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Fducation blues

USTRALIAN MEDICAL researcher and Nobel Prize
winner, Peter Doherty, has been in town recently.
Predictably, Professor Doherty has had a few conver-
sations about cducation, and about universitics in
particular.

Onec of the people the scientist spoke to was a
federal minister. His vicw on university funding was
straightforward: if the government gave the univer-
sitics any more money, he said, they’d just spend it
on their gardeners.

The minister’s remark would be funny if it did
not in fact signal a failurc of trust and a gap in under-
standing between universitics and the government of
the day. How wide that gap has become is clear from
the recent comments made to a Senate committee by
Michacel Gallagher, first assistant scerctary in the
Higher Education Division, Department of Education,
Training and Youth Affairs (DETYA).

Mr Gallagher contends that there is no crisis in
higher education. Those advocating that position,
including vice-chancellors, are simply not facing up
to their management responsibilitics, he says.

Australian universities currently find themselves
in difficult financial straits. This is pretty much
common ground. The government may not grant it
in public statements, but the situation was in cffect
acknowledged in Education Minister Dr David Kemp's
lcaked Cabinet submission of 1999 {which explains
why the leak was embarrassing to the government at
the time). It might be instructive to quote one passage
from that document: ‘Universities are currently in a
difficult financial position. While government
funding is stable, they face rising costs in salaries
and investment in new technology.”’

In Britain the minister for cducation is an
advocate for his sector. It seems that it is possible to
be that and also to be fiscally responsible, both to the
electorate and to the government.

The situation that has developed in Australia is
diffcrent: relations between the department and the
tertiary sector arc increasingly unecasy.

The tone of the assistant secretary in his public
remarks is onc clear symptom of a rupture in relations.
At a rccent conference, Mr Gallagher told a Canberra
academic audicnce that universitics no longer had a
monopoly on ‘knowledge products’, and that they
needed to become more service-oriented and outward-
looking if they were to remain viable.

That sounds more like a threat than a construc-
tive suggestion. The public has good reason to be
alarmed if universities are indeed in danger of becom-
ing unviable. What has DETYA been doing over the
last decade or so, under governments of both persua-
sions, if things have come to this pass? The public has
even more reason to worry when the story being told
by the mandarins who control the education purse-
strings is at such variancce from the account being given

by the administrators, teachers, rescarchers
and students who work in universities.

HERE IS ANOTHER DANGER arising out of this climate
of divisiveness. When the higher education debate
degenerates into a blaming game, with contradictory
figurcs being wielded like pikestatfs, it becomes
increasingly difficult for the public—who after all have
a huge investment in Australian education—rto ascer-
tain what is in fact the casc. And in the general melee
the cynics and the naysayers find their opportunities.

John Stone, writing in the August Adelaide
Review, joined in a merry chorus of condemnation of
Kim Beazley and the ALP’s ambitious education
blueprint, Knowledge Nation. ‘Noodle Nation, as it
has been widely, and not unfairly dubbed’, wrote the
former Treasury head. He gave no reasons for his
judgment.

Former Labor Finance Minister Peter Walsh
weighed in as well. He admitted he didn’t know whether
tertiary education was dangerously underfunded. But
he was confident that the country would benefit from
the defunding of courses that yield negative social and
cconomic returns. ‘Such courses are usually called
something or other “studics’”’, he averred. Watch out
biblical studies. You may be sharing limbo with
business studies as well as cultural studies.

Derision is cconomical, requiring little by way
of argument or cvidence from its practitioners. As a
rhetorical device it can be effective. As a political
mode, it is simply destructive.

Finally, about thosc gardencrs in potential clover:
there is no evidence that campuses around Australia
are being transformed into botanical gardens. But
university industrial relations are a thorn in the side
of government, and withholding funds is one way of
controlling the way universities deal with their staff
So much for institutional autonomy.

—Morag Fraser
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HE COMMONWEALTH Department of Finance and Adminis-
tration is trying to upgrade its image. It doesn’t, for example,
want to be called DOFA, the inevitable title in the city of
acronymphomania. It wants to be called Finance. Perhaps the
aversion to DOFA comes from a Cabinet meeting earlicr this
year at which Peter Reith said contemptuously, ‘DOFA: stands
for Does FA while Fahey’s away.’ (Finance Minister John Fahey
was off sick.)

Finance, or DOFA, has its problems even when the minister
is not away. The real problem is not the department itself but
government and the style of thinking which has dominated
financial management and public administration over the past
few decades.

Consider somc of the current crises. The Commonwealth
has sold about $1 billion worth of public buildings during the
past five years, having decided that it was not in the property
management business. It would rent from the private sector
and use the funds thus liberated for more important things,
such as health or paying off government debt.

The minister and the department agreed upon a ‘hurdle
rate’ which would decide whether a building would be retained,
or sold and rented back. The hurdle rate was set at a 15 per cent
annual return. According to the Auditor-General, nine or 10 per
cent would have been about right. At 10 per cent, about 75 per
cent of the property could be said to be paying its own way. At
15 per cent, only one per cent was.

The general Finance strategy (maximisc the sale price,
forget about the lease conditions) has meant that in most cascs,
government agencics concerned have been heavily burnt. The
$187 million sale of the Pizza Hut-like Department of Foreign
Affairs and Tradc was one of the great snaps: the new owners
arc about to increase the rent by 38 per cent.

Queried about the sale, a Finance officer grandly told the
Auditor-General that Finance was ‘not charged with the role of
protecting the overall interest of the Commonwealth’. John
Fahey also rejected each of the Auditor’s criticisms: the decision
to sell was government policy; in making the policy the
government gave the attention it thought necessary to the
interests of the Commonwealth, and the department’s job was
simply to implement the decision government had made.

It was hardly the first time that an ideological decision
had seriously damaged Commonwealth interests. Only months
before, the Auditor had confirmed something most obscrvers
of public administration had known for a while. A government
directive, supervised enthusiastically by Finance, that
departments and agencies outsource their computer and infor-
mation technology requirements to the private sector, had been
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Selling off the silver

an utter fiasco and had cost the taxpayer dearly. Officers of
virtually every agency had warned of the risks, and begged to
be allowed to make decisions based on what was best for them.
John Howard closed down the Department of Adminis-
trative Services in a fit of pique about suspected leaks on travel
allowance rorts. What was retained went to Finance. At the
time, DAS was in the process of sclling off old government
business units. The sales, completed in Finance and Adminis-
tration, scemed to operate as a fire sale, with those responsible
being paid off as the process developed. This left the govern-
ment amazingly exposed to fraud. One officer was recently con-
victed of liberating nearly $9 million. In court he told lurid
tales of a complete lack of supervision and of officers selling
businesses to themsclves and then transferring assets to their
new operations. In cvidence, a psychologist speculated that
much of what the defendant had told him suggested an active
fantasy life. The Crown prosecutor commented to the

judge that the fantasy was the truth.

IT WOULD BE IDLE TO BLAME only this agency, or cven that sct of
ministers. Similar ideas were being tried under the Hawke and
Keating governments, if without quite the zeal that the Howard
government brought to the task. They have had full run in state
administrations too. Not everything has been a disaster. There
is nothing wrong with testing new systems of delivering
government goods and services, or necessarily wrong with
providing them from the private sector. It can be just as
ideological to refuse to contemplate new models. It is when
ideology and not common sense rules the roost—and when
process and accountability take a second place—that one can
confidently expect disaster.

Recently, in the ACT, criminal proceedings were completed
in the case involving the supposcd implosion of the Canberra
hospital. It was a job contracted out to the lowest bidder, by an
agency which had jettisoned all of its engineering, and much of
its supervisory, expertise. Contrary to expectations, the build-
ing did not fall inwards but exploded outwards, in the process
decapitating a young girl standing amid thousands of spectators
nearly a kilometre away. It’s taken four years to get to nothing
by way of charges—almost all involved in the administrative
chain of command have moved on to bigger things, many in
privatc enterprisc. An inquiry into the system failure would
only be an academic exercise. It might raisc some questions
about whether the modern messiahs of government have got it
right, but who wants to know that?

Jack Waterford is editor of the Canberra Times.
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Club Hoty

It is hard to disagree with Amanda Smith’s
argument { 1¢ Name of the Game’, July/
August 2001) that the assertion ‘sport is
business’ has limited value when applied
to foothall clubs. Her essay misses the
point, however, about where the parallels
between spe and business really lie. Smith
> wrong place.

To use her toothall example, the real

tocuses on

parallels between business and sport are
found by looking at the AFL itsclf rather
than its constituent clubs. It is there that
the sport-business analogy really stands up.
While it’s of course true that the Essendon
Football Club is weakened in the long run
if it succeeds in driving its competitors to
the wall, the goal of the AFL is indeed to
vanquish its competitors. That's precisely
why the modern AFL Commission plays a
far more paternalistic and proprietorial role
with its constituent clubs than it did in the
past when the sport was less professional.

The AFL is acting as a business enter-
prisc will. The AFL would be pleased to
dominate, perhaps even destroy, its com-
petitors in other codes of football, such as
rugby or soccer, other sports such as basket-
ball, or perhaps even the myriad other
non-sport entertainments available to the
‘consumer’. In the sport entertainment
industry it is the AFL which is the

busincss ur, not Richmond, Brisbane or

June 2001 Book Offer Winners

P. Armstrong, Chadstone, VIC; ID. Carl, Ringwood,
VIC: LLF. Fleming, Narrabundah, ACT; G. Forrest,
Carlingford, NSW; R.A. Grant, Donvale, VIC; S.P.
lhlein, Camden. NSW: C. & R. Jones. South
Melbourne, VIC; S. Kerr, Sydney, NSW; A. Knight,
Sydney, NSW; K.B. Morgan, Happy Valley, SA;
M. Murphy, Mulgrave, VIC; K.J. Owen, Kew, VIC;
(. Scahill, Kirribilli, NSW; €. & E. Thornton-Smith,
Balwyn North, VIC.
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Fremantle football clubs. Those entitics are
more akin to departiments of the enterprise
that is the AFL and, as with all departments
of a corporation, a degree of competition is
healthy but in the long run they need cach
other.
Geoffrey Freeman
Balwyn, VIC

Logging off

It was with impotent rage that [ saw Nick
Bolkus pass the Labor Party off as carnest
environmentalists {'Promising the World’,
July/August 2001}.
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It is only a fcw months since Kim Beazley
re-endorsed the Tasmanian Regional Forest
Agrecment of 1997, the deal abolishing
woodchip export quotas and unleashing the
logging frenzy which has produced a ratc
of native vegetation destruction proportion-
ately twice that of Queensland’s and great-
cr than Brazil’s. Tasmania has surpassed the
entire Southern US to hecome the world’s
largest regional producer of hardwood
chips, and now produces {from 0.9 per cent
of its land arca) 80 per cent of Australia’s
export woodchips. And all at a net loss to
the Tasmanian taxpayer.

