journalist says an
anonymous 'respected source' thinks the Russians are up to something, this writer is
always left wondering: respected by whom? His dog?

In truth, it is just journalistic code for 'I know this person is selling me a line, but, hey, it
sells papers.' Little wonder that no-one is terribly interested in looking at information that
might actually help, such as the Democratic National Congress (DNC) servers or talking
to the former British ambassador who said he passed the file on to Julian Assange and
that it definitely did not come from a state source. Never let the facts get in the way of a
good nationalistic furore.

Just how much the anti-Russian phobia has gripped America was graphically
demonstrated when the Congress, in an almost unanimous vote, imposed even more
extreme sanctions on Russia. This was highly significant, because, in effect, it sounded
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the death knell for the ethic of open, world trade that has been an article of faith in the
globalization push of the last quarter of a century.

We are now facing what is likely to look much more like a bi-polar world, with America on
one side and much of Eurasia, especially China, on the other. Where Europe will head is
yet to be decided.

To get an insight into what America has done, it is worth watching this exchange
between a BBC journalist and Vladimir Putin. The Russian president points out that it
took Russia 19 years to join the World Trade Organisation (WTO). The sanctions, he
protests, are against both the rules of the WTO and international law.

And that is the point. The WTO is supposed to supervene national interests in matters of
trade, and this has been thrown away by America's politicians-with sanctimonious gusto.

It has put Europe, especially Germany, into an invidious position. Any EU company doing
business with Russia may find itself being attacked by America and hit by lawsuits or
fines. In the short term it will affect companies involved in financing Nord Stream 2, a
pipeline intended to provide Germany with much needed natural gas from Russia. The
Germans, unsurprisingly, are furious.

In effect, what America is saying is: 'We believe in world trade provided you follow our
laws only-and that we always win.' It is not a new attitude. In 2014 the French bank
BNP-Paribas copped a fine of $US9 billion from American interests for transactions that
were legal under French law.

Last October, Deutsche Bank was threatened with a fine of $US14 billion, which would
have crippled the bank. It would probably have brought down the whole European
banking system, making the Greece crisis look like small change.

"The WTO is supposed to supervene national interests in matters of trade, and this has
been thrown away by America's politicians-with sanctimonious gusto."

How, then, do the sides line up in what is looming as a war of economic power? America
certainly has the advantage. It has the world's reserve currency (because over $US4
trillion is transacted per day in the dollar) and it controls SWIFT, the international
mechanism for international financial transfers. So it can certainly boss the banks
around.

But China has to an extent neutered this advantage by fixing its currency, the yuan, to
the US dollar, accumulating a large amount of US Treasury bills, purchasing gold,
especially for use in Hong Kong where it makes the yuan more transferable (especially
for the Russians) and developing its own payment system, CIPS.

China also has a sizable portion of America's industry base on its territory, making trade
wars somewhat self defeating. About half of the so-called trade deficit is actually
shipments inside American companies' supply chains.

The country's approach has been astute. It knew that it would become a continental
economy, like America. Because of its size, trade can in the end only be a small portion
of the economy-unlike mercantile Japan or Korea, which both traded their way to
success. Instead, China opened itself up to a massive knowledge transfer with a view to

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-KHCNk9BYy4


Vol 27 No 16
13-Aug-2017

© 2017 www.eurekastreet.com.au Page 17 of 72

boosting its domestic economy. It has worked spectacularly.

The sanctions have pushed Russia towards China, increasing the economic linkages
between the countries and increasing Russian cooperation with China's massive New Silk
Road (One Belt, One Road) infrastructure initiative, which will span all of Eurasia and
extend to North Africa and much of South East Asia.

China is taking this expansionary route because its economic growth has heavily
depended on investment, which is about 40 per cent of its economy (investment is
usually only about 5 per cent of developed economies). Whereas consumption in
developed economies is usually more than 80 per cent; in China it is only about 40 per
cent.

So to keep the game going, China is now investing outside the country on a scale not
seen before. While America is intent on turning trade into a weapon of national
hegemony-and spending an exorbitant amount, up to $US1 trillion a year, on non-
productive military hardware-China is looking to open productive trade up even more.

Put another way, far too many people in America make exorbitant amounts of money by
turning foreign countries into rubble, while China intends to make money by building
things.

That is the dynamic now facing the world economy. Who the 'winners' will be is far from
clear. China is more of a land based power, while America is a maritime power and
history favours the latter.

But one thing is certain. Russia will now be on the side of China.

David James is the managing editor of businessadvantagepng.com.

http://businessadvantagepng.com/
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The beloved countries are still crying

AUSTRALIA

Andrew Hamilton

Seventy years ago Alan Paton wrote Cry the Beloved Country. His novel opened many
Australians' eyes to the wounded South Africa that lay behind its colonial surface. His
elegiac conclusion was prescient of the two generations that followed.

'Cry, the beloved country, for the unborn child that is the inheritor of our fear. Let him
not love the earth too deeply. Let him not laugh too gladly when the water runs through
his fingers, nor stand too silent when the setting sun makes red the veld with fire. Let
him not be too moved when the birds of his land are singing, nor give too much of his
heart to a mountain or a valley. For fear will rob him of all if he gives too much.'

What lay ahead was 50 years in which fear built fences between races, hammered laws
into trenches to trap transgressors, locked freedom behind armour plate. Fear made
people focus on the possessions they could lose and blinded them to the possibilities of
the world in which they lived and the graciousness of the peoples with which they shared
it. They lived encaged.
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The brave who had stood silent in the flaring sunset, tried to open the eyes of their
people. Writers represented their world but it was not recognised. Critics denounced the
injustice, and they were exiled. Thinkers proposed better policies and they were ignored.

