











PETER L"ESTRANGE

Rac ical pilgrim

ESLEY WROTE IN HI$ JOURNAL in 1742 after read-
ing a biography of Ignatius of Loyola that he was ‘surely
onc of the greatest men that ever was engaged in the
support of so bad a cause’. The Ignatian Year 1990-91,
which concluded on 31 July, marked the 500th anniver-
sary of the birth of Ignatius in 1491 and the 450th anni-
versary of the founding of the Society of Jesus in 1540.

Despite all that has been written, both good and
bad, about Ignatius of Loyola, named from his place of
origin in the Basque country, he remains a man who
reveals himself only after a profound and persistent

munity of the faithful with its rhythm of liturgical and
sacramental life. They were to choose those tasks which
achieved the more universal good, which were urgent
and which would otherwise be neglected. Ignatius prized
mobility, especially mobility of imagination and enter-
prise.

The Society which Ignatius founded gave to mod-
ern languages—as Thomas Carlyle noted—a new word,
by which they were known: the Jesuits. Whether they
flourished or failed or suffered vicissitudes over the
centuries, Jesuits have provoked strong reactions, posi-

scarch. The understanding of him has un-
dergone a transformation in recent decades.
Rediscovered sources have altered the
popular image, an image which had per-
sisted since the close of the sixteenth cen-
tury when the first official biographies,
shaped by the preoccupations of their own
time and place, were written. Despite his
own writings—his Autobiography and his
thousands of letters, his Spiritual Exercis-
es and his Constitutions—our knowledge of
Ignatius is quite limited and based largely
on the evidence of the few contemporaries
who subsequently wrote about him.

For someone who did not want to |

et

tive and negative. The charges against them,
sometimes from powerful enemies, have
been extensive, if repetitive: it is enough to
recall the accusation that they shortened the
decalogue and lengthened the creed. Lord
Acton believed, for example, that it was a
combination of their good and evil quali-
ties which made the Jesuits ‘so odious to
touch and so curious to study’.

The Jesuit general, Peter-Hans Kol-
venbach, warned recently that tradition
could be a weight paralyzing the Society, or
at least taking its breath away. He wanted
this anniversary to be an occasion, for Jesu-
its and the many who find Ignatian spiritu-

stress any program or special way of being a Christian,
Ignatius has had a profound and distinctive impact.
Among modern theologians, Karl Rahner, for one, has
stated that Ignatius was the most decisive influence on
his life, and Rahner believed that Ignatius’ greatest in-
fluence still lay in the future. Ignatius’ central conviction
was that he had encountered God directly, and he longed
to communicate that vivid experience to others. He
wanted the companions who gathered around him to
be (as he expressed it) ‘of help to souls’. There can be no
doubt about Ignatius’ own flexible and liberal cast of
mind concerning the means by which this might be
achieved: therc was latitude for different approaches an<
understandings, as circumstances dictated.

It is still difficult to appreciate how radical was Ig-
natius’ break with the traditional forms of religious life.
For fifteen years after his ‘conversion’ from his early
career {the sinfulness of which he may, in retrospect,
have exaggerated) Ignatius remained a layman, outside
the established clerical structures of the Church. In the
beginning, and during the first decade of the Society,
Jesuits were the itinerant preachers of the gospels and
of the early church, ready to go wherever there was a
need. They had a special place for those whom the ordi-
nary ministry of the church might not reach—the ne-
glected, the outcasts and prostitutes as well as heretics,
schismatics and infidels. The Jesuits’ life was not to be
one of monastic stability, nor the care of the local com-

ality attractive, to assimilate the experience of Ignatius
and to reproduce his passion for the service of the church.
This service has had some marks over the years: the
belief that God could be found in history, that religion
and secular culture interpenetrated and were reconcila-
ble, that there needed to be a balance between reason
and affection in our lives, that God could permeate our
understanding and affectivity. These themes were ar-
gued in books, from pulpits on street corners, in uni-
versity lecture halls, in conversation. The need to restate
them is as acute today.

It has often been noted that Ignatius achieved a
marriage between whole-hearted, self-sacrificing reli-
gious enthusiasm, and a self-controlled, calculating
prudence. Pedro de Ribadencira, Ignatius’ first official
biographer, attributed to him some words which he
claimed accurately reflected Ignatius’ mind: ‘In the
things of God, those who are over-prudent will hardly
ever achieve anything really great. For those who are
always thinking about difficulties and who are con-
stantly brooding and vacillating because they fear the
possible outcomes which they foresee, will never turn
their hearts towards things of real beauty.’