To confirm that we have not misrcad
him, Mr Beazley has more recently tried
out the logging industry’s PR turphy that
the pulpwood plantations springing up on
former forests are an antidote to global
warming.

From the evidence, it appears that
Labor’s environment policy is to utilisc
Nick Bolkus as a good, but unarmed, cop.
[t is not prudent to alicnate those generous
extractive industries.

John Hayward
Weegena, TAS









Nevertheless Lyon acknowledges
attitudes have shifted in the past decade—
particularly whenitcomes tofitness training.

‘Twould have lost a few more years than
Ididif I'd always had to train the same way
we trained when I first started,” said Lyon.

‘There have always been older players
who've stayed off the track during the week
but the difference these days is that, while
they might not be out kicking the footy
they’ll be swimming or on the bike, and not
losing fitness.

‘It took a while fora lot of the old-school
coaches to get over everyone doing it
together. Tt was difficult having people off
doing ditferent types of training all the
time, but it’s been of enormous benefit in
terms of preparation and realising cach
player has different fitness needs. That’s
not dissimilar from what’s being donce by
sports psychologists.’

Docs all this sound a bit like molly-
coddling? Jacqui Louder certainly believes
the old-fashioned motivational methods
still have a placc. But, she says, ‘You must
find a balance between telling a coach how
to coach and how to get more out of a
player.’

‘If a player gets a verbal caning from a
coach and doesn’t play better then Thave to
tread a fine line—pointing out that that
approach may not get the best out of that
individual, even though someone ¢lse might
respond to it

Louder believes that the biggest profes-
sional hurdle she has to overcome is the
fact that the bencfits of her work are often
intangible.

‘T don’t think very many people, let
alone AFL coaches, understand exactly what
a sports psychologist docs ... It’s difficult
because our job is very hard to measure. If a
player breaks a bone the doctor fixes it, but
if Thelp a player get the best out of himself,
it’s harder to measure.’

The AFL might have won the battle for
the hearts of their supporters, but it’s only
just starting to understand the untapped
potential in the minds of its players.

—Tim Stoney

COOAL PROTESTS RECENTEY
RESCRENCTE O EIWY A

IN May, thousands of protesters descended
on the plush Honolulu Convention Centre,
home to thisyear’s Annual General Mecting
of the Asian Development Bank (ADB).

Try lateral

IN A GOOD MONTH, international Catholic news offers a mixture of the familiar,
the unfamiliar and the routinely extraordinary.

The familiar is pressure for centralisation and control of image. So, recently
the English-speaking bishops have been told how to speak English in the liturgy,
American theologians will be expected to have a mandate to teach; the Vatican
helped amend a United Nations document on AIDS. And a priest, accused of
participating in the Rwanda massacres, was shiclded from trial.

The unfamiliar has been public and courteous disagreement between Car-
dinals Ratzinger and Kasper about whether the local or universal church is to
be given priority—a vital question because it underpins the ideology of a
centralised church. The exchange reflects broader public debate by bishops about
other positions on which Rome has a view.

The routinely extraordinary is papal travel to Athens, Syria and Kiev, centres
of an Eastern Christianity from which the Western church is separated.

What to make of this mix? It depends on how you place the Pope’s travels.
If they are part of business as usual in Rome, then you may sce the rise of public
dchate as something radical: the seeds of a more liberal and decentralised church
which will abandon its distinctively counter-cultural positions.

I believe that the project of a centralised church is waning; nonctheless its
decline does not mark the victory of a liberal church. The Pope’s travels offer a
longer and better perspective. In them an old and frail man spent himself in a
passionate commitment to church unity and his desire to move beyond ancient
patterns of division. He projected the image, not of a ruler taking his rightful
place over a scattered people, but of one church leader visiting other centres. In
his addresses, he asked pardon for the part played by the Western church in a
history of failure and division.

His journeys recalled a time when, in the church, there were many centres,
many voices, and many ways; they also showed how much was lost when the
centres became isolated from one another. The Western church lost because
the cultural role of the Roman church has made it seem that a centralised source
of authority and power is part of tradition. The sight of a frail Bishop of Rome
working to build unity of faith and lifc with other churches offers a better
impression.

The image of a church with many centres also suggests, in footy speak,
that to belong to a church is less like playing for the Brisbane Broncos than
being a Rugby League guy. We might expect robust exchange ot views with our
fellow League supporters, and less concern for the image of our own club or for
the superiority of its game plan.

Certainly the history of a many-centred church discourages expectation of
a more polite church, less committed to truth. Early doctrinal disputes in the
church featured the use of personal bodyguards and the burning of churches as
well as urbane discussion.

Truth itself, however, is best sought through robust conversation.

Andrew Hamilton sj is Eureka Street’s publisher.
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The voices of dissent in Hawaii were
many and variced. Pakistani workers pro-
tested against ADB-funded dams which have
displaced entire communitics. Indigenous
Filipino farmers spoke out about agricul-
tural projects which have pushed them off
their land. Others described the impact of
hydroclectric dams on river systems, fish
stocks and the livelihoods of poor com-
munities in the Mckong basin. Sri Lankan
farmers criticised the privatisation of water,
while Thai workers protested against ADB
loans that require the abolition of minimum
wages.

The ADB is a multilateral development
finance bank like the World Bank, with a
regional focus on Asia and the Pacific. Its 59
member countries include donors such as
Australia, the US and Japan, plus borrowing
countries including Cambodia, Nepal and
Sti Lanka. " o bank is funded by contribu-
tions from donor countrics and money
borrowed in international markets. The

ADB grants loans to developing countrics
for large-scale development projects (often
atinterest rates below those of commercial
banks), and assists countries with cconomic
restructuring through measures including
the privatisation of government-owned
Ccnterprises.

The ADB has some impressive rhetoric
about poverty reduction, but communities
directly affected by its projects paint a
different picture. Their concerns have a
common theme: while claiming to fight
poverty, the ADB has a history of funding
projects that damage the environment and
undermine the rights of poor people.

Protestersin Hawail presented a petition
tothe bank’s President, Tadao Chino, titled
‘People’s Challenge to the Asian Develop-
ment Bank’. Endorsed by more than 50
organisations from across the Asia-Pacific,
it reads:

In the name of development, [the ADB's]

projects ar - arograms have destroyed the
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livelihoods of people, brought about the
disintegration of local and indigenous com-
munities, violated ancestral domains,
underminced sovereign self-determination,
promoted a sharp rise in incquality,
deepened poverty, and destabilised the
environment.

The petition left no doubt as to the
protesters’ demands:

We, representatives of peoples, indigenous
communities and organisations through
the [Asia-Pacific] region, have had enough
of this destruction in the name of develop-
ment. We have had enough of an arrogant
institution that is one of the most non-
transparent, undemocratic, and unaccount-
able organisations in cxistence. We seek
genuine dialogue with the ADB, demand-
ing that it recognise the error of its ways
and yicld the space to promote alternative
strategics of development that truly serve
the people’s interests.

Australia is a key player in the ADB's
operations. Since the bank’s inception in
1966, Australian taxpaycrs have contrib-
uted more than $1.3 billion through the aid
program-—making this country the third-
largest donor to the ADB. Australia’s 2001
Budget papers reveal a further contribution
of $112 million this financial year.

Australia also performs a key role in the
bank’s governance and day-to-day manage-
ment. Treasurer Peter Costello is an ADB
Governor, and Australia holds onc of 12
exeeutive directorships on the bank’s Board
of Dircctors. Currently occupied by
cx-Federal Court judge John Lockhart, this
directorship gives Australia a permanent
voicein the operations of the bank—though
the position represents a broader constitu-
encey of up to ten member countrics.

To his credit, Lockhart had the courage
to meet with some of the ADB’s fiercest
criticsin Hawaii. Villagers from Klong Dan,
a fishing community on the outskirts of
Bangkok, told Lockhart of their fears about
the ADB-funded Samut Prakarn waste-
water management project currently under
construction in Thailand. They arc con-
cerned that the project’s toxic waste-water
outfall—into a bay where they have farmed
fish for more than a century—will poten-
tially e¢ndanger the food source and
livelihoods of 30,000 men and women who
rely on coastal fishing.

In response to these concerns, as well as
allegations of corruption and claims that
the ADB was breaching its own cnviron-
mental policics, Lockhart rccommended
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that the bank send an independent inspec-
tion pancl to investigate.

The crux of the ADB’s problems is its
failure to recognise human rights as a key
responsibility. Many of the bank’s donor
countries support the integration of human
rights standards into the projects it funds.
But there is resistance from some borrow-
ing countrics, in particular those with
questionable human rights records.

The ADB’s reluctance to confront this
tension leaves it lagging behind other inter-
national institutions. The United Nations
has cxplicitly linked human rights and
development processes by promoting a
rights-based approach to development.
Secretary-General Kofi Annan recently
described this as:

An approach to devcelopment which
describes situations not simply in terms of
human needs, orof developmental require-
ments, butin terms of socicty's obligations
to respond to the inalicnable rights of
individuals, empowers people to demand
justice as a right, not as charity, and gives
communities a moral basis from which to
claim international assistance when
needed.

