














Tre T ani

LCRKANK DRENNAN

Time to treat justly

The bicentenary celebrations in 1988 highlighted rather than resolved
Aboriginal grievances caused by the European occupation of their land.
Another opportunity for a symbolic reconciliation of black and white
Australians is approaching, the centenary of federation in 2001.

T THEIR 1991 national convention, the
Young Liberals stirred the land rights possum that had
long been lying idle in the roof of Parliament House.
Starting the year with the smell of government in their
nostrils, they thought the time had come to put their
stamp on contemporary issues. It was simplistic overkill,
and it forced their seniors to publish a defence of land
rights such as the conservative side of politics had not
made for years. Even in a recession, there are not
necessarily votes to be had from bashing the blacks. And
politicians of all persuasions have had to acknowledge
something of Aboriginal claims to special treatment, to
put right the treatment meted out to them, as landhold-
ers and as citizens, for more than two centuries.

The Hawke government had gone into the Christ-
mas recess with a flurry of cabinet decisions and legis-
lative initiatives under the guillotine. Among these was
a decision to establish a Council of Aboriginal Recon-
ciliation until the centenary of the Australian Consti-
tution, on 1 January 2001. Half of the council’s members
will be Aboriginal. But Cabinet’s decision is a far cry
from the treaty proposed by Mr Hawke when he met
Aboriginal leaders at the Barunga Sports and Cultural
Festival in 1988 and signed the Barunga Declaration.

Some Aboriginal leaders believe they are locked into
a meaningless word game, designed only to save the
Government face. Others have reserved their opinion,
waiting to sce what changes are wrought by the Abo-
riginal and Torres Strait Islanders Commission region-
al councils elected for the first time in November last
year. The Government faces a dilemma. If too much is
offered to Aboriginces, the Opposition will withdraw its
support, or at least break its silence. If too little,
Aborigines and their supporters will abandon the proc-
ess, to seek tangible results through a more o
frontational kind of political bartering.

EUREKA STREET ¢ May 1991

On the day before the opening of Parliament in May
last, Bob Hawke wrote to the Leader of the Opposition,
John Hewson, advising him ‘of the Government’s wish
to achieve a more bipartisan approact 1 furthering the
welfare of the Aborigines and Torres Strait Islanders and
advancing the concept of an instrument of reconcilia-
tion’. The Prime Minister sent a copy of this letter to
the leader of the Australian Democrats, to state premiers
and territory chief ministers, and to opposition leaders
in the various Australian parliaments. The Prime Min-
ister said: ‘It is our intent to continue to consult with
the coalition and seek a bipartisan approach on these
matters. There will also be a need for early consulta-
tions with the states, church leaders and others.’

Next day, the Governor-General, Bill Hayden,
delivered a bland address on the Government’s program
for micro-economic reform. It was a sombre affair,
attracting little attention until he came to the matter of
the treaty. He announced: [The Government| will be
seeking wide community support and bipartisan politi-
cal endorsement of an instrument « reconciliation,
variously referred to as a treaty or compact, between
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Australians and
the wider Australian community. The form and con-
tent of such a document will not and cannot be final-
ised until extensive consultation is initiated with
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people and other
Australians. This process of consultation will be
enhanced following the recent establishment of the
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission.’

There was restless movement on the Opposition
benches. Six weceks later, after intense discussion with
senior colleagues, Hewson replied to Hawke’s letter.
Treating it as a ‘sounding out of the coalition’s support
for: ocessofrec iliation’, he w: :‘Iwoulc Hint
out, as stated specifically in our current policy, that the






There is no
reason why a
mature nation
should deny
itself the
opportunity of
using its
Constitution to
express the
fundamentals of
its identity as a

nation-state

Nothing could be clearer. The instrument, what-
ever it might be called, will have no implications in
international law. Hewson restated the objections to a
treaty or anything like it by another name: ‘Our
opposition to a treaty is based on our strongly held be-
lief that Australians belong to one nation, and one group
of Australians cannot have a treaty with the rest of the
nation. It has been our consistent position since 1981
that a treaty has implications in international law which
are unacceptable to the Australian people.’

Whatever Hewson is opposing, it is not what Hawke
is proposing, nor what he has ever proposed. If the
Opposition were to reject his proposal, they would have
to admit that their new position was inconsistent with

what they had proposed, or at least tolerated, in

198 1—a negotiated agreement with Aborigines,
subject to constraints and having no etfect in in-
ternational law. As Leader of the Opposition,

Andrew Peacock had criticised the Government

for ‘its resort to highly symbolic gestures in place

of a carctul and continuing attention to the ad-

ministration of effective programs’. This false di-

chotomy between the symbolic and the material

overlooks the possibility that there is a need for
effective programs as well as symbolic gestures.

Without effective programs, symbolic gestures will

be a sham anyway.

Hewson still maintains a suggestion of the
dichotomy: ‘In our view, an ongoing process of
reconciliation and adequate positive programs and
material support which leads to a significant im-
provement in the standard of living, quality of life
and self estcem of Aboriginal Australians would
enhance their cause in a more meaningful way than
a treaty or similar instrument.” There is no reason
why there should not be both a process and an
instrument of reconciliation. Hewson recognises
‘the importance of symbolism in Aboriginal cul-
ture’ but overlooks the importance of symbolism
for all Australians in seeking to express our true
identity, reconciled with our past. To date, the

coalition has been profoundly pessimistic about this.

On 7 November 1990, the Opposition raised as a
matter of public importance ‘the Hawke Government's
lack of performance and accountability in the adminis-
tration of Aboriginal affairs’ The Opposition spokesman,
Michael Wooldridge, referred to Hewson's letter to
Hawke and said that ‘in the four-and-a-half months since
that letter was sent, we have not had the courtesy of a
reply. If the Minister would care to give us a reply or
would care to pass the message on to the Prime Minis-
ter, we really would like to have the opportunity to offi-
cially know what he is thinking and to try to work
together to find some common ground.” Within the
month, the cabinet decision was made and announced,
and the Government issued a discussion paper on Abo-
riginal reconciliation.

Reconciliation can be effected by exercising col-
lective responsibility for our present social reality. It will
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not be furthered by harping on collective guilt for the
past. In this, our national politicians could have a role
to play. There are three separate questions to be
answered in the process.

What do Aborigines want?

There is a wide variety of Aboriginal viewpoints. Some,
like Michael Mansell, will not be party to any process
that presumes them to be Australian citizens. They
claim to be Australian Aborigines rather than Aborigi-
nal Australians subject to the laws and policies of Aus-
tralian Governments. They assert a sovereignty that was
never voluntarily surrendered, and sec domestic treaty
talk as a denial of their separate nation status.

Others, like Charles Perkins, proudly sce them-
selves as part of the Australian nation. Perkins has said:
‘Aboriginal people would do well to consider that, in
the coming decade, they can gain benefits for themselves
and the nation by playing a more involved role in areas
beyond Aboriginal affairs’. If the Mansell viewpoint
enjoyed wide support among Aborigines, there would
be no point in the Government proceeding with any
process of reconciliation premised on Aborigines being
citizens secking recognition, rights and reconciliation
under Australian law and through the Australian Gov-
ernment. If, as I suspect, the Perkins view can be shown
to reflect the aspirations of most Aborigines, there would
be point in proceeding.

What are the moral entitlements of Aborigines?

What additional rights ought Aborigines to have under
Australian law, not simply because they arc poor, dis-
advantaged or dispossessed, but because they are Abo-
riginal-—descendants of the traditional owners of this
land, and the primary custodians of the culture that is
unique to this society? Such entitlements are unlikely
to take the form of individual rights enforceable in the
courts. But they may be collective enti :ments capable
of respect and recognition. Aborigines arc not the only
experts in justice, and simplistic claims couched as
moral absolutes remain arguable, whether their pro-
tagonists are Aborigines or Young Liberals.