Generous people were compassionate and they were mocked. Insurgents rose in protest
and they were jailed. The darkness put out the light for longer than their lifespan. And
yet they persisted.

This week is 103rd World Week of Migrants and Refugees (21-27 August). It focuses on
refugee children around the world. In Australia, as elsewhere in the world, fear rules just
as it did in South Africa.

We have sent ships to push them back, dumped them on remote islands, imprisoned and
neglected them, shaped laws to beat them with, made compassion criminal, and
caricatured their religions. And the fortress of fear keeps strengthening its battlements.

Over the last 40 years many Australians have visited, fed and clothed refugees, dreamed
of a more welcoming society, proposed better policies, come together in marches, and
collected alms. Year by year brief periods of sunshine have been followed by heavier
storm.

"The treatment of refugees has become more brutal, their sufferings have grown and
their protection under the rule of law has been shredded."

The treatment of refugees has become more brutal, their sufferings have grown and their
protection under the rule of law has been shredded. Internationally, refugee
organisations, founded in the hope of soon being redundant, now face an avalanche of
refugees. Nations that once offered hospitality to refugees are now investing their
resources in exacerbating the conflicts that produce refugees. Fear has made a desert.

In such times it is easy to cede the struggle, give in to fear. The South African experience
encourages endurance beyond one's lifetime. So does the annual Migrant and Refugee
Week. It invites us to attend to the small fidelities of visiting, caring for and respecting
refugees, remembering the lives that fear has scarred, and calling for a better way.

It invites us also to dream of a world where people can laugh, stand silently, be moved
and give their hearts, free from fear.

It is no accident that in such a fearful world for refugees Pope Francis, like Alan Paton,
focuses on vulnerable children. His appeal is practical.

I ask everyone to take care of the young, who in a threefold way are defenceless: they
are children, they are foreigners, and they have no means to protect themselves. I ask
everyone to help those who, for various reasons, are forced to live far from their
homeland and are separated from their families.

To see the world freshly through the eyes of children, before they have learned to fear,
enables us to smell the foetid world that fear has built. It enlivens us to work that
refugee children, foreign and unprotected, may find a world in which they can play
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unafraid.

Children make a nonsense of exceptionless rules, locked gates, detention centres,
watertight policies, the brassy monuments that fear builds. They have a right to give
their whole heart to mountains and valleys where they may freely roam. They mark out
our task: to move our nation from fear to hospitality.

Andrew Hamilton is consulting editor of Eureka Street.
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The citizenship conundrum

CARTOON

Fiona Katauskas

Fiona Katauskas' work has also appeared in ABC's The Drum, New Matilda, The
Sydney Morning Herald, The Age, The Australian, The Financial Review and Scribe's Best
Australian political cartoon anthologies.
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Tomatoes, harbour

CREATIVE

Rory Harris

Selected poems

tomatoes

you fade into the hospital white

above your head a row of floral Hallmark cards

as a husband's garden once filled every available

backyard space with colour

the glasshouse arrived after retirement

& the run of chooks from neighbour's fence

to neighbour's fence

the breadth a quarter acre of block saving labour

you only had to build one side & cut a gate

& bring it down after a son left home

the window offers no view

but in the addled wisdom of over ninety years

a cruise ship drifts a flicker of something missed

as new owners would grow

in a legacy of thick rich soil staked against the back fence

tomatoes tasting like tomatoes
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harbour

To arrive in the most Australian of cities

& sit at Martin Place

an hour after the ANZAC march

smoke a cigarette

the absent father

his medals still in the top draw

Pubs tiled to the eves

a clink of a new language

for drinking on the pavement

A street scape hangs

between a sound & light & prayer

in the alfoil hollow of ourselves darkness

Each terrace has a plaque

a history of nursing hedged in & clinging

an edge of wailing on an edge of view

Small bowls long beers & cigarettes

against the gathering crowds

This mad big blustering city
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hands on its hips hustling the wind

staring out to sea

Harbour ripples dreams

table cloths, tea towels & boomerangs

High vis & one dollar coffee

building a city out of a city

the wind is all gesture & tamed

To the beaches perched between bush & cliffs

jewellery & ferry spray

a march of limbs against the Pacific of our lives

Waves build & flounder

a suburb of things to do romance rushes

palms around the first beer of the day

post grunge trellising vines to the roof of the world

streets turn themselves inside out

where a post code is a haiku

& there is shopping

the department stores are all new season

& there is not a cloud in the sky

I have been here three days
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& already have given others wrong direction twice

A weave of lanes & a spread of sand

tumbling water pushed between headlands

an unsocked toe dips o so gently into surf

The hum of the afternoon

strollers take up half the footpath

curve & swerve & cars backed up

& a shop sells four hundred dollar shoes

There is a heart beating here

a commerce of breath

a sleeper on the boardwalk

a foam over our eyes

neighbourhoods & icons

a bridge & an opera house gifts for the new life

A diver's toes curl over the block

a spring faith threaded plunge

as a needle would sew a seam between day & night
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Rory Harris teaches at CBC Wakefield Street, South Australia.
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Being clear about orphans

RELIGION

Brian Lucas

In the Sydney Morning Herald on 17 August Lindsay Murdoch reported on the public
hearing by the Australian Parliament's Joint Committee investigating a Modern Slavery
Act. The proposed legislation is broad but this article focused on one aspect-the
institutionalisation of children.