Ignatius’ own preferred name was ‘the pilgrim’.
Other pilgrims might find these words a spur to their
travels, or a comfort along the way.

Fr Peter L’Estrange SJ is rector of Newman College.
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title—Splendor veritatis {The Splen-
dour of Truth).

Now the encyclical will not appear in
that form. The main, or at least the
effective, protests came from German
bishops who are Cardinal Ratzinger’s
equals as theologians, especially Karl
Lehmann, Archbishop of Mainz, and
Walter Kasper, Bishop of Rottenburg-
Stuttgart. They have to be heeded and
cannot be ignored. They have sent the
Congregation for the Doctrine of the
Faith back to the drawing board.
(Source: Peter Hebblethwaite,
National Catholic Reporter, April 19,
1991)

I' o big deal

Bulent Semiler, chief adviser to Turk-
ish Prime Minister Turgut Ozal: ‘In
this country, we have a group of peo-
ple [the Kurds] who want their own
homeland. They kill us. We kill them.
1t’sno different from Northern Ireland
or the Basque country.’

{Source: Compass, Toronto, January,
1990)

Goodbye beef,
hello spinach

As part of their normal digestive proc-
ess, the world’s 1.3 billion cattle an-
nually release 70 million tonnes of
methane gas. One study cites the gas
as a cause for as much as one fifth of
the greenhouse gases releasced in the
atmosphere.

[Source: Compass, Toronto, July 1991}

Cover-up

Thai sccurity officials may be quietly
planning to construct a sophisticated
screen over a terminal at the Thai
navy base of Sattahip to avoid satellite
surveillance, according to intelligence
sources in Bangkok. The navy base, on
the gult of Thailand to the south-cast
of Bangkok, is known to be a major
staging post for Chinese arms supplies
to Cambodian resistance factions
fighting the pro-Vietnamesc regime of
Prime Minister Hun Sen in Phnom
Penh. Pcking claims it stopped send-
ing supplies since the drafting of a
peace plan for Cambodia by the UN
Security Council Permanent Five in
August 1990, but intelligence sources
say there has been at least one major

shipment since then.
{Source: Far Eastern Economic
Review, June 27, 1991—Sce Cambo-
dia interviews, p.26.}

lumber crunching

August 6 is Census Day (and
night]. The last national census
{1986} revealed that nearly 75
per centof Australians recorded
themselves as Christians. It

showed that about 13 per cent of \

the population reported having
noreligion while only 2 percent
said they followed a non-Chris-
tian religion.

tralia at the time of the census,
their age, sex and marital status
as well as education and em-
ployment characteristics.

The census results showed
that Catholics were the largest reli-
gious group, with more than 4 million
adherents or 26 per cent of the Aus-
tralian population. Almost 1 million
Catholics had been born overseas, 24
per cent in Italy. Of the 3.7 million
Anglicans, 3.1 million were Austral-
ian-born, with 75 per cent reporting
English or Australian ancestry.

Pentecostalism was the fastest
growing Christian denomination
having increased more than 2.5 times
between 1976 and 1986. The number
of Muslims in Australia more than
doubled in the same period to nearly
110,000 at the 1986 census. Most were
in NSW and Victoria.

Almost a third of Lutherans lived
in South Australia. More than half of
Australian-born adhcrents to non-
Christian rcligions and over 25 per
cent of Australian-born Christians
were under 15,

{Source: Australian Burcauof Statistics
news releasel.

Image problem

Whenever two Jesuits come together,
the Devil makes three (French prov-
erb.
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Religion in Australia, a re-
port from the 1986 census, de-
tails the strong association be-
tween the religion and the
birthplaces of Australians or
their ancestors. It also includes
information on where people of
different religions lived in Aus- '
J—

Hang a Jesuit and he’ll steal the
rope! {Spanish proverb).

Let us hope the order may never
be left untroubled by the hostility of
the world for very long (St Ignatius
Loyola).