Young Liberals are entitled to assert that the ‘orig-
inal inhabitants of Australia did not possess any con-
cept of private ownership of land, so no property was
taken from them and there is no moral justification for
any alleged descendants to be granted land on the basis
of ancestry’.But ancestry is a question of fact determin-
able by evidence, and theft of land from people who have
a concept of group ownership is a rectifiable moral
wrong. There is room for argument here. Many, and not
only Aborigines, would concede that Aborigines in some
circumstances do have a moral claim.

What is politically achievable?

Hawke, Hewson and their minders may be better in-
formed in answering this question than Perkins, Mansell
and theirs. Australians generally have no absorbing

Continued page 10
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concern about an agreement between two separate par-
ties distinguished on the basis of race, two centuries
after the first wave of non-Aboriginal migration. But they
may be open to negotiating and guaranteeing the place
of Aborigines in the Commonwealth, while reviewing
the Constitution in the lead up to its centenary. There
is no rcason why a mature nation should deny itself the
opportunity of using its Constitution to express the
fundamentals of its identity as a nation-state.

The Barunga statement was signed by two trad-
itional elders in the Northern Territory, each of whom
espoused the necd for a treaty within one Australia—
what the other signatories, Bob Hawke and Gerry Hand,
now call an instrument of reconciliation. The elder from
the Centre, Wenten Rubuntia, said: “Today there are lots
of people living in this country. People who have come
from all over the world. But we don’t call them for-
cigners. We don't ask, “Where’s your country? Where's
your father from?” They have been born here. Their
mother’s blood is in this country ... This is their coun-
try, too, now. So all of us have to live together. We have
to look after each other. We have to share this country.
And this means respecting each others’ laws and cul-
ture. We have to work out a way of sharing this coun-
try, but there has to be an understanding of and respect
of our culture, or law. Hopefully that’s what this treaty
will mean.’

the health of our body politic we should attend to this
question or allow it to be attended to by the Aboriginal
people if they want to be the main agents. There is a
great timidity in the Australian soul. It is more than
timidity. It is pusillanimity. And it is a small minded-
ness. Because we are small minded about admitting
their sovereignty, either previous or present, or howev-
er we want to do it, we demean ourselves, and we un-
dermine our legitimacy. What was noticeable about the
bicentennial, in which I participated, was the feeling of
illegitimacy that a lot of white Australians had. They felt
that something had been poisoned at the source and that
therefore we were an illegitiimate nation. I don’t quite
go along with that. If you believe you are an illegiti-
mate nation you've got to pack up and go, or you've got
to attend to the condition immediately and in the
quickest way possible. So I do feel there has to be a
treaty which is also an instrument of reconciliation. We
cannot afford to go on pretending, hand on heart, before
the wide world, that we have not undermined our own
legitimacy by denying the legitimacy of the indigenous
people. Solthink that this is a matter of crucial impor-
tance for Australia. And I would even submit that or-
dinary people know it is.

So how does one do something without the initative

being just one more form of bandwaggoning or exploi-
tation?
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The elder from the North, Galarrwuy Yunupingu
said: "What we want from a treaty is the creation of a
just and mature society which black and white Aus-
tralians can enjoy together. A treaty which recognises
our rights and our status will provide the basis for
building a society in which people live in mutual re-
spect. To those people who say they support the con-
cept of “One Australia” I can only say that I agrec. There
should be one Australia and we should be part of it. But
our part should be on our terms. A treaty will wipe out
injustice and redress the wrongs of today, which can be
traced to the wrongs of the past. It will put us on the
right track for the future. It will create an Australia we
can all share in pride. It will mean, in 2088 and 2188
and all the other '88s, all Australians celebrating their
achievement.’

Approaching the centenary of our existence as a
federation under the Constitution, we have the time to
negotiate a just and proper settlement. Committed to
finding common ground, we need to settle so that no
Australian will be alien to the land or to the societv
that is our common heritage.

Frank Brennan sJ is director of Uniya, the Jesuit insti-
tute for social research and action in Kings Cross, Syd-
ney, and adviser on Aboriginal affairs to the Australian
Catholic bishops.

It is very hard to do it while children are not taught
anything real about Aboriginal culture and Aborigines
in relation to Australia in the school system. We should
emerge from school with a powerful sense of that Abo-
riginal planet, Australia, for this reason: that they’ve
been here for a minimum forty thousand years. That's
two hundred thousand generations We’ve been here for
six generations. The idea that just because we are of
the race who invented the internal combustion engine
we have nothing to learn from what we call pre-history,
but which two thousand generations of Aborigines
would have considered very real life, is preposterous. A
lot of Australians say,’Aw, I'm sick of hearing about the
Aboriginal issue’. They are goingto be sick of it until
there is at least this instrument.

Has your experience writing and travelling with
Aboriginal artists altered your own sense of the land?

I think that the European artistic record shows that
we were for a long time ambiguous about Austr a.
There was a powerful feeling in a lot of Europeans that
the country could gobble you up. Well, I was born at
the end of that era. Ifelt dutifully like that. But I feel
less and less like it now and I don't think the new gen-
eration will feel it at all. T admired and envied the Ab-
origines I travelled with because of their connection with
this place, their place. T envied that extremely passionate
attachment to t!  land  son hing more than
estate. |
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loved by public servants but has nonetheless flourished
over the years and shows no sign of extinction. A sec-
ond relevant development has been the emergence of
the Special Executive Service. Under this scheme, cer-
tain top positions within a department may be filled on
a contract basis, with salary incentives for superior per-
formance. Predictably, this system is extremely popu-
lar with those who believe that the answer to Australia’s
problems lies in replacing the practices and ethos of the
public sector with those of the private sector. The
potential of the Special Executive Service to lend itself
to greater politicisation is obvious, although it is too
early for a definitive judgment.

In the public service, as in our constitution, we seem
to be stuck with an American/British hybrid, retaining
aspects of the neutral/permanent system while moving
in some way towards a non-permanent, more politicised
approach. Whether this makes a case for abandoning
the pretence of neutrality and opting for the US system
is an interesting theoretical question. But what is cause
for grave practical concern is the paradoxical situation
in which the senior ranks of the public service seem to
be dominated by men {usually) who, to some extent,
appear to question the very rationale of the public service
and the role of the state. The paucity of public sector
advocates in the current bureaucracy is, in my view, of
greater concern than the dearth of right-wing ideologues
in the supposedly Keynesian public service of the 1950s
and 1960s.

Dr Michael Pusey, in his survey of the attitudes of
senior federal public servants (The Age, 27 September
1990), uncovered a set of views that should alarm any-
one who sees an adequately funded public sector as an
essential component of a just society, and who would
contend that the test of a successtul polity lies not in
the number of millionaires per square kilometre but in
the treatment afforded the least well off. Dr Pusey re-
vealed that 79 per cent of those surveyed ‘favoured re-
ducing the state’s involvement in social and economic
spheres’, 74 per cent shared ‘doubts and fears about the
growing intervention of the state’ and, perhaps most as-
tonishingly, ‘43 per cent thought the distribution of in-
come was biased towards wage earners, with only 21
per cent seeing it as biased towards employers and own-
ers’. This last figure is truly staggering, since it suggests
cither ignorance of the decline in real wages in the past
seven years or, worse, the view that even the pounding
that wage and salary earners have endured is far from
the optimum punishment. Clichés about ivory towers
and Canberra’s detachment from reality seem most apt.