The article detailed the concerns of witnesses that an industry has
developed around so-called orphanages that exploit children for the sake of commercial
gain. People are duped into giving donations, or volunteering, in circumstances that
exacerbate the plight of children rather than serve their best interests.

On July 12, 2017 in the international journal Crux Sean Callahan, Georgette Mulheir, and
Philip Goldman exposed the same concern in an article The orphan myth: Exposing the
truth about orphanages

Sadly we are now all too familiar with the harm that institutionalisation can do to
children. The child migrant program of the 1940s and 1950s involving the British
government and Australian charities was well-meaning - giving vulnerable children a new
start in the sunshine of the colonies.

In 1992 the NSW Government appointed Sydney priest and social worker Fr John Usher
to head a committee to examine the care provided to state wards.

The &'Usher Report&' as it came to be known strongly recommended a move away from
residential care as the default position for children separated from parents.

The sad truth is that separation from family and culture has caused great distress for
many.

As National Director of Catholic Mission (the Pontifical Mission Societies in Australia) I
take very seriously the responsibility not to support or encourage institutions that do
more harm than good to children.

"The right approach is to understand the traditional orphanage as the last resort, as a
place for children with no other available living situation."
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It is an issue that is recognised in the Australian Council for International Development
Resolution on Residential Care (2016/1 Approved at the ACFID AGM 26 October 2016):

ACFID noted with concern that there are an estimated 8 million children worldwide living
in residential care, despite 80 per cent of these children having one or both parents
living. In consideration of the proliferation of residential care in developing countries and
the damaging effects it can have on children's development and wellbeing.

ACFID calls:

1. On members to take measures to ensure they are not, directly or indirectly,
contributing towards the unnecessary institutionalisation of children through
programming, funding or volunteering activities.

2. On the Australian Government to work with NGO policy and practice experts to
address the issues contributing to the overuse of residential care overseas within
Australia's aid program, charities sector and volunteering and tourism sectors.

There is, however, a problem about terminology and categorisation. We have to look at
exactly what we classify as an orphanage.

Some institutions described as an orphanage are really just a boarding school or student
hostel where the students come to stay before travelling back home for holidays. A
family's decision to send a child away to access a better education or health care is not
necessarily abandonment. Parents' desire to give their children better opportunities than
those which exist in their community is laudable in one sense. It would be much better if
those facilities were provided in a day school locally.

In some cases, imaginative alternatives to school give young people access to education
locally. Catholic Mission supports the Daughters of Charity in Cambodia where locally-
formed teachers take a tuk-tuk out to small communities, providing children with lessons
in language, hygiene, life skills, children's rights and cultural heritage, while fresh meals
promote healthy eating.

The Mobile Tuk-Tuk Education Centre allows children to access education and ultimately
to avoid the possibility of falling victim to a merciless reality of prostitution, child
trafficking and drugs.

In a few cases, institutional care is the only viable option. One example in Cambodia is
children suffering from HIV who have nowhere else to go. They face stigma because of
their condition, with relatives unwilling to accept them into their homes and sending
them out on the streets. In this instance the church is one of the only places these
children can go and it would be classified as an orphanage in the traditional sense.

Another tragic situation is the plight of children who are separated from extended family,
due to violence and civil disturbance.

The right approach is to understand the traditional orphanage as the last resort, as a
place for children with no other available living situation. It should only exist where it is
necessary and not merely because it is expedient. Certainly, one should not establish or
promote an orphanage because of its capacity to attract sympathy and donations from
visitors.
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We need to make the distinction between the three types of institution: orphanage,
boarding schools and student hostels as they each cater to a different group. Their value
and the support they merit needs to be assessed accordingly. In every case, however,
what is non-negotiable is that the children receive the best care, and be safe from every
kind of physical, emotional and sexual abuse. This requires much more resourcing that is
usually available.

Fr Brian Lucas is National Director of Catholic Mission (the Pontifical Mission Societies in
Australia)
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Why musicians are the canaries in the coal mine

ECONOMICS

Terry Noone

To get a good idea of where employment practices are headed, a good place to start is
the music industry. Musicians have been the canary in the coalmine. The gradual removal
of their work place rights, and even basic remuneration, points to what happens when
there are no effective constraints on employers' behaviour. Instead, they are being
offered 'exposure'-and, as one muso quips, 'you can die of exposure.'

First, a little context. In 1907, Justice Higgins made the
point that wages should be sufficient to maintain workers and their families in
&'&hellip;frugal comfort...&' (it was known as the Harvester case). The idea was derived
directly from Leo xiii's encyclical Rerum Novarum and provided a method of balancing the
competing interests of employers and employees.

In recent years, that principle has come under serious threat, and the commercial music
industry provides an example of just how far it can be diluted. Commercial venues only
hire bands because they attract crowds. Bands know that they must attract a crowd if
they want to be paid reasonably. The traditional way to achieve this was to play a
popular repertoire presented in an entertaining manner to ensure repeat customers. It
gave bands a path to follow in developing their acts. Successful musicians, in this view,
were those who derived a living income from their musical activities: working musicians.

It is a reasonable arrangement and creates a supply and demand relationship between
venues and bands. The amount of properly paid work for musicians under this system is
potentially vast. Musicians' employment, which is covered by a series of awards that
govern minimum pay including penalty loadings, meant that musicians could, and often
did, take venues or promoters to industrial tribunals if they were underpaid-although
usually they were paid considerably higher than these minimums.

It all changed when new profit/risk sharing arrangements were introduced, such as the
'door deal'. The industrial relationship between venues and musicians could now be
construed as a contractual, rather than an employment, one. It meant awards were
potentially no longer enforceable.