[Source: Compass, Toronto, July, 19911
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F ame presumes

‘Celibacy, fasting, penance, mortifi-
cation, sclf-demial, humility, silence,
solitude and the whole train of
monkish virtues—tor what reason are
they everywhere rejected by men of
sense but because they serve no
manner of purpose; neither advance a
man’s fortune in the world, nor render
him a more valuable member of soci-
ety; ncither gualify him for the
entertainment of company, nor in-
crease his power of self-enjoyment?
We justly, therefore, transfer them to
the opposite column and place them
in the cataloguce of vices ... A gloomy,
harc-brained enthusiast, after his
death, may have a place in the calen-
dar, but will be scarcely ever be admit-
ted when alive into intimacy and soci-
ety, cxeept by those as delirious and
dismal as himsclf.’

(Source: David Hume, An Inquiry
Concerning the Principles of Morals).

Bon mot

‘Cannedlaughteris the lowest form of
tascism. '(Paul Krassner, The Realist).

EUREKA STREET
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ALLAN IFATIENCE

An Australian shade of green

The environmentalist movement made a marriage of convenience
with Labor, but the Democrats offer a more tempting liaison.

ENVIR()NMENTALISTS have drifted from the periphery
of Australian politics, where they were scen as cranks
and eccentrics, to a legitimate place in contemporary
political debates and organisations. In this sense, Aus-
tralian environmentalists have been politically more
successful than their counterparts in Europe and the
United States. Green politics in Australia are more
diverse than they are clsewhere, and there are links
between environmentalists and other interest groups
that have a capacity to mobilise support in the political
system.

For example, a lot of environmentalists focus
sharply on opposition to mining, especially the mining
and export of uranium ore. The link between uranium
exports and nuclear weapons means that many oppo-
nents of the former can mobilise members of the peace
movement, who are opposed to the arms race and mil-
itarism in global politics. At the same time, anti-mining
advocates frequently overlap with advocates of Aborig-
inal land rights. The political profile of the lead singer
in the rock group Midnight Oil, Peter Garrett, is based
largely on his ability to straddle all these contentious
public issues.

Another example of the links between environ-
mentalists and other groups in Australia revolves around
the issue of immigration. There is a strong segment of
the environmentalist movement that discerns a direct
relationship between population size and damage to the
environment. Increasing population densities in our
cities result in overcrowding, pollution (e.g. waste dis-
posal problems), urban sprawl and pressure on the finite
physical resources available to feed and house people.
Those who hold this view find that their interests con-
verge with the interests of those who criticise forms of
immigration that are scen as beyond reasonable levels
of control—e.g. family rcunions, business immigration
and refugee intakes.

The links between green politics and other causces
mean that alliances are formed across the political
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spectrum, resulting in a higher degree of legitimacy for
environmental issues. This aspect of green politics in
Australia became especially obvious during the last
federal clection. The Hawke government—influenced
largely by the then Environment Minister, Senator
Richardson—closely aligned itself with a variety of en-
vironmentalist causes. These included opposition to the
development of woodchipping and logging in rainfor-
ests in NSW and Queensland, and a strong commitment
to maintaining federal constraints on the mining and
export of uranium. The re-clection of the government
was attributed by many commentators to Richardson’s
strategy of aligning the ALP with the environmentalist
movement.

Some political scientists even saw this as a move
by the ALP to absorb the environmentalist movement,
and described the clection as the ‘greening of Austral-
ian politics’. According to this theory, Australian envi-
ronmentalism has now ¢entered mainstream politics and
is in the process of being institutionalised into ALP pol-
icy. But this assessment ignores the enormous ideolog-
ical shift that has occurred in the mainstream political
parties over the past decade and a half. Further, it seri-
ously underestimates the role that the Australian

Democrats might yet play by making a deter-
S mined bid for the environmentalist vote.

INCE THE LATE 1970s, Australian politics have been
enthralled by the ideological seductions of the new right.
Attacks by economic rationalists on the role of govemn-
ment, especially in the areas of welfare spending and
taxation, have achieved high levels of support among a
confused and disillusioned electorate. This phenome-
non is not unique to Australia; it is part of an interna-
tional trend in politics that resulted in Thatcherism in
Britain, Reaganomics in the US and Rogernomics in
New Zcaland. Arguably, it also underpins much of Boris
Yeltsin’sk™ 1 bl agtog ’ oy
for the Soviet republics. In Australia, as in other parts of
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what is a decided preference for the Liberals becomes
sheer intransigence for the National Party, which has
been cultivating a close relationship with the mining
industry for nearly three decades.