The ADB has no tormal obligation to
respecthuman rights, and thercisnoscrutiny
of the impact of its operations on local
people. Australia donates colossal sums,
but has to rely on the bank’s overall
¢valuations of its impact and effectivencss.

The Australian government could excer-
cise more control over its aid dollars by
pushing for independent monitoring of ADB
opcrations against international human
rights standards, and for those standards to
become explicit ADB programming bench-
marks. Thus the ADB could uphold, rather
than undercut, basic human rights.

—James Ensor

O Y e N A
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A.T THE 1985 Synob of Bishops marking
the 20th anniversary of the conclusion of
the Second Vatican Council, Archbishop
Francis Rush began his allntted speech by
saying, ‘1 speak for the Bi  »ps of Australia
when I thank God for the Sccond Vatican
Council.” His death brings to an cnd aspecial
period in the history of the Australian
church as he was the last Australian bishop
to have participated in that Council.
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The party as a whole no longer has its own
parliament for resolving difficult issues: party
conferences are now entirely choreographed for public
relations purposcs, while matters of principle are
resolved in the back rooms then presented as splendid,
if somewhat messy, compromiscs. Membership of
Cabinet and the ministry is still resolved by the party
factional system, which also distributes patronage.

Kim Beazley, a man who has long benefited from
the patronage of the least attractive power-brokers on
the party’s right, is more comfortable with, and less
likely to exercise any of his own prerogatives over,
the system than any of his predecessors in a genera-
tion. The quid pro quo for him, provided he keeps
only a few factional chiefs happy, is that he is probably
less accountable to his caucus, or to the formal councils
of the party, than were even Keating or Hawke. In
most things, however, he is so unadventurous, and so

comparatively devoid of ego, that the extra
rein will not make much difference.

EAZLEY LACKS THE capacity of a Bob Hawke to keep
the outcome in view and to preside over affairs in a
way that resolves most of the arguments. He may also
lack Hawke’s antennac for problems in the making.
He lacks the sensc of excitement and the reckless-
ness of a Paul Keating. Nor does he surround himsclf
with ruthless operators who will or can do what
Beazley will not or cannot do himself.

Yet he is not without his own leadership
qualitics. He is a good listener, and his instincts are
sound enough. His lack of cgo may allow more room
for others, and less pressure for him to be seen to have
wins—the ultimate source of bad policy. He has
capacity for detachment and can, and will, read a brief.
He has a very close understanding of government
processes. In government he is less likely than any of
his predecessors to remain attached to policy which
is manifestly not working, and will be unconcerned
about whether or not this makes him appcar weak.
His avuncular air has the capacity to make him appear
above politics on some issues. On the other hand, he
needs more capacity to close off an argument, and he
can be expected to be even more sentimental than
Keating or Howard in dumping liabilities.

At the last election, Beazley gained a new back-
bench. It contained relics of the Keating adminis-
tration who could be accused of being the same lot
returning to the troughs. But the majority of the back-
bench were fresh to parliament. Most have not yet
staked their claims to ministerial office. If, this time
about, Beazley wins as handsomely as expected, the
majority of his backbench will be relative new chums,
some of whom will be impatient about waiting around
until their turn comes under the factional system.
Most, of course, will be there because of the factional
system, but since that itself is so hidebound by ancient
disputes, it may prove insufficiently flexible for a new
Labor governiment.
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Some things will have changed. Labor is now in
office in every state bar South Australia—where it is
odds-on come the state’s next election. Organisation-
ally, Labor cares more about that than being in
Canberra, becausce there are more spoils to distribute,
but the fact of being in power, and with still relatively
popular state premiers, gives the party access to
clection-fighting resources at least cqual to the
Coalition’s. The GST is already having a major impact
on Commonwecalth—state relations, a fact that ensures
that rollback will not be fundamental. Indeed, some
of the most popular changes will hardly have an impact
on the bottom | 2 at all. Beazley will get a bigger
clectoral dividend from paperwork-saving shortcuts
for groups such as pharmacists and café-bars, who
operate in a mixed GST and non-GST e¢nvironment,
and for charities, than from cuts in any particular area.

Onc of the major political problems ahead is that
the states should now be held far more politically
accountable for the way in which they spend the GST
revenue, and be less able to blame the federal govern-
ment for every shortfall in education and health. Yet
there will still be heavy pressure for Commonwealth
subvention—whether to equalise facilities in the
states, or to develop more wide-ranging initiatives that
the states neglect or judge to be of secondary impor-
tance. At the same time, however, federal Labor faces
new disciplines, particularly if it is too wedded to
fiscal balances and low interest rates. One of the tirst
disciplines will come before the clection, with the
charter of budget honesty. Beazley, thus far, has deferred
making specific promises until the Treasury and the
Department of Finance prepare current balance
sheets—only a few weceks before the election. If these,
as expected, suggest that the cupboard is nearly bare,
John Howard will not be the only person embarrassed.

Labor’s first priority is to win scats in provincial
arcas rather than in the mortgage belts, the latter being
probably more susceptible to Coalition scaremonger-
ing about Labor and interest rates. The primary
constituency is more susceptible to arguments about
infrastructure, the quantity and quality of services,
nation-building and jobs for our kids, and rather more
likely to be exasperated by the legacy of Coalition
government. The best chances for Labor are in
Victoria, Queensland and South Australia. There are
prospects of gains in NSW, but these will probably be
within a more narrow compass. NSW Labor, so
successful at state level, has been letting down federal
Labor for years and may well do so again, especially
given that it has  inflated role in the campaigning.
But that may be precisely because it has so limited a
view of what can be achieved in government. If
Beazley can win with the opposite argument, perhaps
it will be the first sign that he is his own man,
dispensing with some of those who have never reallv
been on message.

Jack Waterford is editor of the Canberra Times.






interests of the individual and the state.
All of these roles are complex.

If the government proposes to circum-
scribe the court’s critical role, then what
mechanisms are to be put in place to
ensure impartial and independent consid-
cration of these cases? What will guaran-
tee that miscarriages of justice do not
occur? Too often the decision-making at
a primary level is problematical, making

review imperative, but the quality
of that review is also important.
SUBI

ECT To THE limitations contained
within the Constitution, the parliament
in the Australian political system is sov-
ereign to all other arms of government.
In the case of asylum seekers, section
51 {xxxvil of our Constitution gives
power to the Commonwealth in matters
of immigration.

If the pa ament secks to pass laws
which undermine the rights of a person,
then there is a limit to the extent to
which the judiciary can intervene to
uphold the dividual rights of people on
our shores.

In the Migration Act 1958 [Common-
wealth) under section 481(1){a), the
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capacity of an applicant to appeal to the
Federal Court has been significantly
eroded over time by limitations placed
on the grounds of appeal. The High Court
has strongly criticised these limitations.
In its 1999 decision in Abebe’s case
(Abebe v. The Commonwealth), the court,
although determining that parliament
was acting within its power, commented
that legislative ‘restriction[s] may have
significant consequences for this Court
because it must inevitably force or at all
cvents invite applicants for refugee status
to invoke the constitutionally entrenched
section 75(v) jurisdiction of this Court.
The effect on the business of this court
is certain to be serious.’

The Exccutive continues to respond
to court review by moving the goal posts.
In the High Court case of Chu Kheng Lim
v. Minister for Inunigration, Local Govern-
ment and Ethnic Affairs (1992), some
members of the court were critical of
parliament’s haste in rushing to legalise
detention of some asylum seekers by
placing legislation before parliament the
night before the hearing of an application
in the Federal Court.

In another case, Justice Sackville in
the Federal Court held that a Chinese
couple were indeed refugecs, as they faced
persecution as a result of their member-
ship of a particular social group. The then
Minister for Immigration (after lodging
an appeal in the Federal Court} hedged
his bets by drafting a Bill. The Bill, the
Migration Legislation Amendment Bill
(Number 3} 1995 (Commonwealth) pro-
vided that fertility control practices could
not be used to found a claim of refugee
status. The Bill subsequently became
unnccessary as the Full Federal Court
overruled Sackville’s decision.

There are many illustrations of such
patchwork attempts, through legislative
measures, to close off any avenues that
the High Court or Federal Court have
found available to claimant refugees who
have established their casc. Such a defen-
sive approach by the legislature could
lead to injustice. It could also lead to
morc High Court appeals becausc of the
high risks involved in the return to their
homeland of people likely to be per-
secuted there. One may acknowledge the
importance of parliamentary sovereignty
in a Westminster tradition, while at the
same time arguing that the judiciary has
along-recogniscd responsibility to ensure
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that due process is followed and that the
court, in the exercisc of its judicial
powers, should remain unfcttered by
executive intrusions. The abuse of
process by some asylum scekers ought
not to become a justification for the
removal of duc process for many others,
especially when the stakes are so high.
In the case of asylum scckers, the
reductions in the court’s ability to scru-
tinise executive action, although held
constitutionally permissible by the High
Court, may still offend international law.
[Article 16 of the refugee Convention
requires that rcfugees be treated as
nationals before the courts.)
Legislative changes can scriously
reduce a court’s capacity to exercise
judicial review in an cffective and real
sense. As the judges stated in Chu Kheng
Lim v Minister for Immigration, Local
Government and Ethnic Affairs:

It is one thing for the Parliament, within
the limits of legislative power conferred
upon it by the Constitution, to grant or
withhold jurisdiction. It is quite a differ-
ent thing for the Parliament to purport to
direct the courts as to the manner and out-
come of the exercise of their jurisdiction.
The former falls within the legislative
power which the Constitution, including
Chapter IIT itsclf, entrusts to Parliament.
The latter constitutes an impermissible
intrusion into the judicial power which
Chaprter II vests exclusively in the courts
which it designates.

Politicians in recent times have often
seen the approach of the courts as ‘prob-
lematic’ and ‘uncertain’. But to neglect
liberty and to finesse the protection of
human life may also prove problematic.
For the courts to be effective, and to
retain public confidence, they must be
armed with the capacity to be flexible
enough to deliver justice, particularly in
cases which are so distinct and various
in their circumstances.