Meanwhile, a coalition of large promoters, recording companies, music managers and
broadcast media- which constitute the 'Music Industry'-pushed a different view. For
obvious reasons of self interest, they consider that only those who create original music
are musicians, and that they should aim, after a period of 'paying your dues', to secure a
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recording contract, engage a manager and enter into competition with other original acts
to become famous and consequently derive high returns from both recording sales and
public performance.

The tools that the music industry traditionally uses are media airplay, promotion and
widespread distribution of recorded product. If an act is not chosen for a shot at success,
those tools are not available. Although the internet has changed how the tools are
applied, the industry's power remains.

Consequently, only a very small number of acts can actually achieve sufficient notoriety
to make even a modest income. The proportion of musicians who receive more than a
pittance from recording sales under this system is so small as to be statistically
negligible.

"This whole chilling story provides an early insight into how bad things can get for
Australian workers."

Nevertheless, the idea that musicians should only perform their own compositions
became pervasive, along with the notion that this is the only way that musicians become
'artists'. It probably owes something to a nostalgic echo from the Romantic poets. Of
course, the Romantics were people of independent means who could afford to deride the
notion of earning an income.

The myth has been fostered by music journalism that concentrates on the perceived
political and social content of music, and especially the lyrics. This school embraces the
music industry's myth wholeheartedly.

It meant that a large number of acts emerged whose product was unfamiliar to the public
and so not capable of attracting regular large audiences. These musicians fervently
believed that they could all 'succeed' if only they were given the opportunity of sufficient
exposure.

The final stage was the creation of a business model which eliminated the payment for
product. Even if they had eliminated risk with door deals, venues were reluctant to hire
unknown bands because they would not attract a crowd. Some venues realised that there
was a large pool of musicians who were prepared to work for little or no money to get
'exposure'.

Any band could drum up 30 or 40 people for what they saw as their big opportunity,
merely by using family and friends. They might be able to do it only once or twice, but
that did not trouble the venue because the supply of willing bands was enormous. As
long as the venue used three, four, or even five bands the venue would be full and the
outlay no greater.

Because of the size of venues, and the door charge that the public will accept, it was
impossible for musicians to make anything like a reasonable income-or anything at all-
under this model. Worse, under some versions of the model, bands are required to pay
overheads meaning they not infrequently have to 'pay to play'.

Venues, meanwhile, have a sound business model based on eliminating any rights for the
workers who make it function. The final irony is that governments of all political stripes
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not only accept this model, they support it.

This whole chilling story provides an early insight into how bad things can get for
Australian workers. There are strong echoes of it in the removal of penalty rates, the
long list of employers found underpaying workers, the casualisation of employment and
the replacement of employees with contractors such as the latest scandal of cleaners in
Victorian schools. We ignore it at our peril.

Terry Noone is a teacher and was formerly the Federal Secretary of
the Musicians Union of Australia.
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The twisted priorities of the same-sex marriage vote

AUSTRALIA

Rohan Salmond

Same-sex marriage, the government tells us, is not a first-order issue. And yet it has
grown to become a controversy so monumental it has overshadowed even the prospect
of nuclear war with North Korea.

The Liberal Party has been in crisis over reforming the Marriage Act since long before the
last election. At an emergency meeting, the Liberals made good on their threat to
implement their own nuclear option: a voluntary postal survey on same-sex marriage.

The prime minister rightly points out that once upon a time, Bill Shorten was also in
favour of a public vote. Polls have shown consistent majority support for same-sex

http://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliamentary_Library/FlagPost/2010/November/Attitudes_to_same-sex_marriage
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marriage for over ten years, but LGBTI Australians have opposed a plebiscite they know
they can win in order to protect the most vulnerable in their community from a poisonous
No campaign. To their credit, Labor and the Nick Xenophon Team listened to the people
directly affected by a plebiscite, and now oppose it too.
But Malcolm Turnbull has not listened. Asked why the government is doggedly sticking
with the plebiscite policy, he said it was a matter of carrying out an election promise.
'Strong leaders carry out their promises,' he said, 'Weak leaders break them. I'm a
strong leader.'
It was a cruel and bitter promise. He knew it then and he knows it now.
Right on cue, self-appointed Christian spokespeople have jumped out of the gate with
everything LGBTI Australians knew they would: Conflating gay sex with bestiality, calling
children raised by same-sex parents a 'new stolen generation' and comparing the Yes
campaign to Nazis.
For queer Christians like me this campaign is an especially difficult cross to bear. Our
extended LGBTI family is asking why Christians are championing such a pointed attack
on queer people. I don't have an acceptable answer. What kind of cruel god must these
people follow to do this to us? And why would you, a gay man, follow that god?
Of course since at least 2011, average Christians have tended to support civil same-sex
marriage too, but they have evacuated the public discourse, leaving room for cowboys
who would hijack the gospel to prosecute their own political agenda.

"The postal survey isn't binding-it was never meant to be. No matter who wins it will not
satisfy either side."