Jilted by the Hawke government, unloved by the
Liberals and Nationals, what arc the environmentalists
to do? One solution would be to follow some of the
European models and seck to create a green political
party. But single-issue parties have a very poor record in
Australian political history. In part this is because of
the stability of the Australian political system. The vast
majority of voters are habitually aligned with one or
other of the mainstream parties. There have been some
interesting shifts in electoral alignments in recent years,
but they have overwhelmingly benefited the mainstream
parties.

It is especially difficult for small parties with a
limited social base and narrow policy appeal to sustain
a place in the political system. The Democratic Labor
Party, for example, died because it was incapable of
extending its appeal much beyond the Catholic petite
bourgeoisie. And, even after a decade of intense politi-
cal work at the federal level, the Democrats have failed
to secure a seat in the all-important House of Repre-
sentatives. In short, it is unimaginable that a narrowly

focused green party could achieve anything
B more than a token place in Australian politics.

UT IF WE EXAMINE the social composition of the
environmentalist movement, we can find some clues
to a future for green politics in Australia. Environmen-
talists in this country are rarely drawn from the com-
mercial classes or the working class. Their level of
education is above average, and they often espouse is-
sues on anti-instrumentalist grounds. So they do not
have a base, such as the labour movement or business
connections, from which they could launch a successtul
political party, and they are faced with the fact that a
single-issuc party is unlikely to have electoral success.
That path leads to political oblivion.

In social and economic terms Australia’s greenics
have much in common with the membership of the
Democrats. Since their emergence as a minor political
party, the Democrats have championed a number of
environmental issues. However, they have so far failed
to attract the undivided support of environmentalists,
mainly because they have not been able to cstablish a
clear distinction between their policies on the envi-
ronment and thosc of the ALP. The Hawke government
has now done this for them by demonstrating its sheer
political cynicism {or, more politely, its pragmatic op-
portunism) towards the environmentalist movement.

Those espousing green politics in Australia have
obstinately refused to broaden their political appeal and
become an influential part of the political system. They
have a potential to do so, because of their links with
other interest groups. Inevitably this will mean com-
pr 's. But ¢ - h Towi ) Aron-
mentalists and the Democrats could mean the ditterence
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between both groups withering away, or their becom-
ing a united, innovative influence in Australian poli-
tics.

If such an alliance is to grow, a number of obsta-
cles would have to be overcome. First, the Democrats
would need to reaffirm that environmental issues are
high on their agenda. This would be at the cost of nar-
rowing the party’s focus. Second, the environmentalist
movement would need to become a more disciplined
political entity, and be open to more than simply green
politics. Both of these developments are possible, be-
cause the mainstream political parties have all but
abandoned green politics.

The ALP’s pragmatic opportunism, based on its
commitment to economic restructuring and its alliance
with trade unions that are concerned with protecting
jobs, has had its brief liaison with the greenies. The
Liberal and National partics remain infatuated with
economic rationalism and are simply not interested in
the environmentalist cause. And single-issue parties
don’t work in Australia. The greenies have nowhere else
to go but the Democrats.

Allan Patience tcaches in the cultural studies unit of
the department of humanities at Victoria University of
Technology.
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J.T HAD BEEN RAINING for three days and 1
felt like a caged beast. For 70 hours I had
heard only the drum of rain on the iron roof
and the din of water filling up the rainwater
tanks. I missed my daily walks and bluc
skics and sun. When at last 1 gave up
waiting for the weather to clear and drove
into town, I was struck by how happy cve-
rybody looked. There was the comradeship
and tacit celebration that normally ac-
companies only festivals or catastrophes.
In the baker’s shop, the woman clasped her
hands together and looked out of the
strcaming window. ‘Isn’t the rain just
great!” she said.

As a city-bred person, I had not appreciated the
wonderfulness of the long-awaited rain. Nor had I ¢x-
pected how the whole district would suddenly spring to
life: tractors began ploughing the land, the wheat went
in and now, a few wecks later, the red sandhills are
dusted with green. Some are not. These belong to the
farmers who cannot afford sced to sow this year’s crop.