Sending asylum seckers back to their
homeland, before allowing them the
opportunity to establish before the court
that they have a well-founded fear of per-
secution, could lead to the loss of human
life. Arc Australians really giving their
parliament permission to do this?

Liz Curran is a Lecturer in Law and Legal
Studies at La Trobe University.






keep churning out a product that cannot
be used in the community at large, but
vested interests resist any suggestion that
funding shor 1 be redeployed into more
appropriate arcas. In the case of univer-
sitics this would mean undergraduate
education, which has borne the brunt of
funding cutbacks.

Australia’s universitics are in crisis.
The term might be contested but the
figurcs speak for themselves.

Investment by government in univer-
sitics accumulated in the 1960s and carly
1970s, but has since been allowed to run
down and conditions have deteriorated
accordingly. Between 1990 and 1999 the
overall ratio of cffective full-time
students to ctfective full-time staff in
teaching-related positions rose from 12.8
students to one teacher to 17.8 students.
In the four years from 1995 to 1999 total
funding {from fces, charges and govern-
ment grants) per student fell by 6.1 per
cent, and that is despite a 75.8 per cent
ris¢ in HECS revenue, a 71.2 per cent rise
in fee income from international students
and a 152.9 per cent inerecase in domestic
student fees. (For these and subscquent
statistics, sce M. Considine ct al., The
Comparative Performance of Australia
as Knowledge Nation.)

Vocational c¢ducation and training
(VET), which was promoted as the
solution to youth unemployment and to
the chronic shortage of skilled workers
only a few years ago, is in an even more
difficult position. According to Austral-
ian Burcau of Statistics data, government
expenditure on VET declined by 17.3 per
cent in real terms between 1990-91 and
1997-98. Vocational education courses
do not attrace the same kind of fees as
university courses, and they are far less
attractive to sponsors. With rising costs
and declining fees, VET institutions are
struggling to dcliver their courses
cffectively, and some are struggling to
survive.

The rest of the public education
system is not in much better shape.
Australian children are much less likely
to attend pre-school than their OECD
counterparts—33.8 per cent compared
with an OECD average of 60 per cent.
Australian  government funding is
miscrly in comparison with that made
available by most Europcan nations. This
is despite the many, many years of
research th.  indicates the importance of
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early childhood education. Children who
are well prepared for school perform
better and are more successful in the long
term. Pre-schools also play a vital role in
the early diagnosis of physical and
learning disabilities, such as deafness or
information-processing disorders that
requirce carly intervention and treatment.

Funding for Australian schools is
better, just above the OECD average, but
is heavily geared in favour of private
schools at the expense of public ones.
According to Peter Crimmins, Executive
Ofticer of the Association of Christian
Schools, this translates into Common-
wealth expenditure of $3.90 per day on
government schools by comparison with
$12 per day on non-government schools
{‘School for $30 a day! Who pays?’ Edu-
care News, no. 117, August, pp26-27).
The bulk of this money is paid to poor
schools, mostly Catholic parochial
schools and some community schools,
which would not survive without it.

Until 1999 Commonwealth funding
was paid according to perceived need, and
the high-fee-paying, assct-rich Category
A schools received little or nothing. In
2000 the method of making grants to non-
government schools (excluding Catholic
schools) was revised. The new funding
arrangements use a complicated formula
known as the Socio-Economic Status
Score that measures parents’ capacity to
pay fees in order to determine the size of
the grant. Total grants to non-government
schools are expected to increase substan-
tially and the increases, on average, will
be largest in the high-fee-paying schools
(G. Burke & A. Spaull, ‘Centcnary
Article—Australian Schools: Participa-
tion and Funding 1901-2000’, Australian
Bureau of Statistics, 2001).

Participation in the post-compulsory
years of secondary education has slipped
since 1992. Recent figures show that only
65 per cent of 25-34-year-old Australians
have upper secondary qualifications com-
pared with an OECD country average of
72 per cent and 88 per cent in the USA.

Overall, these figures present a picture
of a nation that is going backwards in
investment in education.

Why? Because for ycars, educational
policy has been driven by successive
governments’ desire to reduce costs.
Investment in education fell by five per
cent between 1985 and 1998 with the
sharpest decline occurring between 1996
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and 1998. But most recent Australian
governments have been reluctant about
funding education generally, and univer-
sities in particular, because the scctor
yields comparatively few tangible returns
within the short term, certainly not
with  the three or so years that any party
can count on in government. Long-term
planning has been sacrificed for short-
term gains.

Members of the broader community
could be forgiven for underestimating
how scrious the situation is, or even for
thinking that the universities are in good
shape. Universities are respected in the
community and they continue to be the
preferred destination for an overwhelm-
ing majority of students going on to
tertiary education. They even scem to be
working cfficiently: they push more
graduates through the system at less cost
to government than cver before, some-
thing that probably scems desirable to
many taxpayers. More students, more post-
graduates, more for less? Yes—but only if

we are prepared to accept a dec-
line in the quality of education.

HAT ALTERNATIVES are on offer?
Would the Australian education system
look any different if the Australian Labor
Party’s policy Knowledge Nation were in
placce?

Certainly, in this clection year, the
ALP has staked a lot on its commitment
to cducation—and on Knowledge Nation.
The document was produced by a task-
force of 23 experts, led by former ALD
Pres  ntand polymath Barry Jones, who
holds degrees in Arts, Law and Science
and who has carned a reputation for
writing about the challenges facing
society as it passes through a post-
industrial revolution.

Knowledge Nation is policy-making
at a level of intensity unusual in a party
in opposition. Certainly Kim Beazley is
using Knowledge Nation to differentiate
his party from the Coalition. Sources
close to Beazley say that few things make
him angricr than the suggestion that the
two parties offer voters a choice between
Tweedledum and Tweedledee. Knowl-
edge Nation docs argue an understand-
ing of the value of cducation that is
different from that of the current govern-
ment, but also from the previous Labor
government’s policy. In some respects it
is a return to old-fashioned Labor policy







Hard cell

HILE THIS COLUMN 1HAS ADOPTED the great researcher and inventor from
Syracusc, Ar - imedes, as representing science, there is an argument that another
Ancient Greek would make a better symbol—Pandora. It seems that cvery new
research finding and cach wondrous new picce of technology opens a box full of
complications with which society then has to cope.

It's not just the pace of science which leaves administrators and legislators
in its wake, but the complexity of the issues thrown up. They don’t resolve
casily—the good, the bad and everything in between come all mixed together.

Genetics is one headache for legislators. As this column was being written,
the US House of Representatives had just passed a Bill to prevent human cloning,
a goal with which the overwhelming majority of scientists would agree. But
many fewer would, 1 suspect, support the American legislation. For the Bill has
been framed in such a way as to block not just the production of cloned babies,
but also the creation and usc of ecmbryonic cells for research. Such a law seems
to be the stuff of nightimares for those involved in one of the brightest areas of
medical rescarch, work on human stem cells. But there may alrcady be ways
around it.

Human beings develop from a single cell. That original embryonic stem
cell has a built-in capacity to beccome many different cells—ncrve, skin, muscle,
heart, liver cells. If we lcarned to control a cell like that, it could be used to
treat medical conditions ranging from Parkinson’s and heart disease to burns
and compound fractures.

As cells divide and change into their adult forms, they lose flexibility. That's
why stem cell research and trecatments depend on cells like those found in
cmbryos. Not surprisingly, though, using cmbryonic cells is distasteful to thosc
who think of them as alrcady human. But we can now take embryonic stem
cells and grow them indefinitely as cells, which never grow into embryos. The
existence of  ese cell lines {which originally came from surplus IVF embryos)
may make it possible not to have to create embryos solely for stem cell rescarch.

Then there are the cells in bone marrow and in hair follicles, and thosc
active in wound healing, which retain the capacity throughout adult life to
regencerate and change like stem cells. Scientists are alrcady investigating these
cells for therapeutic purposes, while others hope to turn back the clock on adult
cells and reprogram them as stem cells. Do they thereby become embryonic?

Unlike nuclear physics or space cxploration, genctics research is not
particularly c¢xpensive—and thus can be undertaken almost anywhere. If the
Amecrican legislation is enacted, most assume that rescarch will carry on
clsewhere. We are already facing the prospect of human cloning in Ttaly.

Who can police developments such as stem cell research and cloning inter-
nationally, and how will they do it? It all makes the headlong rush towards the
markeeplace and the corporation as the universal arbiter of values more than a
little frightening.

Tim Thwaites is a freclance science writer.
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(PEP) of the carly 1980s. PEP succeeded
in raising Australia’s school retention fig-
ures to an all-time high. Given the link
between an educational ‘underclass’ and
persistent, long-term uncmployment—
described in detail by Richard Tcese in
hisr :nt work, Academic Success and
Social Power—any program that specifi-
cally targets potential early leavers would
be an improvement ov  the current
situation.

One of the more dismaying sights in
recer  Australian politics was that of the
Minister for Education, Dr David Kemp,
deriv 1g a diagram from Knowledge
Nation as ‘spaghcetti and meatballs’. The
rather complex diagram—dcemonstrating
the way the elements of Knowledge
Nation would fit together—was a tactical
error, given the adversarial nature of our
politics. But reducing debate on a matter
of national importance to the level of
schoolyard invective (in which the media
became a willing accom  ¢c} and mar-
ginalising education as an clcctoral issue
are more serious errors. It is also a sad
reflection on the state of political discus-
sion in Australia when the mainstrcam
medin believes that complex policy issucs
must 2 reduced to 10-second soundbites
to render them appealing to the public.

In the 1980s, the renowned Swedish
educator, Torsten Huscn, wrote cxten-
sively about the process of educational
reform in his native land. The reform, and
finding a satisfactory model, took almost
20 years. Husen was quick to point out
that this did not mean all political partics
had agreed about what was nccessary—
quite the opposite in fact. But it did
indicate a level of commitment to
cducation, and a willingness to adopt a
long-term approach to educational retorm,
that has been conspicuously absent in
Australia for a very long time.