As Penny Wong said just after the postal survey became a political reality, it wouldn't
hurt as much if the prime minister were prepared to stand up and defend vulnerable
LGBTI people, but he is too busy. The same is true of the churches, whose deafening
silence in response to what the No campaign has done in their name tells queer people
everything they need to know about where they stand. What kind of reputational damage
is this doing to our communities of faith?
For queer Christians, being caught in the crossfire of this culture war is a terrifying
experience. You feel conspicuous and invisible all at the same time. You cause
controversy simply by existing, yet people pretend you do not exist.
The postal survey isn't binding - it was never meant to be. No matter who wins it will not
satisfy either side.
To the Australian Christian Lobby and the conservatives within the Coalition, marriage is
not about law or justice. For them it is elemental - an immutable Platonic form to which
we strive to emulate as closely as possible via the shadow of our imperfect legislation. A
relationship between two men or two women, or a couple where one or both members
don't fit neatly into the gender binary simply isn't a marriage - just by virtue of what it is.
They say marriage has existed before governments, and so the Australian government
doesn't have jurisdiction to alter it.
It means no matter how many religious exemptions are included in the legislation, and
no matter how many surveys we take, or how resounding the Yes win could be, there is
no form of this bill they will actually accept.
When the parliament was dominated by MPs who didn't want reform, they insisted public
opinion was irrelevant, and changing the Marriage Act was the parliament's job. Then-
miraculously-when the balance of opinion in that building shifted in favour of reform, it
became a matter for the Australian people to decide.
The entire debate and process is a transparent farce.
Freedom of religion is an undergirding beam of a liberal, democratic society. That doesn't
just mean freedom to believe certain things, it means freedom to practise them, too.
Changing the Marriage Act is no threat to this principle, and in fact expands religious
freedom to those religious groups-including Christians-who would celebrate same-sex

http://www.aph.gov.au/About_Parliament/Parliamentary_Departments/Parliamentary_Library/FlagPost/2010/November/Attitudes_to_same-sex_marriage
http://www.smh.com.au/federal-politics/political-news/transcript-malcolm-turnbull-takes-question-from-reporters-on-postal-plebiscite-decision-20170808-gxrwp7.html
https://twitter.com/SkyNewsAust/status/894887903158910976?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw&amp;ref_url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.buzzfeed.com%2Fjoshtaylor%2Fthis-is-all-the-respectful-debate-on-day-one-of-the-postal
https://www.buzzfeed.com/joshtaylor/respectful-debate-day-two?utm_term=.ueLxNMJjX#.myK3qpMw4
http://www.smh.com.au/comment/even-among-christians-there-is-strong-support-for-samesex-marriage-20150604-ghh2vp.html
https://twitter.com/lukehgomes/status/895080434257739776
https://twitter.com/joshgnosis/status/895401149959782400
https://twitter.com/PittStUniting/status/895163980636925952
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marriages not in spite of their faith, but because of it.
This postal survey is only a destructive force for all involved. A win for Yes will still take
its toll on the psychological and emotional health of LGBTI people, and a win for the No
campaign will be a pyrrhic victory which will seal their place as cruel and irrelevant in the
minds of the public.
For God's sake, scrap this vote.

Rohan Salmond is a freelance journalist specialising in religion. He tweets at
@RJSalmond.
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Why the seal of the confessional will remain

AUSTRALIA

Frank Brennan

The Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse has published a
2000-page three volume Criminal Justice Report. One of its recommendations is that the
states and territories "create a criminal offence of failure to report targeted at child
sexual abuse in an institutional context".

If such an offence were created, those of us who work in an institution which cares for
children would be required to report to police if we knew, suspected or should have
suspected that another adult working in the institution was sexually abusing or had
sexually abused a child.

Failure to report could result in a criminal conviction. The commission notes: 'We
acknowledge that if this recommendation is implemented then clergy hearing confession
may have to decide between complying with the civil law obligation to report and
complying with a duty in their role as a confessor.'

Being a priest and a lawyer, I welcome the recommendation of this new criminal offence
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in most instances, but I will continue to comply with my duty as a confessor.

The public, and not just my fellow Catholics, are entitled to know why.

I am one of those Australians who has been shocked and revolted by the revelations of
child sexual abuse at the royal commission.

I had no idea that such abuse was so prevalent in our society.

I am one of those Catholics who is deeply ashamed and numbed by the statistics of
abuse in my own Church and the failures, especially before 1996, to deal adequately with
reports of abuse.

"Being a priest and a lawyer, I welcome the recommendation of this new criminal offence
in most instances, but I will continue to comply with my duty as a confessor."

I welcome the royal commission's spotlight on our society and on my Church.

It is not surprising that the royal commission has looked closely at any distinctively
Catholic practice, culture or tradition wondering whether it might be a contributing factor
to abuse or cover-up.

Some Australians, including some members of the royal commission and their staff, have
suspected that the Catholic practice of confession has contributed to abuse and cover up.

I don't think it has, and that's why I will continue to honour the seal of the confessional.

-- This article was first published in the Sydney Morning Herald.

Frank Brennan SJ is the CEO of Catholic Social Services Australia.
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The lessons learned from charitable work

AUSTRALIA

Mariana James-Techera

We students go to school to learn. But one of the best learning experiences for me has
happened outside school: helping the less fortunate by serving them food at the Sacred
Heart Mission and collecting food necessities for the charity.

From a young age we are encouraged to perceive the less fortunate according to how
they dress and how they live, and not by the way that they are. These stereotypes are
simply wrong: we are all the same, irrespective of our living situation. It is a false
labeling based on status and inequality. No-one should be given a label; often it is simply
that people have not been given the opportunity to do the best they can.

Initially, I expected the experience to be a bit bland and perhaps intimidating. There
were a number of rules that made me a little nervous, such as to avoid any confrontation
with the people being fed, to try not to make a mess and to keep behind the counter.

But I have found the experience to be highly rewarding. We were usually working in a
team with employees from large Australian corporations, who were donating their time.
They were always very helpful.

The chefs are cheerful and hard working. They know there will be a lot of people to
serve. So that no-one will fall over, or tip something, they will always yell the word 'clear'
so that people knew they could move behind them.