Dr Pusey found that 72 per cent of the bureaucrats
surveyed were economists, had a median age of 40 and
‘their view of the world was straight out of economics
text books’. It is my contention that although these
cconomists have probably been ‘trained’, they have not
been educated. The distinction between training and
cducation is a critical one, but one largely lost on the
present fedcral government. As "1 Stretton points
out, (Political Essays, 1987] earlier generations of pub-
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lic servants, including those in treasury/finance depart-
ments, were broadly educated people able to see eco-
nomic decisions in the context of history and of the
government’s social obligations.

It is barely conceivable that the current economic
policy advisers ever stood around the tutorial room dis-
cussing the elements of a just society. Quite simply,
justice is not on the agenda. Ponder the implications of
the Treasurer describing as ‘a great set of figures’ a pol-
icy outcome that in fact inflicts suffering and depriva-
tion on large numbers of his citizens. Is this not the
triumph of dogma on a grand scale? Judge us not on
outcomes but on our adherence to the new-right cate-
chism. An episode of Yes Minister parodies the [admit-
tedly exaggerated) notion that the British civil service
should be run by men with a first in classics from
Oxbridge. If, however, the episode's message is that
departments should be run by narrow specialists, then
such a view is wrong—and dangerous. Given a choice, [
would opt for a public service dominated by
classicists rather than economists. It is my

suspicion that specialists do miore harm than

generalists.

I N FOLLOWING NEW-RIGHT DOGMA, Australia suffers from
two crippling historical limitations. The first is the
cringe, as we slavishly follow what is seen as fashiona-
ble economic dogma from the United States and Brit-
ain; the second is that we arc invariably out of
date—there is now significant disillusionment with
economic rationalism in Britain and the US, but we
persist full-bore with a privatisation program and other
elements of the new-right shopping list. Is it too much
to expect that bureaucratic advice should incorporate
the lessons to be learnt from overseas experience? The
opening of political prisons and the smashing of Berlin
Walls do not, of themselves, guarantec flourishing plu-
ralism, but it is sobering to reflect that a more vigorous
and diverse economic debate is occurring in Eastern
Europe than in Australia.

Australia has had no political prisons or Berlin
Walls, but it is hard to escape the conclusion that the
economic policy debate has rarely, if ever, been more
limited. Views outside a very narrow perspective are
ridiculed or, more often, ignored. Those who suggest
that governments have social obligations and should rule
with compassion are traduced as ‘wimps’. What a
wretched Americanism that word is! It is surely possi-
ble that current economic directions are wrong, and the
discovery of error can only come from the considera-
tion of alternatives. In not providing sufficient breadth
of options the public scrvice is failing, but that failing is
part of a wider Australian problem: the lack of suffi-
cient diversity of economic ideas. A flourishing of
diversity is a necessary precondition for better policv
outcomes and, just possibly, a fairer society.

I ity.
He lectures part-time 1n politics.
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JACK WATERFORD

.HE BANKS ARE NOT especially the Government’s friend
at the moment. During the past few years Paul Keating
has been known to blame them for mismanagement or
lack of initiative. It would suit the Government to have
the banks cop some blame for the recession. So why
did the Government, and in particular the former
Attorney-General Gareth Evans, and the Justice Min-
ister, Michael Tate, try vigorously to keep the Westpac
letters from being tabled in Parliament?

There was a case, remember, for the letters to be
seen as deserving, at Parliament’s discretion, to remain
suppressed. These were confidential exchanges between
solicitor and client, covering matters still before the
courts. But parliaments have never been zealous about
preserving private rights when matters are in the public
interest. On this occasion, the Clerk of the Senate, Har-
ry Evans, advised the President, Kerry Sibraa, that
Democrat Senator Paul McLean ought to be allowed to
table the letters. Why, then, did Senators Evans and Tate
vehemently disagree—and prevail on the President not
only to rule otherwise but to establish an ad hoc com-
mittee, with the two Opposition legal luminaries, Sen-
ators Durack and Hill, to devise strategies to keep the
documents out?

The answer is not complicated. There is a royal
commission into the Tricontinental disaster in Victo-
ria. Another into WA Inc. And another into the collapse
of the State Bank of South Australia. By the middle of
the year, each of these inquiries could start uncovering
material damaging to Labor Party interests. Who knows
what might be unearthed? Certainly Senators Evans and
Tate do not, but each has been in the game long enough
to know that one should let one’s imagination run wild.
It might yet become necessary for lawyers representing
party interests to argue before royal commissioners that
certain documents should be regarded as privileged.

Then why spoil a good argument in advance by
adopting a liberal line on the Westpac documents for
the simple pleasure (almost certainly of short-term
benefit) of seeing Westpac annoyed and humiliated? The
senators could well have reflected that observers of the
catalogue of incompetence, mismanagement and out-
right dishonesty revealed in the Westpac letters might
blame the Government that created a climate for such
events by deregulating banking,.

There is nothing particularly naughty about this
sort of strategic political thinking. It is just that Gareth
Evans and Michael Tate have managed to retain,
through long years in Government, continuing reputa-
tions for straightforwardness, and even for judging issues
on their merits.

Alas, these are different and desperate days. Feder-
ally, Labor’s day of reckoning is still two years off. But

e 0. d ' minisl ing retu 1s

though it has snatched wins against the odds on the
past two occasions, the odds are very, very long against
a third miracle. As for the states, only Queensland
looks safe for Labor.

Royal commissions and the state of the economy
are damaging and will continue to damage Labor in
the area in which, at great cost to its internal cohe-
siveness, it has worked hardest over the past decade:
acquiring a reputation for economic competence. To
think that a Federal Government which went into of-
fice with one policy only—to avoid repeating anything
that Whitlam had done—and which continually made
‘tough’ economic decisions, should be on the rack for
economic mismanagement. Or that a Victorian Gov-
emment so austere that the public purse was not al-
lowed to buy John Cain’s teabags stands convicted of
economic profligacy. Or that the sound conservative
management of a John Bannon could come so badly
unstuck. And that a Western Australian Government
overanxious to be the party of state business and
development should be next to bankrupt. The odour
of Whitlamism—at most of romanticism and imprac-
ticality—now seems less difficult to bear and perhaps
more likely, in the long term, to be forgiven.

There are other signs of the way things are com-
ing unstuck. The press is now starting to get detailed
accounts of everything that has happened in federal
cabinet. The next stage will be to decide that the
problem is one of public relations. And to blame the
press. It is difficult to do both at once, but every gov-
ermnment in decline—from McMahon, to Whitlam, to
Fraser—has had a jolly good try.

The only body in Canberra that is not perturbed
is the federal bureaucracy. Normally, the prospect of
a change of government has the service somewhat
worried. Who can be sure that he or she will get along
with a new administration? But this time around there
is a certain serenity. The public service is both in-
tensely political—almost entirely captured in its senior
ranks by economic rationalism and managerialism—
but also at its most unpolitical—no ideological dif-
ferences between the two parties, at most a mild debate
about means rather than ends. Indeed, Dr Hewson
probably more perfectly represents the prevailing phi-
losophy than Mr Hawke. Sometime, probably not until
the post mortems, Labor may wonder whether the
public administration that led it down this path, and
performed so efficiently in doing so, might share some
blame for economic debacles that overtook the country
and swept it from power. |

Jack Waterford is deputy editor of the Canberra Times.
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made difficult because the head was unusually large.
He arrived in New York in December 1960, as a pro-
miscuous young folk-singer called Bob Dylan. His oth-
er aliases included Blind Boy Grunt, Bob Landy, Robert
Milkwood Thomas and Tedham Porterhouse. Typical-
ly, in Sam Peckinpah’s film Pat Garrett e) Billy the Kid,
Dylan has a self-defined role as an almost mute charac-
ter called ‘Alias’. In his own surreal film, Renaldo and
Clara, Dylan played Renaldo while Ronnie Hawkins,
and everybody else with a hat on, played Dylan.