Perhaps the most striking feature of
the Labor Party’s policy, Knowledge
Nation, is that it reccognises that cduca-
tional reform cannot be rushed, that there
arc no quick-fix solutions. Knowledge
Natinn proposcs a4 ten-ycear process.
Whe er Kim Beazley will have the
conviction to sce it through remains ro
he scen.

Madeleine Mattarozzi Laming is a PhD
student in the Department of Education
Policy and Management, Faculty of Edu-
cation at the University of Mclbourne.,
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Facing the other side

Fronting up to hypocrisy about child abuse.

vy CHrisTIAN upbringing was
very Old Testament. My Presbyterian
God was a judge and a despot. My Sunday
School Jesus didn’t ‘suffer the little
children’. Rather, he was a vengeful
saviour, driving out money-changers
with a whip. But I do remember, all these
years later, his strange remark that all
sins can and will be forgiven, except the
sin against the Holy Ghost.

What did it mean? One of my teachers
gave me to understand that it was
associated with my habit of ‘asking too
many questions’. I supposed, in the end,
that the unforgivable sin was the refusal
to accept an evident and crucial truth.

From the continuing fury about
paedophilia in both the UK, where I am
now, and in Australia, where 1 will
shortly be again, T believe that we have,
in the public mind, another popularly
unforgivable sin: paedophilia. But is it?

A few weeks ago Britain’s Channel 4
broadcast a fake documentary about
paedophilia in the Brass Eye series, made
by Chris Morris. I watched it by accident,
but was soon snorting with unwilling
laughter as a range of celebrities made
fools of themselves by wearing T-shirts
that proclaimed, ‘I'm talking nonce sense’
{say it out loud). They told us that
paedophiles share the same genetic
makeup as a crab, and then they stabbed
the offending crustacean. A well-known
rap singer claimed that paedophiles are
so damnably clever that they can emit
stupefying drugs through a TV screen to
control children using the internet, and
can even ‘feel’ such children through the
keyboard.

All hell broke loose, of course. Minis-
ters threatened censorship, litigation and
crackdowns on the public TV channel’s
management. Opinion-makers who had
not seen the program described it as sick,
and the celebrities, whose lack of judg-
ment had been beautifully exposed,
squawked mightily about deception.

Pacdophilia has become the great
public obsession, the unforgivable sin.

But from the outrage that greeted his
satire, you might think that Chris Morris
had committed a greater sin: he had
‘trivialised’, they said, a terrible crime.
Sexual abuse of children is a great
crime but it is rarely a strangers’ crime.
It is terrible because it destroys
the fiduciary relationship between
all children and any adults, and
the younger the child, the greater
the affront to our notion of
appropriate sexuality. The sex-
ual exploitation of children is a
grave breach of trust. Children
put their hands trustingly into the
hands of others. That’s why the
CCTYV pictures of Thompson and
Venables leading little James
Bulger to his death are so dread-
ful: innocence—his, and theirs—
was destroyed. That’s why the
audio tape of ten-year-old Lesley
Ann Downey pleading to ‘Mummy’ for
help as she was sexually tormented by
Ian Brady, and Myra Hindley’s cold
‘Shut up!” response, has condemned
Brady and Hindley to perpetual
imprisonment.

EED()I’HILIA IS AN unimaginable crime
for most of us: we can’t walk in the shoes
of a paedophile, though we can imagine
ourselves committing almost every other
crime. Paedophiles are, for most of us,
irredeemably ‘other’. But there is some-
thing anomalous here. Our fears about
strangers are illogical, deep and false
when it comes to paedophilia. Children
are at greater risk from their own families
and friends. The chance that a deviant
stranger will abduct our children is
remote: the greater risk comes from
among ourselves. And it comes both
directly—children are most often abused
by those they know—and indirectly. We
allow children of 12 or 14 to model adult
sexuality in fashion photography and
music. Newspapers condemn paedophilia
and incite mobs to pursuc the innocent,
while at the same time they accept
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advertisements that sexualise children.
We read popular literature that portrays
children as sexually accessible the
moment they reach the age of 16.

There is a very old process at work in

the current furore here in England: Chris
Morris, Channel 4 and the
Brass Eye program have
been made scapegoats, sym-
bolically imbued with the
sins of the community then
driven out into the
wilderness. We are ‘puri-
fied’, but only symbolically,
when we turn out not just
the paedophiles, but those
who try to make us reflect
upon our response to them
and our ambivalence about
children.
I did think the Channel
4 satire shocking, not be-
cause it trivialised a grave crime but be-
cause real children were used as mock
‘victims’, and because it missed the cen-
tral issue about their powerlessness. We
can only sexually engage with children
because we are more powerful than they
are, because we fail to appreciate both
their unique vulnerabilities and their
right to be treated with respect as moral
equals.

We'll never sec the program in Aus-
tralia. We have the same mockable crew
here as in Britain: shallow politicians,
cager celebrities and prune-faced journal-
ists, plus our own c¢ndless willingness to
be titillated by sex and children. It is easy
for morals campaigners to make fools of
themselves. There is a moral purpose
in letting them: making pcople think.
But this entails the commission of
another unforgivable sin: laughing at the
self-rightcous. We won’t do it. But we
should.

Moira Rayner, former dircctor of the Lon-
don Children’s Rights Commissioner’s
Office, is a freclance journalist and
barrister.
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INGAPORE IS A QUIET AND DISCIPLINED SOCIETY perched on an overgrown sandbank at the end of the
Malay peninsula. Its highest virtue is efficiency. It has achieved extraordinary prosperity, without
benefit of any advantage other than its strategic location on world shipping routes.

The city state has been praised for maintaining harmony among Chinese, Malay and Indian while
industrialising and lifting itself up from uncertain beginnings in the 1950s. Political stability and

good government—pioneered, designed and watched over by the local version
of the Colossus of Rhodes, Lee Kuan Yew—are cited as the foundations of Singapore’s achievement.

Its soaring glass towers and its manicured gardens, criss-crossed by paths protected from the

tropical sun by shady banyan trees, spell success. Not even an occasional beggar scuffs the
cleanliness of its streets and pavements—testament to the achievements of a people, and of a

nation that was never meant to be.

OR sO THE Singapore Story goes. The telling seems
to stop at the entrance of an office building on North
Bridge Road. Four decades old—ancient by Singapore
standards—its dimly lit halls are lined with travel
agencies and jewellery shops, stuffed into glass-fronted
cubicles. On each of the floors, serviced by cantan-
kerous escalators, there are hanging clectrical wires,
boarded-up doors and broken ceiling tiles. It is an oasis
of sprawl in a desert of order.

Tucked away in a forgotten corridor leading from
a firc cxit is the office of J.B. Jeyaretnam, Singapore’s
other political icon. At 75, Jeyaretnam is two years
younger than Lee Kuan Yew. Both men studied law
in English universities and both tasted politics for the
first time working for Labour candidates in post-war
elections in the UK. They share a talent for powerful
oratory, but that is where their similarities end. Since
1959, Lee Kuan Yew, first as Prime Minister then as
Senior Minister, has built a system that has become
the envy of ncighbours in the region. J.B. Jeyarctnam,
by his own admission, has spent most of that same
time trying to tear the system down.

Sitting at a desk surrounded by files, sacks of rice
and stacks of a self-published volume of his speeches
to parliament, ‘J.B.].’, as he is known in Singaporean
shorthand, denies that he has failed in his task. And
he does so with an idcalism matching the words from
the preamble to the American Constitution that are
printed on his T-shirt.

‘Some people may take the view that I have
squandered my talent for making money and build-
ing up a fortune. If that is the object to living then

they would be right, [ have failed ... but I belicve I have
been called to do something.’

He was speaking early in May. But Jeyaretnam’s
current circumstances do not lend themselves to great
optimism. On 27 May he was replaced as Secretary-
General of the Workers’ Party (which he had run since
1971) in what looked very much like a leadership spill.

On 18 July he lost an appeal against bankruptcy
in Singapore’s highest court. As a consequence,
Jeyaretnam was removed from parliament, reducing
the number of opposition MPs to just two out of 81.
Speaking from his sister’s house across the causcway
in the Malaysian province of Johore Baru, he voiced
his disappointment at what he saw as an unjust
decision.

‘All T want to say now is that my immediate
priority is to pay off this bankruptcy so as to clear the
way for me to participate in the elections next year.’
{Onc of the ways J.B.]. hopes to pay off the hundreds
of thousands he owes is by continuing to sell the
collection of his parliamentary spceches and by doing
a little begging.)

Characteristically, Jeyaretnam does not talk of
an cnd. Earlier in the year he told me, ‘I'm not giving
up my political career. I shall be contesting the

clections, provided I can clear the bank-
ruptcy. By no means am I finished yet.’

REQUIEMS FOR JEYARETNAM began flowing two years
ago when damages of $$22.3,000 were awarded against
him in one of a serics of defamation suits. The suits
had begun cven before Jeyarctnam’s 1981 by-election
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victory ended 16 years of domination of parliament
by the ruling People’s Action Party (PAP).

Devan Nair, a former cabinet minister who fell
foul of Lee Kuan Yew and was ‘kicked upstairs’—as
he put it—to the Presidency, described Lee as being
possesscd by a ‘caged fury’ the day after Jeyaretnam'’s
victory.

‘1 will never forget his [Lee’s] last words: “T will
make him crawl on his bended knees, and beg for
mercy”’, Nair wrote, in an article published in the

Svdney Morning Herald. He continued:
Teyaretnam was made of sterner stuff. To
his eternal credit he never did crawl on
bended knees, or ever begged for mercy.’