With the people who we are serving - and it is not just homeless people, anyone can be
served- there is no in between. They tend to be either very quiet, or very flamboyant.

It is probably that many of the people are not very happy about being in the position
they are in, of needing help. My impression is that they either show their true negative
emotion or they put up a bit of a wall to conceal their feelings by being positive.

It shows how tough it is to live in such circumstances. To survive psychologically, they
need an exceptional degree of resilience. They also need to find people who will not only
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help them, but who will also be their friend in a crisis.

"Everyone is the same. There may be people in a worse situation, but there will also be
people who will show love and compassion to those who need it."

Whoever is helping them should never lose hope in them, or consider them to be a
liability. That means there is a lot of responsibility: we are trying to look after human
beings who are not entirely able to look after themselves.

In Australia, there is an estimated 2.9 million people who live below the internationally
accepted poverty line according to the Australian Council of Social Services (ACOSS). On
any given night in Australia, 1 in 200 people is homeless, according to Homelessness
Australia.

A 2016 Foodbank Hunger Report says that one in six Australians report having
experienced food insecurity in the last 12 months. It found that 43,000 people every
month are turned away empty handed from food relief charities because of a lack of food
and resources. A third of those going without are children.

Low income families are the most in need of assistance. Foodbank estimates that food
supplies need to increase by 29 per cent to fill the gap.

What we students have been doing is making a small difference in meeting this growing
problem. It is a rewarding experience and shows me what people are actually like outside
my school environment. It has given me some life skills with how to treat people with
respect.

Above all, the people who come to the kitchen need to be shown that there are ways to
feel happy about yourself, despite your circumstances. Everyone is the same. There may
be people in a worse situation, but there will also be people who will show love and
compassion to those who need it.
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Mariana James-Techera is a student at Star of the Sea College
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The renewables debate is won, but we may still lose the
war

ENVIRONMENT

Greg Foyster

In the last few years, vested interests have changed their strategy for opposing action on
climate change. Where they once focused on denying the problem, they're now putting
their efforts into sabotaging the solutions. Instead of funding fake experts to say the
'science isn't settled', fossil fuel companies and their political backers have been running
a smear campaign against renewable energy technologies like wind turbines, solar panels
and batteries.

We can see this in Australia, where, in just a few short years, the 'climate debate' has
morphed into the 'energy debate'. Right-wing ideologues like Tony Abbott, who
previously rejected climate change as 'crap', now concede it's happening but retaliate
with attacks on renewable energy. Since September last year, the coal mining lobby has
been pushing the myth of 'clean coal' and a branch of the Chamber of Minerals and
Energy of Western Australia was even caught using fake Twitter accounts to spread
misinformation about the cause of blackouts in South Australia.

https://www.buzzfeed.com/markdistefano/powerful-toot-army?utm_term=.fkqzwAQr5#.lrBBDzrPw
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Al Gore's new film, An Inconvenient Sequel, brings this 'solutions denial' out into the
open. In one scene, Gore meets with an Attorney-General to discuss ExxonMobil's PR
campaign against solar power in the US.

The film covers many other topics-particularly the devastating impact of extreme
weather events-but the main source of hope throughout is the exponential growth of
clean energy, which has become a proxy battleground for public discourse on climate
change.

The focus on energy solutions rather than the climate problem has huge implications for
the role of government. Previously, many environment groups were calling for
government to intervene in the market by making polluters pay for the damage they
cause (e.g. Australia's carbon price laws, now repealed); or by giving government
agencies the power to regular greenhouse gases more directly (e.g. Obama's Clean
Power Plan in the US).

But now it's cheaper to build new solar and wind power stations than it is to build coal or
gas. The economics have flipped, and it is easy to mount a financial argument in favor of
cleaner energy sources and cutting emissions. In fact, even the lobby group representing
big polluting energy companies is calling for a national Clean Energy Target.

Environment groups, and the many millions of people who want stronger action on
climate change, are surprised to find themselves arguing for less government
intervention in the market. We can see this in Australia when they say a big new coal
mine or coal-fired power station won't go ahead because 'banks won't fund it'.

What they're implicitly saying here is 'leave it to the market' because that means coal will
wither for lack of capital. Whereas previously the green Left was criticising capitalism,
they're now in the strange position of defending the economic status quo.

"The economics have flipped and renewable energy will progressively replace coal and
gas, but it won't happen fast enough to avoid the worst impacts of an overheated
planet."

I've made this argument myself. But I now think it's dangerously short-sighted, for two
reasons.

First, we still need more government intervention to solve the climate crisis. Yes, the
economics have flipped and renewable energy will progressively replace coal and gas, but
it won't happen fast enough to avoid the worst impacts of an overheated planet. We need
governments to close power stations, regulate pollution and apply stricter standards for
energy efficiency and vehicle emissions. Saying 'let the market decide' might be a strong
argument against government funding of a new coal-fired power station today, but it's
self-defeating in the long run.

Second, if the focus is on economics in the energy market, what role do citizens have to
play? At least when the target is governments, citizens can pressure them to do the right
thing-after all, politicians are supposed to represent the people's views. Yes, there's a lot
of cynicism about this, but the link is a logical one.

http://www.cleanenergyregulator.gov.au/Infohub/CPM/About-the-mechanism
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Clean_Power_Plan
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Clean_Power_Plan
http://reneweconomy.com.au/finkel-investors-prefer-wind-solar-cheaper-coal-97790/
https://www.energycouncil.com.au/news/bipartisan-clean-energy-target-remains-the-key/
article.aspx?aeid=52719#.WZPN94pLet8
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2017/jul/31/paris-climate-deal-2c-warming-study
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However, now the climate change argument is about the falling costs of wind and solar
power, the role of concerned citizens is less clear. If the economics are changing rapidly
and coal can't compete, why do we, the people, have to do anything? Can't we just sit on
our bums and let the invisible hand of the market do the heavy lifting? The answer, as
described above, is that the transition won't happen fast enough-but is that compelling to
the general public?