Who is Bob Dylan? His identity has been a preoc-
cupation not only of fans and critics, but also of Dylan
himself. Commentators sum him up in terms that do
nothing to relieve the enigma: ‘grandmaster of masks’,
‘mystic tease’, ‘rejector of roles’, ‘undefinable’, ‘Drifter,
Messenger, A Nobody, Priest, Queen, Shaman, Idiot’.
Robert Shelton, in No Direction Home, the best recent
biography of Dylan, concludes, ‘If any word alone can
be found to characterize the contradictions in Bob Dylan,
it would have to be ambivalence .’

What counts in the end for his world-wide audience
is not Dylan’s identity but his commitment. ‘Ambiva-
lence’ is not helpful term in this context. On the first
track of Street Legal, the album that prefaces his born-
again Christianity, Dylan sings of a grieving good shep-
herd, risen ‘forty-eight hours later’ amid rolling rocks
and broken chains, calling for commitment:

Gentlemen, he said, I don’t need your

organization, I've shined your shoes,

I've moved your mountains

and marked your cards. But Eden is burning,

either brace vourself for elimination

or else your hearts must have the courage for

the changing of the guards.

[© 1978 Special Rider Music)
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his own
business. But the challenges he issues to all who hear
him is part of mine. For me, Dylan, more than any other
contemporary artist, has pursued and let loose the
maelstrom of spirits that spin through our present cul-
ture.

He is the weather-vane of a revolution in outlook
that began in the ‘60s. His songs became anthems for
the civil rights movement, for the radical Weathermen,
for counter-culture drop outs, artists, mystics. When
Trappist monk Thomas Merton abandoned the elected
silence of Gethsemane Abbey for his private hermitage,
he had a clutch of Dylan records under his arm. Bob
Willis, English cricket captain, changed his name by
deed-poll to Bob Dylan Willis. Australian artist Brett
Whitely paints with Dylan’s music on his earphones.
When Jimmy Carter ran for President in 1976, he quot-
ed liberally from Dylan’s lyrics, as he did again in his
nomination acceptance speech, as though Dylan were
the Walt Whitman or Ben Jonson of the age.

Norman Mailer said in 1975 that ‘Dylan may prove
to be our greatest lyric poet’. Cambridge University’s
Christopher Ricks, describes him as belonging with ‘the
artists who've looked for the widest possible constitu-
ency, like Dickens and Shakespeare’. Dylan may not be
a poet, but he is the best American user of words.

Never able to write a three-minute pop song—his
number one hits such as Like a Rollin’ Stone and Mr
Tambourine Man went for eight minutes—Dylan pre-
ferred live performance and spurned long studio sessions
or rock videos. Most of his great albums were recorded
with minimal over-dubbing in a matter of a few days:
you can often hear flaws on the tracks and mistakes in
the lyrics. A bad singer by some standards, Dylan’s gift
for words, his phrasing, and his intense commitment
on stage, give his work hypnotic power.
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The man has drawn record crowds. There were
450,000 at the Woodstock Festival in 1969, held not far
trom Dylan’s soon-to-be-abandoned home. Dylan was
absent, but according to Greil Marcus in Rolling Stone,
‘willingly or not, [he] was the presence hovering over
this three-day jamboree’. Millions applied for the 650,000
seats available on his 1974 tour of the US. In 1978, he
was the drawcard for more than 200,000 at Britain’s
biggest rock concert in Blackbushe Acrodrome. In 1984,
100,000 filled Wembley Stadium to hear him. Today,
Dylan still writes new songs and reworks old ones, but
sparsely, and according to his own rules. In a 1986 in-
terview he acknowledged a quictening of mood: ‘I can't
write those songs today ... I wonder not only where it
came from, but how it came. I couldn't do that now, I'd
be a fool to try.’

Dylan has madc a lot of money, of course, though
he could have earned much more. He appears on televi-
sion about once a decade, for example, and that usually
only as a favour to others. Why so? In 1963 a precocious
Dylan was scheduled to perform on the Ed Sullivan
Show. He chose to sing Talkin’ John Birch Society Blues
but the song was banned by network censors, who were
feartul of libel action. Dylan refused to perform anything
clse and never went back.

His performances today arc more than pieces of
nostalgia or time travel, and more than iconic evocations
of 1960s idealism. His work has always taken his audi-
ence beyond their expectations. Musicologist Wilfrid
Mellers argues that Dylan’s rasping voice was the first
to reconcile the guilt and tragedy of white American
follkk music, with all its varied ancestries, with the spir-
itual hope for salvation and justice inherent in black
blues. ‘Dylan’s songs, balanced between body and soul,’
said Mellers, ‘may imply the evolution, as well as the
survival, of a myth.’

There is, in my view, a way of understanding
Dylan’s significance, a way that is more precise than
recourse to words like enigmatic or ambivalent. Dylan
has a genius for sensing and evoking movements of the
spirit among us. Although few, if any, of us know how
to describe the depths of the psyche, we know that there
is more to reality than the countable objects and expe-
riences that make up our history and geography and
stocktakes. Songs like Blowin' in the Wind, Idiot Wind,
A Hard Rain’s A Gonna Fall, Slow Train Coming, even
the recent Under the Red Sky, are about those hurri-
canc moods of the spirit. Sometimes they offer hope,
sometimes judgment, and sometimes derangement,
anarchy, or nihilism. Dylan lays bare thesc varying
moods but without being able to make a choice between
them.

Critics speak of the phases in Dylan’s carcer: first
there were the protest songs of the Biblical prophet, then
the romantic derangement of the mid ‘60s, then up-
country contentment; then back to the city and ro-
mance; then the Christian songs; and, most recently, a
period of retrospection. Dylan, however, claims that he
has always been the same, always secking after the
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spirited. In one of his few interviews that can be taken
scriously, accompanying the ten-sided Biograph record,
he says:

“You got to be strong and stay connected to what
started it all, the inspiration behind the inspiration ...
As far as the ‘60s go, it wasn't any big deal ... [ mean, if
I had a choice I would rather have lived at the time of
King David ... or maybe at the time of Jesus and Mary
Magdalene—that would have been interesting to really
test your nerve ... People dissect my songs like rabbits
but they all miss the point ... I can understand why
Rimbaud quit writing poetry when he was 19 ... Tlike to
keep my values scripturally straight, though—I like to
stay a part of that stuff that don’t change.’

The two abiding influences on Dylan’s work have
been the Bible, particularly Biblical prophecy, and the
romantic movement—artists like Rimbaud, Nietzsche,
and Dostoevsky. Both influences connect with our
longing for the transcendent. On the cover notes of
Planet Waves, for example, Dylan describes his ambiv-
alent starting point: ‘Hebrew letters on the wall, Victor
Hugo’s house in Paris ... where Baudelaire lived ... where
Joshua brought the house down!” Or again, on the jack-
et of Desire, he writes: ‘Where do I begin ... on the heels
of Runbaud ... meeting the queen angel in the reeds of
Babylon ... romance is taking over ... can not ya feel the
weight of oblivion and the songs of redemption ... 2’

Some of Dylan’s material is of divine inspiration
and takes us along that Augustinian way, where our
hearts would go but cannot rest. Some, like the worst of
romance, has libidinous excess as its mainspring, tak-
ing us along that way of gluttony which leads to de-
rangement and exhaustion. But the gluttony for
experience is, even for Baudelaire in The Flowers of Evil,
‘Le gout de I'éternal’ — gluttony for the infinite.