The governing People’s Action Party
has frequently brought defamation action
against opposition politicians. Jeyarctnam
has been sued for defamation successfully
by Lee Kuan Yew more than once before,
with combined damages of S$780,000
awarded against him. His bankruptcy
stems from a case brought over an article
published in the Tamil language in the
Workers’ Party newspaper, The Hammer.
Jeyaretnam is not ablec to read Tamil. None-
theless, he was found to have defamed the
organisers of a PAP-sponsored cultural
event who were criticised in the article.

Another action was brought by Prime
Minister Goh Chok Tong after Jeyaretnam
had addressed a rally held prior to the
January 1997 election with these words:
‘Mr Tang Liang Hong has just placed
before me two reports he has made
against, you know, Mr Goh Chok Tong
and his pcople.’

Tang Liang Hong is now in self-
imposed exile in Australia, having had
over §$5 million awarded against him by
the courts following allegations he made
concerning the purchase of property by the
Lee family.

Stuart Littlemore, lawyer and former
presenter of ABC’s Media Watch,
observed court proceedings in the case
brought against Jeyaretnam by Goh Chok

ong. He concluded (in a report published by the
International Commission of Jurists) that undue
deference had been paid the Prime Minister by the
presiding judge and was concerned that the judge
found Jeyaretnam’s words defamatory—but not the
way the plaintiff argucd them.

‘It would be unfortunate indced’, Littlemore
wrote, ‘if the judge’s articulation of a lesser meaning
imputation were irregular within the Singapore
judicial system—Dbecause it would strongly suggest
that the Prime Minister had been given specially
favourable treatment to avoid the embarrassment of
losing his case.’
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Littlemore’s obscrvations set off a storm of
protest.

But the use of legal action does not in itsclf
explain the almost complete dominance of Singapore
politics by the People’s Action Party for four decadcs.
Nor does the cxistence of gerrymandering, and a
unic icral parliament selected by first-past-the-post
ballot. A more likely explanation can be found in the
extraordinary executive attention to detail. In his
recently published memoirs, Lee Kuan Yew notes that
long hair was banned in the early '70s—thcy did not
want their teenagers ‘adopting the hippy look’. He
remembers and includes this and other pieces of
minute domestic detail in between discussion of his
encounters with international leaders and the
management of national crises. Without such capacity
for micro-management, Lee and the cohort of
Western-educated professionals who formed the party
would not have managed to win the 1959 clection
with the support of militant communists, and then,
in the decades follnwing, purge them from the party
and go on to shape e island into a model of capitalist
enterprise.

One of the other best-selling titles in Singapore
at the moment is a book of essays by former Straits
Times journalist, Cherian George. Drawing its title,
Singapore: The Air-conditioned Nation, from Lee
Kuan Yew’s nomination of the air cooler as the most
significant inven »Hn of the 20th century, it is a
calculated work that doles out accolades and black
marks for the government in almost equal measure.
The title of the collection, and its theme, suggest that
Singapore is as much a concept as it is a physical
rcality—a work in progress. A point made often in its
pages, and repeated elsewhere, is that the govern-
ment’s intervention at nearly all levels of society has
left little room for any agenda other than its own.

Tn a more developed democracy the opposition
woul not be sued for defamation,’” argues Sinapan
Samydorai. Samydorai is the director of Think Centre,
a two-year-old civic group that is tentatively testing
the boundaries of openness under the new-guard
leadership of Goh Chok Tong. The Centre lobbies for
stronger democratic institutions and freedom from
excessive government intervention. Samydorai
continues: ‘[As a result] there is not the democratic
space as there is elsewhere for opposition partics and
civil society groups to cxist.’

But the long reach of government has always been
defended and justified by Lee Kuan Yew. ‘I say with-
out the slightest remorse that we would not be here,
would not have made the economic progress, if we
had not intervened in every personal matter—who
your neighbour is, how you live, the noisc you make,
how you spit, or what language you use,” he argued in
a 1986 interview with the Economist. And, post-Lee,
there remains in place a range of measures that ensure
close government supervision of = ga s’
million residents. Jailing without charge is permissible





















forthcoming in the past few ycars about issues that
previously he had kept well hidden. The most
dramatic instance was his revelation in mid-1999 that
his mother had contracted syphilis from her husband
(who shortly after abandoned both wife and infant son)
and that this was a reason for the physical {and
emotional) barricrs she placed between herself and the
young Jim. But in recent ycars Cairns has also come
forward with versions of cvents that are inconsistent
with what previously he had put on the public record.
Arc these products of a new frankness or a memory
distorted by the passage of the years?

A living subject also renders more immediate and
acute the ethical dilemmas that a biographer faces in
addressing matters that are of great sensitivity, and
therefore likely to be very painful, to the subject and
his or her family. In a recent article in Meanjin,
Cassandra Pybus, a veteran of controversy through
her study of the Orr case (Gross Moral Turpitude: The
Orr Case Reconsidered, 1993) and her biography of
James McAuley (The Devil and James McAuley,
1999], reflected on those dilemmas [‘Dogs in the
Graveyard’, Meanjin, vol.59, no.4, 2000). A wounded-
sounding Pybus writes of the biographer’s respon-
sibility ‘to consider the human frailty of those who
will be hurt by the secrets of the dead’. It might be
best, she now thinks, that writers have an ‘internal
monitor—something like a spell check—that can
prompt you to ask yourself, what will be the impact
of this when it is in the public domain?’ However,
for the biographer of a living subject, and espccially a
biographer who has relied on the subject’s goodwill,
a potentially disabling ‘internal monitor’ of another
form is at work: the day will come when the subject
will peer back into the mirror of their life that you,
the biographer, have constructed. The commitment
to be fearless in investigation and revelation can
wither in the facc of such sobering knowledge.

This problem inevitably leads back to the nature
of the relationship the biographer develops with the
subject. Whilce seeking co-opcration from the subject,
should you, as biographer, also be careful to ensure
that there is a businesslike quality to that relation-
ship? Certainly if onc considers examples of Austral-
ian political biographies where the writer has enjoyed
a pre-cxisting relationship with their subject—as in,
for example, Graham Frcudenberg’'s A Certain
Grandeur: Gough Whitlam in Politics (1977) and john
Edwards’ Keating: The Inside Story (1996)—it seems
that closeness is a double-cdged sword: it affords a
rarc view but is ultimately constraining. But at the
samec time it is not entirely clear whether detachment

from a subject will enhance or hinder

understanding.
MY PERSONAL SEARCH for Jim Cairns has been

protracted. When I first approached him with the idea
of a biography several years ago, I was immediately
struck by how withdrawn, how remote, he seemed.

Not that he cver placed any barriers in my way to
writing his story. On the contrary, he was a model of
co-operation. He granted me over a dozen lengthy
interviews and never hesitated to give me the
authority to access various records relevant to the
biography. And yet, while he was certainly not
unfriendly, he was somehow distant, even aloof. This
troubled me. I felt it was impossible to break through.
I was spending so much of my time rescarching,
analysing and writing about Cairns, yet [ could not
cstablish any sense of personal connection with him.
It felt surreal. Here was somcone who monopolised
my waking thoughts as I struggled to work him out,
yct he remained at arm’s length. Indeed, the more
I lcarnt about Cairns the more I feared that at another
level he remained hidden from me.

I recognised that the remoteness I was encoun-
tering with Cairns was to a significant cxtent
symptomatic of a broader pattern in his human
relations. Indced, part of my quest in the biography
was to work out why Cairns has lived his life as a
kind of permanent emotional refugee. It was reassur-
ing, too, that I was not alone in finding him personally
clusive. From the time Cairns began to make a public
name for himself in the carly 1960s as a lion of the
Labor Left, through his years at the head of the
anti-Vietnam War movement and later as the
Treasurer and Deputy Prime Minister in the Whitlam
government, he baffled commentators with his
inscrutability. Even those close to Cairns struggled
to divine the inner man. In 1981, launching the Paul
Ormonde biography, A Foolish Passionate Man:
A Biography of Jim Cairns, Bill Hayden reflected on
‘a long and warm association’ with Cairns during the
16 years they were in parliament together. Tellingly,
howcever, Hayden admitted he had never quite
fathomed Cairns:

Jim Cairns is often portrayed as an enigma; a man
whose soul is powerful, but who is, in the tinal result,
unknowable by even those closest to him. While I've
always had deep affection for Jim [and] been privileged
to enjoy a warm and productive friendship with him,
I've always found it difficult to know the whole man
and I confess I never did ... the process of knowing
him has been more difficult than with anyonc else ...

It is, of course, for others to judge whether I have
succeeded where others failed to comprchend the
man. But further issues troubled me as I sifted through
the minutiae of his life. I worried that [ had uncarthed
facts about that life of which Cairns was himself
unawarc. For example, by obtaining the 1st AIF record
of his father, James John Cairns, I effectively solved
the riddle of why he chose not to return to Australia
in 1919 to be reunited with his wife and child. How
would Jim react to my discovery, particularly as the
truth was not a palatable onc? I fretted, as well, when
I discovered this sentence in Cairns’ 1996 book,
Reshaping the Future: ‘It scems that those who write
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House divided

NJ-ANY PEOPLE LIVING in London in

August 1998, as I was, were astonished to
scce footage on the cvening news of an
Anglican bishop throwing a wild punch at
another bishop. Not once but repeatedly we
were treated to news reports of bishops
pushing and shoving cach other, hurling
insults at other bishops, refusing to sit in
the same room together and accusing one
another, in press releases, of heresy and
hypocrisy. This was the spectacle of the
1998 Lambeth Conferencee, aninternational
gathering of Anglican bishops held every
ten years to consider important issucs fac-
ing the worldwide Anglican Church, and to
affirm the unity in diversity which is a
hallmark of the Anglican Communion.

The issue which generated this heat
was the question of whether practising
homosexuals, especially clergy, could be
accepted as equal members of the Christian
church. The Conference produced a resolu-
tion ‘rejecting homosexual practice as
incompatible with Scripture’, but this did
not conclude the debate. In fact it merely
inflamed it, as liberal Anglicans rejected
the resolution and conscervatives continue
irregularly to consecrate ‘pure’ bishops, in
order to rescuc congregations in America
and clsewhere from their official but way-
ward liberal leaders. No other issuc, not
cven the debate about the ordination of
women, has polarised liberal and conser-
vative groups so sharply within the church,
and never before has the worldwide Anglican
Communion been brought so close to formal
schism. In England, at lcast, and in some
American dioceses, ameasure of functional
schism alrcady cxists.