Gore's new film highlights this conundrum. The big hero isn't Gore himself, or the people
he inspires, but the changing economics. Even his insider's view of the Paris climate
agreement, which could have emphasised the crucial role of government, becomes
another example of 'markets to the rescue!'.

Gore makes a deal with US company SolarCity to transfer solar panel technology patents
to India, overcoming a crucial stumbling block to that country's co-operation.

The film ends on a speech about the power of social movements and calls for political
pressure to reach 100 per cent renewable energy, but doesn't give much detail about
what concerned citizens can do to speed up the transition of our energy market.

If the falling cost of clean energy is our savior, how are members of the audience
supposed to help it along? Calls to switch to green electricity or install solar panels at
home aren't enough. Without an explicit political strategy, this risks repeating the failed
'your dollar is your vote' approach environmentalists adopted in the late 1980s.

The manufactured opposition to cutting greenhouse gas pollution has now definitely
shifted from climate denial to solutions denial. Gore's new film confirms it, but doesn't
fully explain how to combat this new approach.

Greg Foyster is a Melbourne writer and the author of the book Changing Gears.
He saw An Inconvenient Sequel as a guest of the Transitions Film Festival
(www.transitionsfilmfestival.com)

http://www.merchantsofdoubt.org/
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Getting some perspective on Charlottesville

INTERNATIONAL

Fatima Measham

Instead of refining his initial remarks about a Nazi rally in Charlottesville, which brutally
claimed the life of a counter-protester, Donald Trump has doubled down. At a heated
news conference in New York, he demanded that journalists define 'alt-right', invoked the
idea of an 'alt-left', and lay blame on 'both sides'.

The proposition that there is an equivalence between white supremacist, militant groups
and anti-racist networks has highlighted the moral vacuousness of the idea of balance.
On its own, there is nothing wrong with balance. Reality is complex, and we hold
priorities that are negotiated with others. Everyone wants to feel heard. The expectation
that decisions are made 'on balance' animates our sense of natural justice.

But reality is also finite. A certain perspective prevails. That is the story of the struggle
for black civil rights in the US, recognition of Australian Indigenous entitlement to land,
the attention to violence against women. At some stage, there are no more 'sides' to be
heard, no work of persuasion that changes the terms. Something has to give, and we

http://edition.cnn.com/2017/08/15/politics/trump-charlottesville-delay/index.html
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hope for the better.

Perhaps that is what more accurately describes balance: the point before everything tips
away. It would explain the clamour for balance from those who have got much to lose.
Inertia serves their interests.

For instance, corporations have been known to generate counter-information about
climate change. Denialists demand space, seeking to 'debate' scientists at every turn,
and complain about the imbalance of coverage.

Balance is also used as a shield in cases of abuse and violence against women and
children. Victims are blamed and shamed, as if mundane selections around dress,
movement and location hold the same moral weight as the decision to rape or protect the
rapist.

The both-sides mindset is often mistaken for civility, but when it rests on uncivil terms it
cannot but be grotesque. There is no 'balance' in the way that Aboriginal and non-
Aboriginal people are treated under law. Nor in tabloid campaigns against women of
colour. Nor in the manner that queer families are dissected. Nor in how generational
wealth is distributed. Nor in the siege that minorities in the US have been under since
January.

The status quo only ever seems fair to those who benefit from it. Others experience it as
disequilibrium, an ongoing and sometimes futile effort to find or keep their bearing. They
recognise balance as a fig leaf for their continued marginalisation.

"At some stage, there are no more 'sides' to be heard, no work of persuasion that
changes the terms. Something has to give."

In other words, the insistence on balance is an exercise of power to obscure differences
in power. To borrow from Charles Baudelaire, 'the devil's finest trick is to persuade you
that he does not exist'.

Those who dominate areas of society-cultural, economic and political-would have others
believe that they are no different, that they could be victims too. 'White lives matter',
they chant. Such types invoke heritage, values and tradition as if these are neutral and
not self-centring, hegemonic shorthand, with bleak historical antecedents.

It might be unsettling personally, since it could be us, but there are situations where
someone has to be wrong and there is no balance to be had.

This can be quickly established in matters of fact, where things like physics, statistics and
primary sources from history can mediate different beliefs.

It is somewhat complicated in matters of harm, given that imagined harms will always be
rendered larger than real and present hurt, and aggressors can mimic their victims. It is
in this area that an acute sensitivity to power differentials really matters the most.

The concept of balance, of 'both sides', appeals to our need for order and fairness. But
unless we recognise the ways in which it has been used to perpetuate injustice, we

https://theconversation.com/a-brief-history-of-fossil-fuelled-climate-denial-61273
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become complicit without even realising.

Fatima Measham is a Eureka Street consulting editor. She co-hosts the ChatterSquare
podcast, tweets as @foomeister and blogs on Medium.

https://soundcloud.com/chattersquare-es
https://twitter.com/foomeister
https://medium.com/@foomeister
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Of murderers, bastards and inequality: neo-liberalism's
failure

ECONOMICS

Andrew Hamilton

Cometh the hour, cometh the third murderer. So now inequality is in the
spotlight and is being booed off the stage. It is blamed for the rise of populist
politics, and more fundamentally for economic stagnation. The economic neo-
liberal orthodoxy that so implausibly claimed that economic competition,
unfettered by government regulation, would benefit all of the citizens has
produced the gross inequality that hinders economic growth.