We are accustomed to thinking of Australian soci-
ety as a monoculture, because we do not speak in dialects
or have other obvious signs of dissimilarity. Yet the city
is foreign to the country, and the distrust and misun-
derstandings between rural and city dwellers sometimes
scem as great as those between the diverse peoples of
Europe.

Having recently moved to the country, 1 feel as
though I live in a foreign place. I have now been asked
to write on various aspects of ‘the country’ {country life,
the rural crisis, septic tanks and so on) by the editors of
five publications. I am the only journalist they know
who does not live in a city. T have become a supposed
expert not only on my own town but on everything ‘out
there”: everything that is not on the wet edges of the
continent, where most Australians, especially journal-
ists and politicians, live. [ am a foreign correspondent.

Conversations that would be commonplace in the
city are not appropriate in the country. No one here ever
asks me if I am married or about my personal life. In the
city, rain is grumbled about, not celebrated, and the
mistortunes of one’s acquaintances are often quictly
gloated over. City lite is threaded with competition.

There arc also language ditferences, in both big and
little matters. A local character, let’s call him Twicker,
is notorious for scavenging at the town dump. His back
yard is tull of old fridges, trailers, shects of iron and bales
of wire. And among the local schoolchildren, ‘twicker’
means ‘derro’ or ‘scrufty’. A woman told me that when
she took her child to visit relatives in the city, he was
stunned that they did not understand this word.

City people think of country people as conserva-
tive, and this is partly true, as anyone examining a map

of electoral boundaries and safe seats can
see. Yet in the country, the word ‘con-
servative’ means something subtly dif-
ferent to what it means in the city.
Country pcople are slower to accept
change and far more suspicious of it,
because in Australia they are rarely able
to influence the changes that control
their lives. It can be frustrating to be
governed by foreigners, and that is the
position country people are in. Having
Simon Crean as Minister for Primary
Industry is regarded in much the same
way that city people would regard having
Slim Dusty as Treasurer.

[ did some work for the local newspaper, and was
asked to report on the expected closure of the local office
of the electricity trust. This closure would mean the
loss of 30 jobs—a catastrophe for the local economy.
The mayor was protesting loudly. I telephoned the
spokesman for the electricity trust in Adelaide and asked
when local councils would be consulted about the pro-
posal. He was amazed at the question. ‘Why should we
consult local councils?’ he said. “This is purely an inter-
nal, trust move.’

‘The rural crisis’ has become something of a catch
phrase. There are plenty ot sob stories about people going
broke and living on thin air. Alcoholism and domestic
violence are on the rise. It is whispered about in the
baker’s. Here, terrorised wives cannot even run to a
ncighbour. But one of the striking things about this cri-
sis is the way that city-bred language gets turned on its
head in the country. Although agriculture still carries
the country, economic debate is conducted in terms that
make no sense outside cities and factories.

In the city, the solution to the country’s problems
is said to be greater productivity. But farmers have been
becoming radically more productive for years. Machines
now mean that far more land can be farmed with far
less labour than was needed only a few years ago. Yet
this means that towns become so depopulated that it is
hard for the support services to survive.

[am fond of telling people here to vote Labor—not
because country people have much to thank that party
{or any other) for, but because, if they do, the safe scats
might become marginal, and the residents would gain
more power over their lives. Oncee, after I had argued
this line to a group of locals, one of them looked at me
and said: “You're probably right, but that would be dis-
honest. It would be dishonest politics.’

He was right of course. But then, we play different
games in the city.

Margaret Simons writes regularly for Eureka Street. She
lives in Waikerie, South Australia.
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During this period Labor persuaded itself that the
reason for the failure of dollars to achieve solutions lay
in the fact that programs were not designed and run by
Aborigines themselves. That was part of the problem
but the main fault, then as now, was in effective service
delivery. ™ hor also developed the habit of going for the
single big solution, usually encapsulated in a relatively
meaningless slogan. For Clyde Holding it was land rights.
For Gerry Hand it was the Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Commission (ATSIC). And for Bob Tickner it
is his idea of national reconciliation.

The fourth phase came with Labor back in govern-
ment. Much of the slow but deliberate material progress
came to a halt because politicians were tixed on their
big solutions. For scveral years Clyde Holding did virtu-
ally nothing to actually manage the departiment and its
ordinary programs: he was too busy trying, and ulti-
mately failing, to get together a national land rights
agreement. No one knew just how such an agreement
could ever have been achieved, when the nature of the
claims to land was bound to differ significantly from
arca to area. In some places it was based on tradition
and spiritual ties, in others on need and recent associa-
tion. In urban areas land, at least as an occupiable thing,
was quite out of the question.