Dylan’s songs bear the marks of both spirits, with-
out an abiding commitment to one or the other. In the
end he leaves his undiscerning listeners in a confusion
of hope and despair, that besetting disease of the '60s.
Quite explicitly, Dylan secks no disciples. He contin-
ues to urge his fans to find their own path, not to follow
him, and not to treat him as some messianic figure.
Though in his most recent Melbournc concerts, in 1986,
Dylan pointed his fans to the one he called his hero,
Jesus, he has since moved to a position of much less
certain faith. Thus the last track on his most recent al-
bum, Under the Red Sky, concludes with a character-
istic picce of homespun fear and hope:

The cat’s in the well,
the leaves are starting to fall,
Goodnight my love,
may the Lord have mercy on us all ...
© Special Rider Music 1990

Happy birthday, Bob, and thank you for so manv

great songs. May the Lord have mercy on you, too.

John Honner SJ is rector of Jesuit Theological College,
Melbourne. He teaches at the United Faculty of Theol-

ogy.



Quixote

Ray Cassin

T LAST ALL IS REVEALED, and the truth is worse than
anyc : could have imagined. The full impact of the
recession has been brought to our attention by the Sunday
Age, with a little help from Professor Mark Wahlquist of
Monash Medical Centre.

Professor Wahlquist, in a study for the National Heart
Foundation, has charted an increase in our obesity levels
and he believes that the economy may have something
to do with it. We can’t afford to eat nutritious food, you
see, so we're eating junk instead and swelling with every
morsel.

How could we have been so blind? It is not a matter
of empty factories and growing dole queues, of foreclosed
mortgages and family frictions. Newspapers are obliged
to report such tedious matters, of course, so that at least
employees of the Bureau of Statistics will be assured of a
job. But we must not forget what economic hardship is
really all about. It makes us fat.

I do not sneer at Professor Wahlquist. He would
concede, I am sure, that the aforementioned list of woes
is hardly negligible. And his reported comments are
carefully couched in terms of what may be the case: ‘I
think it must be something to do with the food supply,
and probably among the disadvantaged groups in the
community ... it would be very interesting to know how
much of this change took place as the economic situation
worsened.’

Nor do I wish to accuse the Sunday Age health
reporter, Deborah Stone, or the sub-editor who wrote the
headline ‘Recession may be causing waist inflation’, of
trivialising the news. No one thinks heart attacks are
funny. And of course, my scorn does not extend to the
photographer who took the picture accompanying Ms
Stone’s story. It shows a rear view of a very large Aus-
tralian of indeterminate gender. You can tell the large
person is supposed to be Australian, because he/she is
wearing garments decorated with lurid Ken Done-ish
motifs.

What does irritate is the kind of assumption that the
Sunday Age evidently makes about its readers. One
imagines the following chain of editorial reasoning.

Q: How do you sell bad news to yuppies?

A: Well, let’s see if we can get a body-image angle on the
recession. Or maybe a recession angle on their body image.
Or both. Something that’ll really get them worried.

Since the Sunday Age has nudged its former rival,
the Sunday Herald, into oblivion, this assessment of
popular anxieties may be correct. But if so it implies

Feed them p ns

something far more depressing about Australians than
a tendency to wolf down stodge when the wolf is at
the door.

One wonders how some of history’s medical
catastrophes would now be understood if they had been
reported in this vein. The Black Death, for example:
‘People all over Europe are urgently seeking cosmetic
advice after outbreaks of bubonic plague. An embar-
rassing symptom of the plague, foul-smelling black
swellings in the armpits, has disrupted many ordinary
social activities. But the toiletries counters of depart-
ment stores report brisk business.’

Or the Irish potato famine: “The population of
Ireland is literally vanishing. Health department offi-
cials fear that if present food shortages continue, or-
dinary citizens will soon be so thin that they will be
unable to see each other. The officials predict dire
consequences for Ireland’s favourite social pastimes of
drinking and conversation.’

And how would Florence Nightingale and her
nurses have been regarded by reporters covering the
Crimean War? ‘Ms Florence Nightingale yesterday
called for a complete review of military hospital pro-
cedures, to help reconcile maimed and limbless vet-
erans to their new body image. “Getting killed in battle
is bad enough,” Ms Nightingale said, “but waking up

in hospital without any legs can really ruin

"

a soldier’s day”.

OF courst people eat bad food when they are poor.
Of course sellers of biscuits and confectionery will
report that recessions are good for business. During
the industrial revolution in Europe, the urban poor were
notoriously unhealthy. That’s why we have had facto-
ry laws, and housing laws, and clean-air laws and free
school milk.

One would expect health problems, mental as well
as physical, to be associated with times of economic
hardship. And perhaps the health problems we now
face, like our economic difficulties, are too complex
to be solved by a 1990s equivalent of free school milk.
But neither will they be solved by telling people that
they could look like the rich and famous, and be as
healthy as the rich and famous, if only they had as
much money as the rich and famous. |

Ray Cassin is production editor of Fureka Street.
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Judging by appearances

Marian devotion and the question of Medjugorje

N 1 JaNuAry 1987, Pope John Paul IT announced
a 'year dedicated to Mary’ in preparation for the year
2000. The announcement came as a surprise to all,
causcd some degree of confusion and found the Church
unprepared. The confusion never quite disappeared. In
retrospect, the Marian Year can be pronounced a failure
on almost all counts. It did not attain its goal of renewal
and never managed to touch the hearts of the pcople. At
the same time, thousands of pilgrims from all over the
world continued to throng the small village of Med-
jugorje in the mountains of southern Yugoslavia, where
since June 1981 a group of young villagers has continued
to report apparitions of Mary on an almost daily basis.

The contrast between the two events could not be
more striking. An ofticially sponsored year of devotion
to Mary dissolves in confusion and lack of response,
while pilgrimages that lack approbation and are, in fact,
officially discouraged by ecclesiastical authority, con-
tinue to arouse devotion and enthusiasm. The series of
reported apparitions at Medjugorje continues. In some
respects the Medjugorje events are unique. Among these
are the sheer number of reported apparitions (about 2000
to date); ecclesiastical strife that has set bishop against
bishop and religious orders against diocesan clergy; and
the behaviour of the visionaries themselves, perhaps
understandable in the light of continual strife that,
through secrecy and self-contradiction, has added sev-
eral jarring notes to the events.

At the same time, these cvents display many of
the characteristics of previous Marian apparitions—
appeals for prayer and penance, reported miracles such
as healings and unusual natural phenomena—Ilights,
clouds, mists—and promises of a special sign that will
make believers of all. There is also abundant reporting
of increased prayer among pilgrims and village residents.
Some, although not all, of the young visionarics have
experienced a complete change of heart, and are con-
templating priesthood, us life orotl v s of
dedicating their lives to God and the Gospa |Lady|, who
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‘begs’ the visionaries, often with tears, to ‘pray, pray,
pray’. The events are still under investigation by the
Catholic bishops of Yugoslavia. Even if the official in-
vestigation pronounces the events ‘genuine’—that is,
without fraud, manipulation, intent to deceive, atten-
tion-seeking, psychological imbalance or demonic in-
tent—questions still need to be addressed about prayer
and devotion to Mary. What exactly is involved in Mar-
ian devotion? How is the prayer of the Church affected
by Marian apparitions? What appeal docs Medjugorije
offer that is missing in official calls to renewed devo-
tion?