Although they have been spared the
worst excesses of the international situation
{so far), Australian Anglicans are no
strangers to the debate, and this book, Faith-
fulness in Fellowship, is the result of the
1998 Australian General Synod’s request
for further study of homosexuality and the
issucs it raiscs for the church and its
discipline. The ten essays in it are designed
to foster further study and ‘widen the
discussion to include Anglicans and

non-Anglicans all over the country’. In these
aims it succeeds well. There is little in
these essaysthatisnew or, with onenotable
cxception, takes the debate in new creative
directions. But cach piece presents a solid
statement of current scholarship. Together,
they constitute a substantial summary of
the historical, scriptural, scientific, cthical
and theological background to the debate.
The entire history of Christian thought
on the issue is covered in an essay by Dr
Muricl Porter, a church historian and
religious correspondent for Melbourne’s Age
newspaper. She situates the debate uscfully
within a wider context of changing Chris-
tian attitudes to sexuality and heteroscexual
marriage, which serves as a reminder that

the construal of sexuality has a history.
The scriptural material is covered by
three ¢ssays—a general introduction, fol-
lowed by ¢ssays on the Old Testament and
New Testament texts which bear on homo-
sexuality. The general essay on biblical
sexuality by the Revd Dr John Dunnill is
cxcellent. It concludes with the reminder
that all cxpressions of human scxuality
stand under God’s judgment and are criti-
cised by Scripture. Heterosexual marriage
itself, Dr Dunnill writes, is not ‘the bibli-
cal norm’: the Old Testament urges its
refashioningafter the model of the covenant
love that God desires with Israel, and the
New Testament urges celibate devotion in
anticipation of the transcendence of sexual
being in God’s kingdom. This is an cnor-
mously important corrective in a debate in
which hetcrosexual marriages are some-
times presented as without sin and the only
arrangement hallowed by God, and extra-
marital relationships demonised

as being without virtue.

IHE PrIMATE OF THE Anglican Church in
Australia, Archbishop Peter Carnley, has
written a piece exploring the possibilities of
‘friendship’ as a more fruitful metaphor for
homoscxual relationships than ‘marriage’.
This is a new departurc in the Australian
debate, and received considerable publicity
after a précis of the article was published in
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the Bulletin earlicr this year. It is a rich
metaphor, with the potential to enhance
our understanding of all human relation-
ships. Onc wonders, however, whether the
metaphor of friendship can carry the bur-
den Dr Carnley places upon it. Is a friend
with whom I have covenanted a lifclong
and exclusive fidelity and intimacy not
something quite different from my other
friends, different not in degree but in kind?

The essay on homoscxuality and the
question of ordination by the Most Revd
Dr Pcter Jensen, the new Archbishop of
Sydney, was the only picce submitted too
late for peer review and discussion. That is
a great shame. He is the only contributor
who attempts to answer explicitly the
crucial hermencutical question of why bib-
lical stricturcs against homosexuality
should continue to be binding when so
many other requirements of the Old and
New Testaments (prohibitions against
touching menstruating women or against
women teaching in church, for cxample)
are routinely ignored. But simply to cite
Article Seven of the Thirty-nine Articles,
ignoring the problems he himself notes
that this raises, and then baldly to assert
again that the condemnation of homo-
sexuality is ‘part of the moral law of God' is
an entircly inadequate answer. Discussion
of this point with the other members of the
panel might have saved him from this, and
produced a more robust foundation for
intelligent debatc.

Scott Cowdell situates the homo-
sexuality debate within the three-fold
authority of scripture, reason and tradition,
which constitutes the traditionally rich
background of Anglican moral decision-
making. Experience was added to this
threesome in 1988 by an carlier Lambeth
Conference, and this aspect of the debate is
addressed by Gracmece Garrett in a sensitive
essay, which reflects on his personal
cxperience of a lesbian relative.

The diversity of views contained within
this collection represent at its best the
Anglican conviction that truth is to be
sought outin the midst of differing positions.
Some may fear it also represents Anglican
theology atits worst, urging in its introduce-
tion no change to the church’s traditional
disciplines. But then prudence and circum-
spection are also important core Anglican
virtucs, for heterosexual and homosexi 1

alike.
Timothy Gaden is the vicar of St John's

Anglican Church, Camberwell, and was
formerly the Vicar of Battersca, London.
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The thing not said

HARLES WATERSTRLET grew up in
Waterstreet’s Railway Commercial Hotel,
a family business which stood only mctres
trom Albury Railway Station. The hotel
and its clientcle provide a wealth of funny
storics and Precious Bodily Fluids makes
the most of them. Albury in the carly '60s
was the fiefdom of Mayor Cleaver Bunton
who’d held his office for as long as anyone
cared to remember. Bunton was steadfastly
opposed to the fluoridation of the local
water supply. Whether fluoridation was
supported by health officials in Sydney or
by communists trying to work their way
through South East Asia was a fine distinc-
tion. It was an idea that came from out of
town and Bunton organised a referendum
to give the locals another chance to show
their support for him.

The hotel, however, was the ficfdom of
Waterstreet’s father, a man who ‘cut more
comers than Jack Brabham’. Waterstreet
senior was only ever one step ahead of the
licensing board. A few bottles in the boot of
the police vehicle enabled him to trade on
Sundays. He used bed sheets as tablecloths,
despite the unpleasant stains which
appearcd between items of crockery, much
of which had becen pilfered over the years
from necighbouring pubs. He chained the
cutlery to the tables, and as the chains
gradually lost links, his regular boarders,
many of whose accommodation was paid
for by the St Vincent de Paul Socicty, found
they had to put their chins closer and closer
to their plates and to the stains on the table
linen. The publican was a vocal opponent
of the standard rail gauge. He said that it
would undermine ‘states’ rights’. It would
also undermine his business which thrived
on the thirst of the numerous rail workers
who were needed to shunt trains at Albury.
But Waterstreet senior presented himself
as a man of principle. Waterstreet junior
made his pocket money by punching the
time clock at the yards for workers who
were in no condition of ¢ither mind or body
to leave the bar. The boy listened, observed
and acquired‘an invaluable sense of rumour’.

It says a lot for Waterstreet that he can
recreate the chaotic household of his

childhood with such aftection. He remem-
bers the foibles of one aunt who belicved ‘a
good clich¢ hits the nail on the head’, and
another who sent him to the chemist for
her hair dye because she didn’t want people
to think that her blue hair was anything but
natural. Precious Bodily Fluids is skilfully
woven around the impending fluoridation
referendum. Itssequel, Repeating the Leav-
ing, is organised around the brief visit of
President Johnson to Sydney in 1966 when
Watcrstreet was doing his final year at
Waverley College. At the time, Watcrstreet
/Tl (| S3A
I B \/}/

was busy pursuing his first scrious infatua-

tion. Georgina George was Greek, and

opposcd to the Vietnam War. Waterstreet

makes light of himself trying to join a
protest in a Christian Brothers’
school uniform.

BUT THERE Is a great deal more to these
memoirs than light-hearted nostalgia. Like
any vibrant re-creation of the past, they are
rooted in the present. For Charles
Waterstreet, this means dealing with a bur-
den of pain.

Charles’ mother emerges gradually from
the shadows over the course of these books.
She is introduced in passing as ‘still sick’
andneedingtostay at home while dad takes
the kids to Mass, a ritual for which neither
fathernorsonhave much enthusiasm. Over
time, the mother’s alcoholism and depend-
ence on a variety of pills becomes more and
more excruciating: ‘mum’s drinking was a
family secret confined to a circle of Antarc-
tica but we never spoke of it. It was a given.
The thing not said.’

At the end of Precious Bodily Fluids,
Waterstreet describes his final Christmas
athome before going to boarding school. By
this stage, his mother has ‘worn out her
welcome’ at hospitals in Melbourne and is
a patient somewhcre in Sydney. His dad
works valiantly to make something of the
occasion. Mrs Waterstreet comes home in
time to farewell Charles, the eldest, before
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the new school year. She cries. The sight of
her tears is unfamiliar to Charles and dis-
turbs him: ‘She had never cried in front of
me. Ever. Not Ever. Not even in her worst
times. Never for herself. Now she was crying
for me.’

Repeating the Leaving shifts the focus.
It opens with a brief portrait of Charles’
own cxperience of mental illness. He is
homeless, loveless, depressed and a patient
of Northside Clinic. No matter how funny
the memoirs that precede or follow that
description, they are coloured by it. At one
level, the title of Repeating the Leaving
refers to what used to be known as the
Leaving Certificate. But it also refers to
Waterstreet’s separation from his mother.
She turns up drunk to see him presented
with the prize for being dux of the school
and urinates in a laneway in front of one of
her son’s friends. His father spends time
driving his wife up and down the Hume
Highway to Kenmore, a psychiatric
institution in Goulburn.

Just as Charles is set to start university,
his mother dies. There is some suggestion
that she may have committed suicide but,
after many years, Charles finds reason to
doubt this conclusion. The adult Charles is
still dealing with his grief and confusion.
He does so with courage and grace.

The least affectionate parts of
Waterstreet’s memoirs decal with his
religious education. In some ways, he offers
a familiar account of memorising the green
catechism and attending old-fashioned
devotions. It may be that circumstances
had inoculated Waterstreet at a young age
against the influence of any of the ideas and
spirituality thatlay beneath those practices.
But it is curious that the very religious
education for which many pessimists still
feel nostalgia provided no resources for
Waterstreet, either as a boy or an adult, to
deal with the uncertainties and tragedics of
his life. He learnt answers to somebodv
else’s questions. They didn’t help.