Aborigines had adopted the land rights slogan but
were often vague, and sometimes unconvincing, when
asked to spell out what they meant. Many were naive
in failing to stress that land settlement did not lessen
the need for ordinary goods and services, such as health,
housing and employment. But it was white politicians,
particularly Labor ones, who deserved most of the blame.
By themselves adopting the slogan as a panacea, they
built up hopes among Aborigines that were destined to
be dashed.

It was during this period that much local political
organisation began to collapse. It has been a fairly well
kept secret in the Aboriginal Affairs industry, but the
idea that Aborigines are planning, controlling and ac-
tually delivering the services they need has become a
hollow joke. More than ever, Aborigines are the sullen
recipients of services conceived and largely carried out
by outsiders. The idealism and talents of many white
advisers are devoted to writing submissions that per-
petrate the myths. Liars they might be, but they still
perform a service—without the myths, the money would
not come in and some people would probably starve.

Gerry Hand also did nothing to administer routine
programs while he imposed his bright idea for giving
Aborigines the formal machinery for making policy and
priority choices themselves. ATSIC is elected by Abo-
rigines, with a complicated local, regional and national
structure. It is a system of collegiate government of
which Stalin would have been proud. And it faces sub-
stantial obstacles. There is no more cake to share around,
and Aborigines will have to squabble among themselves
for what crumbs they can get. Aborigines are scarcely
organised at community level—the idea that ‘repre-
sentative’ Aborigines can negotiate an agreement un-

der which area A might have to sutfer so that area B can
prosper will take some selling. Twenty years of the best
and brightest Aboriginal idealism and talent have yet to
produce a truly effective regional organisation of their
own. ATSIC is not their own, and the murmurs are
already starting.

ATSIC addresses only one problem—that of in-
volving Aborigines themselves in designing and organ-
ising better services. It does not address, and may cven
be an obstacle to, the more fundamental problem, the
actual delivery of services. The burcaucracy delivering
services is simply the renamed Department of Aboriginal
Affairs—the same people as before. If failure in the past
was primarily their fault, though [am far from sure this
is so, their performance is unlikely to improve with even
more chaotic political direction. The base level of
services in most Aboriginal communities is still ap-
palling. If it is better than it was 20 years ago, it is in
many cases worsc than it was five years ago. And when
it comes to doing something about it, an ounce of
technical or business skill is worth a tonne of tender
concern for feelings. Don’t ask an ideologue, ask a
woman whose tap doesn’t run or whose toilet is blocked,
or who wants a bus service to pick up the kids for school.

The present minister, Bob Tickner, has embraced
anew idea: national reconciliation. He wants Aboriginal
Australians and non-Aboriginal Australians to under-
stand and behave decently to each other by the year 2000.
At heart, it is a public relations campaign. Maybe it will
lead to a treaty, but that will be another empty slogan,
since it will not involve a concession of sovereignty.
Desperate to get bipartisan support for the idea of
national reconciliation, Tickner has already promised
the opposition that it commits them to nothing but fine
phrases. It could be the silliest development yet, if only
for the energy that it wastes.

Some of the most talented Aboriginal leaders
believe that what Aborigines have is a PR problem. In
other words, if only non-Aboriginal Australians under-
stood what a beastly situation Aborigines found them-
selves in, all would change and the moral and political
will would exist to address the real problems. It ain’t like
that. Aborigines are not disadvantaged only because
decent non-Aboriginal Australians are unaware of their
plight. There are forces within white society and with-
in Aboriginal society that have created the problems,
and changing them affects people’s interests.

So where does that leave the Aborigines? Search
me. The older I get the less sure I am of all the old pre-
scriptions. Maybe something will emerge one day. But
while we are waiting, let’s get some hot and cold running
water into a few more houses and a few more kids into
school. We're spending so much time resolving the big
problem that we are providing fewer services than we
were in 1980.