The theme of Marian invocation is ancient in
Christian history and the theme of intercessory prayer
to Mary is also ancient, with the words attributed to
Mary at the wedding-feast at Cana being usually offered
as a biblical basis: “They have no wine ... Do whatever
he tells you’ (John 2:1-11). As a focus of prayer, however,
Mary has become a powerful symbol and has assumed
to herself hundreds of images, often far removed from
the biblical ones. ‘Love gave her a thousand names.’

These images follow the history of the Church—
from the imperial and virgin images of patristic and
monastic times, through the Lady Madonna and Sor-
rowing Mother images of the Middle Ages, the Lady of
the Rosary and Defender of Orthodoxy images of the
Tridentine period, and the apparition and dogmatic
images of the Marian era (1850-1950), down to the re-
cent attempts at a renewal of biblical imagery. Each set
of images evoked a particular form of prayer and devo-
tion, and through the ages exercised enormous influence
on the faith of believers.

Mary was praised as Queen, Virgin Mother, Mother
of God. She was sought out as consoler and intercessor
in the trials and tribulations of life. Through Mary, the
Church was seen to be safe from heretics within and
without. She was also an exemplar, offering at once
ima ofv LW ’ ’ ’ ' T
was held up to women 1n particular as exemplar or a lire
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Consensus: shaping it or seeking it?

IHE CaTHOLIC HOsPITALS' ethics

conference, held in Sydney in Febru-
ary, marked an advance in consulta-
tion between the bishops and those
working in the field. It was the first
time, so far as I am aware, that Aus-
tralia’s Catholic bishops have spon-
sored a national meeting of hospital
2thics committees and advisers. But
the bishops’ expectations were not clear, despite a stat-
ed desire ‘to have access to a broader range of bioethical
advice’. The conference Handbook and Final Program
contained draft ‘protocols’, or cthics policy guidelines,
tor discussion in workshop sessions. Authorship was
not attributed, but the aims and objectives listed in the
document indicated that it had been drawn up by the
doctrine and morals committee of the bishops’ confer-
ence. It was not explained whether the protocols were
being presented for redrafting, or whether the bishops
would simply ponder the results of the meeting before
issuing the protocols officially.

What did become clear was that a lot of work has
to be donc before general agreement can be reached on
such matters. The bishops may want uniformity in
Catholic hospitals, but a preliminary reading of the pro-
tocols gave the impression of a narrow approach to a
range of complex issucs. The subtlety of thinking that
approved the GIFT (Gamete Intra-Fallopian Transfer) IVF
technique was often lacking in other areas.

Distinct groups were obvious among participants
at the conference: theologians, clergy, religious from the
hospitals, medical and other professionals, and right-to-
life groups. Some put a lot of stress on anecdotal evi-
dence, despite reminders that an ethics conference
should concentrate on reasoned argument. Ripples of
applause during plenary sessions gave the impression
that these groups were more interested in point-scoring
than in debate.

I was intrigued by the selection of the speakers for
the conference. Apart from Fr Norman Ford, most of
the progressive moral theologians or philosophers among
the Australian clergy failed to get a guernsey. Fortu-
nately, they did participate at group discussions and in
the plenary sessions, and interventions from Fr Ford, Fr
Bill Uren, Fr Walter Black and Fr Tom Connolly, and
other informed medical professionals, gave balance to
the discussion. Their insistence on accurate definitions
and a clear understanding of Church teaching contrast-
ed with the fuzzy thinking evidenced in a vitalist
approach that seemed more concerned with physiolog-
ical functioning than with a fully human life. Such a
view fails to take account of the teachings of Pi  XII,
Paul VI and the Vatican declaration on euthanasia.
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The official tone of the conference was set in the
first plenary session by a paper read for Cardinal Clancy
by Bishop Robinson. The cardinal stressed the need to
tocus on the health of the whole person, but his warmn-
ing against rationalism leading to a ‘respectable athe-
ism’, and his appeal to the writings of Pascal, created an
uneasy sense of a dichotomy between faith and reason.
At times I had the impression of a ghetto mentality
which sees Catholic hospitals as the last bastion against
unethical medical practice. Some of the papers at other
plenary sessions did little to dispel this impression. John
Fleming, for example, argued that every person has a
right to be conceived within marriage as the fruit of the
love of his or her parents, and to be nurtured by his or
her natural family. At times his statements about rights
were insufficiently grounded and could have given a
distorted impression of the Church’s attitude to un-
married women who chose to continue a pregnancy
rather than have an abortion.

Fr Laurie McNamara’s paper, ‘Referral for Induced
Abortion and Co-operation’, skirted many of the real
issues and failed to offer concrete suggestions for hos-
pitals dealing with such problems. Fr Frank Harman'’s
paper, ‘Institutional Policy and Individual Conscience’,
was erudite but took little of the dynamic view of con-
science presented by Vatican II. He w  strongly criti-
cised on this point by Fr Tom Connolly. Nick
Tonti-Filippini's paper on ‘Life and Death with Dignity
and Justice’ tried to deal with the extreme views of some
right-to-life protagonists but left the impression of an
anti-technology bias.

Apart from the lectures and the plenary sessions,
there was a series of small-group discussions on the draft
protocols. In the sessions I attended, there was consid-
erable disagreement on general approach. For example,
there was much discussion of the draft protocol on “The
Management of Anencephaly in Utero’. Before consen-
sus can be reached on such an issue, there has to to be
much more philosophical discussion of the significance
of human life. Frequent references to the term ‘viabili-
ty’ were not helpful in discussing an anencephalic whose
potential is already achieved by the time of diagnosis at
16 weeks.

The medical and nursing practitioners at the con-
ference instilled hope and a made valuable contribution
by insisting on accurate clinical understanding of the
issues. They were sometimes severe in their comments
on the draft protocols, for instance on the use of chem-
otherapy during pregnancy. Ethical inquiry starts with
an acceptance of reality.

W oof -~ fo
healtn care at Kuring-ga1 University ot iecnnoiogy.
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poorest results in arcas such as infant mortality, pover-
ty-related discascs and life-expectancy. In a recent sur-
vey of life-expectancy rates in 33 industrialised nations,
the US ranked 16th. Japan was first.

This year, the US health care bill is expected to
exceed $600 billion. This represents 12 per cent of the
national’s gross national product. In spite of this, 37
million Americans are uninsured. Of these, about 12
million are children. Besides those lacking any insur-
ance, another 22 million have inadequate insurance. The
number of highly vulnerable persons is therefore about
60 million. Canada, in contrast, spends a third less per
capita on health care than the US, and includes all cit-
izens in its health insurance.

A study released in March last year
indicates that US health care costs are ris-
ing at four times the rate of inflation. The
private sector is expected to pay 60 per cent
of this giant health care bill, with the pub-
lic sector accounting for the remaining 40
per cent through Medicare (for the old) and
Medicaid (for the poor]. The federal gov-
ernment and many state governments have
aggravated the problem by sharply limiting
their commitments—pursuing more strin-
gent payment policies toward care provid-
ers and reimbursing them for services below
cost.

Medicarc has adopted stricter payment
policies and increased premium costs. In
spite of this, Medicare and private insur-
ance pay less than three per cent of the
nation’s nursing home bill. Medicaid is the
biggest government program financing
health care for the poor, but still only helps
about 30 per cent of the poor. Even within
this group, a third are covered by Medicaid
for only part of the year. Furthermore,
Medicaid eligibility standards, which can
be set by the individual states, have recently
excluded more than a million people to
reduce costs. The end of these exclusions is not in sight.
This approach is in stark contrast to that of Pope John
Paul during his visit to the United States in 1987. To
Catholic health carc professionals he said: ‘In the nec-
essary organisational and institutional response to nceds,
it is essential to avoid reducing human beings to mere
units or categories of political or social planning or ac-
tion. Such a process leads to new and other unjust forms
of anonymity and alienation.’