The bastard child is strangling its father. Denial of inequality of wealth and the defence of
the economic framework that spawned it-once conventional wisdom-now seems as
desperate as the denial of global warming. Addressing inequality is also becoming a
political necessity. This is to be welcomed, as are political proposals to address it. But
they need to be harnessed to a vision of society that the economy will serve. Otherwise,
they will simply serve the competitive individual economic ideology that has bred
inequality.
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This failure is patent in the Labor Party's presentation of the commendable proposal to
reform the use of family trusts as a means of addressing inequality. Trusts have been
used as an engine for the concentration of wealth.

The move to reform their use, however, has been portrayed by its proponents, as well as
its opponents, as part of a competition between rich and poor, in which the protagonists
see each other as inspired by greed and envy. This reinforces the view of economics as
based on competition between individuals. This lies at the root of inequality

The goal of the exercise, too, is defined in purely economic terms: to repay the heavy
levels of debt that Australia has incurred. That may be no bad thing, but it leaves out of
the account the broader social goals that repaying debt will serve. They are subordinated
to the management of the economy, instead of controlling it.

The same dynamic was evident in the conflict between Cricket Australia and the
cricketers' union. The dispute was about two interlocking matters: the distribution of
money and the part of the cricketers in the government of the game.

In the treatment of the dispute, the larger issue of common responsibility for a common
goal receded from view and it was viewed as the competitive economic struggle between
greedy players and a self-interested Board. The final settlement was seen simply as the
victory of the players. That cricket is primarily a cooperative, in which players and Board
are partners with shared responsibility for shaping the game, was forgotten.

Lacking in the discussion, both of inequality and of the relationship between the cricket
Board and players, was a larger vision of what gives importance to equality, justifies
cutting benefits to pay off debts, and makes the game of cricket worth playing, watching
and administering. This larger vision is usually described as the common good.

"Inequality is not measured by the difference between the very wealthy and ordinary
workers, but by the difference between the wealthy and the vulnerable trying to live off
social security."

It describes a world in which everyone, especially the most disadvantaged, have a seat
and are fed, and in which everyone shares responsibility for ensuring that the table is
more richly supplied for the benefit of present and future diners. Economic settings
should also promote cooperation, so that competition is tempered by shared
responsibility for securing the common good.

From this perspective, individual wealth has a social bond attached-it is accompanied by
responsibility to contribute to the common good. The role of governments is to ensure
that the economic settings of taxation and regulation implement this responsibility.

In modern societies they must provide the funding to enable all people to live decently,
and to build resources for the benefit of future generations. This means ensuring that the
physical infrastructure is built, that the environment is protected, that education and
personal support will enable young people to develop humanly and contribute to society,
and that people have access to reliable health care, especially through preventative
medicine. These form the engine for growth in a humane and productive society.
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In Australia, all these things are inadequately resourced and valued, so that vast private
wealth coexists with public neglect. The social bond attached to wealth should be drawn
upon, both by the rectifying of socially irresponsible settings such as the tax structure of
family trusts and of negative gearing, and by wealth and inheritance taxes.

These are simply an expression of the responsibility of all people, and so of governments,
for the common good; of the use of wealth so that everyone has a share at the table.
Inequality is not measured by the difference between the very wealthy and ordinary
workers, but by the difference between the wealthy and the vulnerable trying to live off
social security.

The economic system must enable the lowest to live decently and with respect. It must
provide the conditions under which people can flourish and contribute to society. It
should ensure that our grandchildren inherit a living and healthy environment. The
making and keeping of money should be shaped to those large goals.

That means shaping an economic and social order that privileges partnership over
competition, inclusion over exclusion, community over individual gain, and people over
efficiency and profit. It means seeing cricketers and other craftsmen and workers as
responsible to the other people who make the game enjoyable and profitable, and
sharing in the responsibility for the decisions that shape it.

The model that best embodies this ideal is the cooperative, in which people share
ownership of the organisation where they make their living and share responsibility for
their common wellbeing, and that of those to whom it is related. One of the most
interesting forms of this was Mondragon.

Inequality is currently the flavour of the month, as it ought be. It is the codeword for the
uncovering of the defects of liberal economic theory. Gross inequality is the predictable
result.

Andrew Hamilton is consulting editor of Eureka Street.
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David v Goliath in the beautiful British countryside

REVIEWS

Megan Graham

Hampstead, 2017. PG Starring: Diane Keaton, Brendon Gleeson, James Norton,
Lesley Manville. Directed by Joel Hopkins. Running time: 103 minutes.

One lone man daring to interfere with the evil plans of the rich and powerful: it's not
exactly a new angle, but there are a few scraps of satisfaction to be found in Joel
Hopkin's latest film Hampstead-just not in the realm of originality. It's a sleepy story that
meanders along with a mildly pleasant mediocrity.

If you felt like switching your brain off and staring at beautiful British countryside, this
could be worth a view. In the latest performance from acclaimed actors Diane Keaton
(playing Emily) and Brendan Gleeson (playing Donald), we learn about hermit Harry
Hallowes - a real person who in 2007 won squatter's rights to the land he'd been self-
sufficiently living on in London's upmarket Hampstead Heath.

Despite its being based on a true story, the film feels like a cutely contrived fantasy ideal
for Annie-Hall-nostalgic seniors with a heart condition-due to the fact it is a rom-com that
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