Jack Waterford is deputy editor of the Canberra Times.
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The lesson the bishops
learned from the
Movement, and then
the Justice and Peace
Commission, was the
need for clericalist
structures. They can
welcome the laity
participating as
troops, but not as
leaders. How can we
get them to unlearn

that lesson!
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Mr Santamaria’s role as one of Australia’s better,
and certainly more prolific, social commentators has,
whether you agree with him or not, been another useful
development from the Movement excercise. But his
influence as a pundit has mainly been on the non-Labor
side of politics, where he has been a force for leavening
a rather stolid conservative lump.

Why has the result of so much cffort over so long
been so meagre? It has long scemed to me that the
Movement’s substantial failure lay in its trying to cov-
cr too much ground over too many years. Now that even
the Kremlin is anticommunist, few in the unions can
object to Mr Santamaria’s anticommunist organisation
and, in fact, fcw did ceven before the Split—except, of
course, the Communists and their allies.

One must distinguish here between noise and real
opposition. The far left stirred up a lot of hostility
towards people they feared might beat them in union
and party elections, and the left, like
the NCC, is good at identifying ene-
mics and mobilising against thein. The
divisions on day-to-day issues of in-
dustrial relations, however, have nev-
er amounted to much, nor have they
fitted neatly into real policy divisions
in the ALP. There were real differenc-
¢s on foreign policy, but over the years
ALP factions have agreed to disagree
on many more pressing questions.

Why, then, have things worked
out so poorly for the Movement and
NCC? Partly it was the semi-accident
of the Split, but there were underlying
causcs that would have made for ste-
rility anyway:
eWhether or not secrecy was unavoid-
able in the early days, it was certain to
rcbound sooner or later. The moves
towards openness by the Movement
and the NCC were too little, too late,
and it would probably have been bet-
ter for the Movement to have gone out
of business in 1955, acknowledging
that the secrecy was a public-relations
disaster. Educative, debating-type or-
ganisations that are completely open
have a better record in Australian politics than those
which scek to manipulate and coerce. Catholic social
policies, to the limited extent that they diverge from
the main body of political ideas, would have fared het-
ter in such an environment.

e Mr Santamaria and some of his friends simply weren't
‘Labor men’. It takes a particular kind of stubborn
adherence to Labor Party tradition to be successtul in
Labor politics. Some Movement and NCC people have
been in this mould, but Mr Santamaria and others have
not been. The Labor mind has sorted out the real opin-
ions of thousands of people over the past 100 years; it
isn’t as if Mr Santamaria was unique in trying to change
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it. He now seems to sit easily enough on the non-Labor
side of politics, and might have been more successful if
he had bowed to the inevitable far carlier.

® The emergence in the ‘60s of a body of ideas that might
loosely be labelled ‘trendyism’ has made life more diffi-
cult for traditionalists of any kind, anywhere.

Robert Murray, author of The Split, is a freelance jour-
nalist and historian.

DURIN(} THe MeLsourne Catholic Centenary cele-
brations of 1948, I went with my father to the men’s
night rally at the Exhibition Building, to hear Cardinal
Francis Spellman and Bishop Fulton Sheen speak about
the dangers of communism. At the age of eight [ could
feel that it was an important occasion. Many of the men
there that night were working to beat the communists,
who were called ‘commos’ or ‘comms’, through a secret
Catholic organisation called the Movement. My father,
a shop steward in the Vehicle Builders’ Union, belonged
to one of its cells.

When my 10-year-old sister died in 1952, the two
nuns who visited my mother to offer condolences
advised her that she should be relieved that her daugh-
ter had died, because death had saved my sister from
the terrible sutferings and persecution that Catholics in
Australia were going to bear in the next year or two
when the commos took over.

The nuns’ views, the Movement, Spellman and
Sheen, loyalty to Archbishop Mannix, devotion to Our
Lady of Fatima and prayers for the conversion of Russia
were, for my generation, blended into a worldview that
was reinforced at school, at Mass and in the Catholic
press.

Later in lifec my father regretted that all the Move-
ment work his group had done amounted to opposing
‘commos’ and selected ALP people in union elections,
without gaining benefits for members. He said that in
the postwar boom, wages had gone up but that mem-
bers had gained almost nothing on sick pay and super-
annuation. In the same years the comparable union in
the United States, the United Auto Workers, had been
as anti-communist as any, but made important gains in
those two arcas. My father felt that the Movement had
been too negative.