Hospitals that attempt to bring care and compas-
sion to the poor and vulnerable sick find themselves in
a less and less tenable position. They operate in an in-
creasingly competitive health-care market with their
tax-exempt status under challenge and with reduced
government support. All this at a time when the num-
bers of uninsured or marginally insured poor persons
have increased.Last year, witnesses told a Pennsylvania
State Legislature committee that hundreds of physicians
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were refusing to treat low-income patients on medical
assistance. Many hospitals face large losses because
Medicaid reimbursements pay only about 40 per cent
of their costs. Until now, hospitals have tried to offer
uncompensated care to the vulnerable sick through cost-
shifting. But private insurers are increasingly resisting
hospitals” attempts to subsidise care of the uninsured
poor by imposing a ‘hidden tax’ on insured patients. Big
business, in general, has been attempting to shift the
burden for health care benefits to employees through
increased pay deductions. Last year, more than 25 per
cent of strikes in the US revolved around disputes over
health care benefits.

US health care is not only inequitable; it is ineffi-
cient. By 1995 it is estimated that the health bill in the
United States will be one trillion dollars
[$1,000,000,000,000]. If present trends continue, and a
moderate national economic growth rate of about 2.5
per cent is maintained, the Medicare Hospital Insurance
Trust Fund will go bankrupt by the year 2005. Thus far,

cost containment measures have only slowed

soaring hcalth costs.
.~ ~ HY 1 THE US HEALTH-CARE system so inefficient?

James E. Hug SJ of the Center of Concern, Washington,
DC, suggests six reasons. First, medical technology,
which should be our greatest ally, is turning into our
adversary. Our health care system has achieved almost
miraculous breakthroughs, but has also created the cul-
tural myth that the best health care is that which em-
ploys high technology. Emphasis on the latest
technologies leads to the most expensive approach to
health care, without addressing the causes of most dis-
eases.

e There arc no adequate controls on fees and medica-
tion costs. The fee-for-service payment system provides
a financial incentive to prescribe more services, wheth-
er these are medically necessary or not. In Pennsylva-
nia, charges for routine childbirth vary by as much as
252 percent.

e The use of market mechanisms to control costs has
actually spurred costly competition for the latest high-
tech equipment. This has led to cutbacks of nurses and
other health care personnel.

e Malpractice suits and damage awards are out of control.
The high costs of malpractice insurance, together with
marginal or unnecessary medical tests whose main
purpose is to protect the physician or hospital in the
event of litigation, also fuel medical inflation.

e There is no effective system of measuring clinical
outcomes, to guarantee that patients are getting value
for money. If health-care managers do not begin such
measurement, governments, insurance carriers and
employers will do it for them.

e The US system is plagued by the high bureaucratic
costs involved in operating the more than 1500 differ-
ent agencies that pay the bills for health care services.
Furthermore, a survey co ed by Forbes I~ Te
indicates that chief executives in health care were the













































What Did You Get For Mental!
my father sternly asked each night.
Ten, I said, and seldom lied.

I sat in his study after dinner
reading hidden comics and waiting
for the call: Show Me Your Homework.

In the drawers of his desk
where I was not permitted
I often found strange toys:

Latin grammars; cheque -book stubs
neatly tied; a blue inkpad and stamps
marking NOT NEGOTIABLE;

and once, in its own deep drawer,
a pencil, deep bruise-purple,
mysteriously marked: INDELIBLE.

To ask was to confess
but inside his Shorter Oxford, this:
incapable of being erased.

Someone Has Been Using My Stamp,
he announced that night. Someone
Has Broken My Pencil.

In my homework book
were purple bruises,
incapable of being erased,

and vast cubist cities,
legoed from just two words:
NOT NEGOTIABLE.

Confiscated, those blue-prints lie
in his desk-drawer still, perhaps,
sealed in a bag marked Exhibit A,

or B, or Z, and labelled, in Latin,
in his hand which never fades: whatever
you have written, you have written.

Peter Goldsworthy

From the sequence Autobiograffiti in This Goes With That: Selected Poems 1970-1990,
Collins/Angus & Robertson Publishers Australia, 1991.
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All should be kings

ATRICK O’FARRELL HAS LONG stood
preeminent among Australian histo-
rians for the breadth of his historical
vision and the elegance with which
he has expressed it. For almost a
quarter of a century, he has blazed a
trail through the history of Irish Aus-
tralia. He has set standards, devel-
oped themes and established link-
ages in the story of our past that will
challenge generations of scholars and
students to come.

But Professor O’Farrell’s appeal is
not to academic specialists alone, or
even principally. His writing gives
pleasure to all who value intellectual
thoroughness, reasoned originality
and literary power.

His latest book, Vanished King-
doms, should further enhance
O'Farrell’s standing. It is multi-lay-
cred: a scholarly and a popular histo-
ry, professional as well as intensely
personal, anccdotal as well as the-
matic. It also launches a frontal at-
tack onmany cherished assumptions
of the Australian history profession
and of dichard Irish Australians.

Vanished Kingdoms is a highly
personalised account of family loyal-
ties and cxpericnces, and at the same
time a history of grand themes about
the immigrant experience, in partic-
ular the colonial assimilation of the
Irish in Australia and New Zealand.

It is infused with an abiding affec-
tion for Irish culture and Irish ways.
But it is also a history tinged with
bitterness about lost opportunities
and disdain for the ‘holy jingoism’ of
the Irish clerical empire in Australia.
It appears driven by sometimes com-
peting, and sometimes complemen-
tary sentiments—ambitious, yetalso
quite specific, admiring, yet also an-
gry.
InVanished Kingdoms O'Farrell
attempts to put the Irish-English in-

Patrick O’Farrell, Vanished Kingdoms, Iri:

New Ze:

in Australia and

, A Personal Excursion. New South Wales

University Press, Kensington,1990. 1ssn 0 86840 148 X rrp $24.00

terface in Australia into a new histor-
ical framework, and in so doing, he is
uninhibited in his chiding of the
Australian history profession for its
subservience to majority values.
Australian historians, he observes
unapologetically, ‘took—still take—
an English view of appearances, ac-
cept English priorities, reflect Prot-
estant value-judgements.” His con-
clusion is inexorable: the Irish
Catholic sub-culture has no real ex-
istence for such historians who write
‘from and about the walled garden of
the Establishment’.

Vanished Kingdoms revisits some
long-established O’Farrell themes.
There is the insistence on the cen-
trality of the Irish-English interac-
tion to the course of Australia’s his-
tory. There is the demolition of the
myth that the Australian Irish were
an ‘irrelevant underclass of pathetic
pcasants and stereotyped rebels’.
There are the broadsides against ‘Irish
clerical imperialism’. There are the
unambiguous correctives to the ef-
tect that membership of the Catholic
Church and the labour movement
are only partial aspects of the full
Australian Irish identity. But Van-
ished Kingdoms is not just a synthe-
sisofoldarguments. The book breaks
new ground and in doing so

invites close scrutiny and
criticism.

"FARRELL EXPLORES in a greater
depth than he has done previously
the notion of a ‘hiddenIreland’ in Old
Australia distinguished by its ‘old,
hierarchical, autocratic Gaelic socie-
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ty’. He argues that for many in Ire-
land, penal Australia offered more
opportunities than it did punishment,
promising them the idealised form of
disciplined, ordered, secure and pro-
ductive society that Ireland used to
be.  Australia offered the Irish the
chance to be once morce ‘aristocrats
of an anarchic kind’.