Michael McGirr, a former publisher of

Eureka Street, is the author of Things You
Get For Free.

° EUREKA STREET 41






the wire. Finally he blows the dunny walls
down, and the toilet roll up in the air. All
this is great fun for the kids.

A ncw and cerebral adult act features
Anni Davey—who broke her neck perform-
ing for Circus Oz in 1991—and it is great to
sce her back. TV monitors show her close-
up commenting on ageing performers and
their failing bodies, in somewhat disparag-
ing fashion. Mcanwhile, her own onstage
body is raised by the hair and swung about
as if to defy both gravity and age. This is
brilliant, and will doubtless develop greater
tluency and punch.

Per Westman'’s plate-spinning act has a
fresh context based on the leopardskin-clad
strongman/drag queen Daryll John's
wedding to a unicyclist. When Westman
runs out of plates, the unicycle wheel and
eventhe wedding cake arc added—the latter
shedding ‘cream’ as it spins. Westman, as
class weakling, and John, as macho bully,
team up again later, rcvitalising an old
juggling act with bowling balls. The climax
1sa high throw in which Westman is brained
as the ball comes down.

The show finishes with Tim Coldwell’s
famousupside-down walk, also given afresh
twist. He enters his dressing room in civvies
and changes into clown costume, crooning
Sinatra’s ‘My Way’. Then he notices ‘the
old pole from the old pole act we used to do’
rising from his perspective but lowering
to the floor from ours. ‘t used to climb up
that pole and walk across the cciling,’ he
goes on, ‘but you don’t want to sec the old
polc act, do you?’ ‘Oh, yes, we do!” we cry
in panto style, and he arduously c¢limbs
‘up’ the pole towards the floor—necatly

reversing the trajectory of the show's
opcning.

When he arrives at ceiling/floor level,
the rest of the company do the pole act. It’s
a smashing finish to an cxcellent show.
Other highlights include Kareena Oates’
dazzling hula hoops; all the work in the air
by Oates and Davey; anything the diminu-
tive clown Toni Smith docs; Mel Fyffc's
Russian Ring act and Suzanne Simpson’s
hot violin-playing—not to mention Laurel
Frank’s vibrant new costumes. Spinning

You Out is about to tour overseas
but goes to Sydney in January.
R()CK ‘N’ Rore Circus’ Sonata for Ten
Hands (with new Artistic Director Yaron
Lifschitz) is very different from its carlier
work and from Circus Oz. The usual rock
music is replaced by live piano sonatas—
renowned pianist Tamara Anna Cislowska
and four circus performers make uj
hands of this cleverly constructed
piece, as well as their fect, heads,
torsos, buttocks and other bod:
parts.

Schumann’s bright and britt
Piano Sonata No. 1 Op. 11 provic
the stimulus for a children’s party
which gifts are cxchanged, games are played
and the ‘children’ show off in dark power-
trips—one-legged performer Andrew Bray's
false legis stolen and he has to use inspired
floor-based acrobatics to win it back.

Thirty years later, the same characters
(now in sophisticated ‘after-five’ dress)
interact in a fluctuating series of personal
relationships at, on, under and high above a
table sct for a dinner party. Backed by

Brahms’ moody Sonata No. 3 Op. 5, this
almost scamless adagioact fcatures breath-
taking actsin the air and on the floor. While
upside-down, forinstance, Azaria Universe
and Andrew Bright use a blood-red double
tissu to provide a ‘cloud-swing’ for a third
performer,

The act is typical of this intelligent and
inventive company. Sonata is marred a bit
by awkward dismounts and some picces
lack extension, but Rock 'n’ Roll is rcally
breaking new ground, and you wouldn’t
want to miss their work for quids. This
show is going to the Equinoxe Festival in
Noume¢a in October; Rock 'n’” Roll’s next
show, Tango, opens at the Brisbane Power-
house in carly September.

One reason for the success of Australian
physical theatre is that, not being spoken-
word dependent, it is well suited to the
export market. Australians may like con-

mporary circus because, of all art-
rms, its physicality and risk-taking
10t to mention larrikin spirit} come
‘losest to the ideals of sport.

Circus Oz, the Fruit Flies, Legs on
the Wall and Rock 'n’ Roll have been
around long ¢nough to allow cross-
sation, role-modelling and mentor-

ship. Trace a line through the CVs of the
ncwer companics’ performers and you’ll
usually find experience in or influence of
the older circuses. Pam Creed’s circus
training course at Swinburnc University is
destined to perpctuate this welcome
phenomenon.

Geoffrey Milne tcaches theatre and drama
at La Trobe University.

Men of hospitality

Living and proclaiming God’s

As lived out by St John of
God over five centurices ago,
our vocation is to give of
ourselves completely and
freelv; to be a brotherly
presence; a symbol of hope
tor the world; proclaiming
God’s hospitable love to
all.

We called to a
chartsm of hospitality and
love that promotes healing,

are

advocacy and reconciliation
tor those marginalised by our
soclety.

Our core of hospitality
compels and urges us to
deepen our relationship with
God, ourselves and those
with whom we share our
lives, and
MINIstry.

We are the: ‘Brothers of
St John ot God.”’

community

ospitable love

Will you dare to accept God’s
invitation to a life dedicated
to hospitality?

It so please contact:

Br. John Clegg OH.

Vocations Director.

PO Box BN 1055,

Burwood North, NSW 2134
Australia.

Telephone (12) 9747 1699
Facsimile (02) 9744 3202

Emil provinciali@ stjohn.com.au

Website: www.stjohn.com.au
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v Uncte Frank oner shot the telly. It only surprised
people who didn’t know him. As usual his reasons were not as
other people’s. A scientist, sclf-taught, one of the last of the
great generalist engineers, he felt the time had come to amuse
and instruct his baby-boomer children, something that the telly
he  he felt, signally failed to do.

Taking out his old service revolver, he demonstrated for
them the principle of implosion. Aunt Margaret, a wonderful
houscewife, was worried there’d be a terrible mess, but it wasn't
as bad as onc might have thought. When you shoot your telly,
you’ll note this too: the cathode ray tube is a vacuum, so the
hits don’t spray out, they suck in. Hitting the screen with a
sledgehamn v will also do it, but you'll be too close to the
action to obscerve the phenomenon fully, and the blunt
instrument won't give the elegant result you get from a bullet.
Throwing it out of an upstairs window is not to be recommended
cither, becausc the rest of the telly will smash all over the place
and you miss the implosion in the general splat. Poor old Kcith
Moon never quite understood this, poor chap, being a drummer,
and in the carly '70s he littered hotel swimming pools and patios
from Miami to Moscow with the results of failed experiments.

My TV is safc for the moment because Big Brother is over
and Tdon’t own a firearm. And the ABC, despite things like the
drowning ot Quantum, the ending of Media Watch and the
adoption of that nasty chrome logo that looks like a K-Mart
bathroom accessory, has done some things right lately. The new
science program, Catalyst, is no replacement for the depth of
Quantum, but is very good at doing science-in-the-news. If there
was a bit of patronising in the mid-August program on the
human genome scction (talking airily and unspecifically of
‘proteins’ without giving enough real information) the scction
revealing that almost 100 per cent of racehorses suffer
constantly from stomach ulcers hit the target. The simple,
brutal fact is that horses’ stomachs produce acid 16 hours a
day, because the horse should be grazing roughage continually.
Racchorses, pampered, massaged, groomed, are fed twice a day
on concentrated food that goes through quickly, leaving the
poor beasts in agony. Gai Waterhouse deals with the problem
by making surc that her horses always have hay to browse. Other
trainers can’t be botherced. Here was science aiming firmly at
the middle to lowbrow and getting there. (Catalvst shows on
Thursdays at 8.30pm.)

In late 1y the three-part scries Plaving the Game was a
rarc and excellent thing. Unfortunately the screening time
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(Thursdays at 9.30pm) clashed with Ninc’s Footy Show, so very
few would have scen it. Written and directed by Cambridge
history graduate Peter Du Cang, it probed and ranged through
the results of the Atlantie Charter, the bargain Winston
Churchill entered into to save his country from defeat by Hitler
in 1941, It was a tad triumphal about the ending of the principles
that underpinned colonialism {Bad old British Empirce! Down
boy, down!l and a little toc  Hsitive about the forces that were
keeping Roosevelt out of the war. Joseph Kenne -, US Ambas-
sador to Britain, had been feeding Washington from the start
with ideas of Britain’s hopeless position. Morce background
would have been good here; perhaps there just wasn’t time. But
it would have been useful to show that only three months
before, Churchill had finally routed the anti-Semites and
fascist sympathisers in his own government, and ousted
Chamberlain. The phoney war was over, and Churchill came
to Newfoundland ready to give away his shirt to save us all
from the Nazis. It wasn’t enough simply to say that Kennedy's
Irish background mecant that he wasn't very pro-British—old
Joc Kennedy was one of the most horrible Nazi sympathiscrs
around, and would cheerfully have scen the jackboots win. If
he was naive to think that Hitler would have then liberated the

Irish, then hatred gives us all a paradoxical cendency

to trust the devil.

UT THAT QUIBRLIE ASIDE, the series was uncomfortably brilliant.
The two following programs dealt with the tragedies of the
Congo and of Cambodia. If you arc inclined to be sensttive, be
awarc, when you catch the repeats, that there are hideous seenes
of mutilated corpses, part of war's appetite in more ways than
one. The curious prevalence of cannibalism in both conflicts
madce me reflect that humans are much closer to the chimpan-
zee than the gorilla. But the hopeless face of Patrice Lumumba
going to his death will remain as one of thosce figures ot pity
and terror that scar the memory.

Programs like this remind you why you haven't shot the
television yet. The messenger sometimes gives us bad news in
a way that reminds us that we're all frail, chaotic beings who
survive this strange world and cach other for a time by a
combination of luck, grace and the occasional good deed. Uncle
Frank would have regarded that statement as necdlesslv
dramatic. After all, he did go out and buy another telly.

Juliette Hughes is a freelance reviewer.
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