O’Farrell uses family history in a
way that will set new standards for
historians. The experiences of his
parents in emigrating to New Zea-
land early this century, their interac-
tion and that of their family with a
new society in a new world, and the
family’s move to Australia form the
foundation for a venture into the
grander themes of Irish colonial inte-
gration and assimilation.

Vanished Kingdom also has a
more powerful and less complicated
nationalist sentiment than much of
O’Farrell’s previous writing. It is
highly critical of the Irish clergy in
Australia who ‘simply did not know
how to think of themselves in rela-
tion to Australia and Australians’,
and who failed to “attend to any cul-
ture other than their own’. He la-
ments the ‘failure to locate the Cath-
olic faithin areal Australian cultural
setting.” He dismisses the notion of
an Australian Catholicism modelled
on Ireland as ‘a contrivance, a bit of
play-acting’ and argues that, when its
props fell bare ‘what was revealed
was the irrelevance to Australasia of
the Roman-Irish religion.’

These are grand themes which
clearly challenge many of the ortho-
doxies of the Australian history
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THIS ISLAND SEEMS TO BE DESERTED AND
UNINHABITED. YET, A PIECE OF WIRE.
WHAT CAN IT MEAN ?

STOWN,
COAST OF BENGALI, A PASSENGER ARRIVES
WITH A WOLF AND A SMALL COMPANION IN TOW-

The Emily Post Phantom
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Nothing sacred

The Ghost Who Walks in the clutches
of the postmodern marketeers

OR THOSE wHo came in late, The
Phantom was dreamed up in 1936 by
a young college student named Lee
Falk, who wanted to create a comic
book hero of the kind fit to rub hefty
shoulders with mythical heroes of
antiquity such as Ulysses. Just two
years before, Falk had left Missouri
for New York, where he had sold
King Features on a comic strip about
a dapper magician named Mandrake.

The story of The Ghost Who
Walks wentinto printon 17 February
1936 and is now published in 63
countries and about 600 newspapers,
with an estimated readership of 100
million.

The idea is simple. Four hundred
years ago, a man was washedupon a
remote Bengal shore. Hehad seenhis
father killed and his ship scuttled by
Singh pirates. Nursed back to health
byapygmy tribe,{on the Bengal shore),
he swore an oath on the skull of his
father’s murderer to devote his life to
the destruction of all forms of piracy,
greed and cruelty.

His descendants have kept the
oath and the current Phantom is the
21st of the linc to sit on the fabulous
Skull throne, surrounded by the
Bandar, the loyal pygmy poison peo-
ple in the Deep Woods. ‘As the un-
broken 1  continued through
centuries, the Orient believed it was

always the same man! So the legend
grew.’ The rest should simply be pub-
lishing history, but the tact is that in
the comic publishing business The
Phantom sticks out like a masked
man walking around the jungle wear-
ing his underpants outside a purple
jumpsuit.

Jim Shepherd, the Australian
publisher of The Phantom, reckons
that the Ghost Who Walks is unique
incomics, not heing superhuman like
superman, not a misshapen, green
picce of work like the Incredible Hulk
nor a millionaire slave to gadgets like
Batman.

The Phantom, a.k.a. Kit Walker,
just sticks to the simple life of the
jungle, slugs it out with his fists,
owns only a couple of .45 revolvers,
has a trusty horsc and wolf as side-
kicks and a few old jungle tricks up
his sleeve. Not even the villains are
allowed to [EM]{]&! swear.

He’s also a modest hero who
eschews strong liquor and who was
true to his fiance, UN nurse Diana
Palmer, through possibly the world’s
longest courtship. Confronted by a
gangof women airpirates, the masked
onc lamented: ‘This is the tightest
spot I've ever been in. You're all
women here and I couldn’t slug a
we n if I wanted to. turally, 1
want to save my own life.” Some
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Failing as
a nation

from A. Ecob

May I susmiT the following comment
on Richard Curtain’s conclusion.('In
scarchof ties that bind’, Eurcka Street,
April ‘91). Curtain states that ‘Most
people, for example, accept that they
have to pay taxes beyond levels at
which they will benefit personally’.
He then makes it clear that his use of
the words ‘have to’ means, as justi-
ficd by ultimate bencfits to be
received, as distinct from recogni-
tion of the overwhelming coercive
powers of the taxation authorities.

[ suggest that this is a highly
misleading view of Australian atti-
tudes towards taxation. A substan-
tial minority (it could be 25 per cent)
do, as they say,'vote for a living’.
Clearly, they expect to benefit per-
sonally beyond the levels that could
be secured from the taxes they pay.
Anapproximatcly equal minority (of
mainly small business people) deep-
ly resent the above and believe that
this is where their excess of taxes
paid over bencfit goes. The 50 per
cent in the middle generally do not
think about it, but it asked to choose
from a short list of opinions would
sclect the view that ‘taxation is a the
priceofacivilised socicty’. They have
an unquantifed feeling that the price
is too high.

If my rcading of the Australian
attitudes is correct, then Curtain’s
advocacy of ‘common action for
common good” would, if applied in
Australia, be at best incffective. It
could well prove to be far worse. The
real measure of how much worse is
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what we as a nation are failing to
achieve in terms of the resources,
gifts, and knowledge that arc availa-
ble to us. As an accountant [ argue,
for example, that more than half our
national product (when related to
what we could achieve) is but cco-
nomic waste. And of the enterprises
and resources which produce the
‘goodies’, an increasing proportion is
becoming owned overseas.

As Peter Shechan is reported as
saying—our failure to achieve con-
sensus about the sort of society we
want and how we want to achieve it
lies at the heart of the country’s eco-
nomic problems.

A.Ecob
Longueville, NSW

Ratzinger

detended

From Don Carberry

Iiorr THAT in the process of doing the
critical, social thing, Eureka Street
will be a consistent voice for the
teaching of the universal church.

May 1 mention Solicitudo Rei
Socialis, Redemptoris Missio  and
Mulicrum Dignitas as pointing to the
vacuum in Australian social under-
standing that catholic exposition can
fill. There is an cqual nced for a
recasoned public guide to catholic
teaching (which so often is presented
only as prohibition}on contemporary
moral issues, especially bio-cthical
ones. [ suppose that all this has
alrcady been the subject of editorial
policy making, but the saying of it
has its own importance.

Finally I ask that you cxercise
some editorial discretion {or cven
comment] with regard to the fash-
ionable snecring comments about
Cardinal Ratzinger. 1 wonder
whether in his case Matthew 5:11-
12,is not applicable. I realise that he
is the whipping boy of the free-
wheelers, their prince of devils, but 1
put it to you that comments about
him should display the academic in-
tegrity that his own scholarship, his
charity in exposition and the seri-
ousness of doctrine that his office
imposes all call for and desgire,

n ..rberry
Pakenham, Victoria

More for
women, please

from Sr Kath Burke, President of the
Institute of Sisters of Mercy of Aus-
tralia

Congratulations on Eureka Street.
You have produced a magazine of
quality with originality, style and a
varicty of content. If I have any
negative comment Ull turn it into a
positive for the future. It may be
important to think critically about
what would ensurc a female reader-
ship. This is more in the arca of style
of presentation than of content.

Kath Burke rsm
Lewisham, NSW

Best dressed

from Fr Robert Carey, director,
Adclaide Catholic News Centre

We were delighted to receive the
first edition of Eurcka Street. This is
just a short note to congratulate you
on a very well dressed publication
and a splendid achievement.

Robert Carey
Adelaide

This space could be yours
To advertise with

contact
Michael Grollo
Tel (03) 427 7311
Fax (03) 428 4450

Or call into
Jesuit Publications,

300 Victoria Street,
Richmond, Victoria.
(Postal address: PO Box 553,
Richmond, Victoria 3121)
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