Although, as Arthur Calwell said, many of the
newly affluent Movement backers were trying to serve
God and mammon by supporting the Menzies-ruled
status quo, Movement trade unionists like my father
were still concerned with wages, pensions, health and
welfare. And in their admiration for prisoners such as
Cardinal Mindszenty and Father Phillip Crosbie lay real
concerns about totalitarianism.

Morcover, within the Movement framework but
in tension with it, some Irish rebel sentiments survived.
We grew up to be sympathetic to the diggers at Eurcka
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leadership, Catholics gravitated casily through trade
union politics into the ALP.

The Catholic influence was a moderating one; its
opponents within the party would have said it was a
conscrvative force. During the 1940s and 1950s—and
certainly earlier—Catholics felt uncomfortable in the
non-Labor ranks, and some who tried to take part com-
plained of anti-Catholic bias. There were few links
between the Catholic hierarchy and the Menzies gov-
crnment, whercas Labor politicians had strong contacts
among the bishops. These were exemplified by the ties
between Cardinal Gilroy and Catholic premiers such as
J.J. Cahill in New South Wales, and between Archbishop
Duhig and Vince Gair in Queensland.

The Split in the 1950s put an end to this influence
in most states. Those who lefe the ALP were largely
Catholic and the new Democratic Labor Party was pre-
dominantly made up of Catholics, many of them
members of B.A. Santamaria’s National Civic Council.
The immediate consequence of the Split, especially in
Victoria and Queensland, where it was largest, was to
weaken considerably the influence of Catholics within
the Labor Party. Those who remained, including leading
figures such as Arthur Calwell, were not only

fewer in number but often regarded with sus-

picion.
ANALYSTS FOR WHOM CLASS is the most important

variable in explaining political behaviour have inter-
preted the emergence of the DLP as a social mechanism
that cnabled Catholics to transfer their loyalty from the
party of the working class to the party of the middle
class, just as their own economic position in the com-
munity was changing. These analysts saw the DLP as
very much a transitional party, which in time would
disappear, but not before the distribution of Catholic
support for political parties had changed. Whereas, it
was said, the Labor Party once received disproportion-
ate support from Catholics because of their working-
class background, when Catholics became upwardly
mobile they would support the Liberals and Nationals
in greater and greater numbers.

This was an attractively neat theory which turned
out in the short run to be only partially true at best.
Examination of voting trends in the 1970s, about the
time the DLP cffectively died, showed that Catholics
had returned in droves to supporting the Labor Party.
Gough Whitlam in the 1970s and Bob Hawke and John
Cain in the 1980s did well in Victoria, the heartland of
the DLP. While some former DLP members, such as
Senator John Martyr in Western Australia, emerged in
the Liberal Party, there were others such as John Mil-
dren, Labor state MP for Ballarat in the 1980s, who joined
the ALP.

Furthermore, there were striking regional variations
which challenged the validity of the social-class theory.
For example, in NSW where the split was a weak one,
the ALP remained a ‘Catholic’ party. Catholics pre-
dominate in the NSW right of the ALP. Many of the
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‘mates’ are Catholics, including Paul Keating, Lco
McLeay and Laurie Brereton. In Western Australia, there
have been many Catholics in the ministry, including
Brian Burke. Yet Catholics are no less upwardly mobile

in those two states than they are elsewhere

in Australia.
-V V HY HAVE THE NEw Catholic Liberals emerged and

where have they come from? Certainly the changing
socio-economic character of the Catholic community
is one factor. Political partics draw on the wider society
for their leaders and organisers: business, trade unions,
the professions, the public service. There have always
been plenty of Catholics in trade unions and the public
service, and the Labor Party drew on this pool. Now
there are many more Catholics in business and in the
professions such as law and medicine. From this base
they are moving into the Liberal Party.

However, there is more to it than that. There has
always been a small Catholic strand in the old Liberal
establishment—Kathryn Greiner, daughter of Sir Bede
Callaghan, comes from an establishment background.
Further, the Liberal Party itself has become more wel-
coming to Catholics. Many of the features of the old
establishment have gone, including its slightly ‘Orange’
tinge. And migration from Europe has introduced a new
Catholic strand, different from the old Irish-Catholic
community, into the Liberal Party. Nick Greiner, who
was born in Hungary, is part of this injection of new
blood.

Finally, this new Liberal Party may have made
Catholics more welcome than the Labor Party has in
some places. There was some animosity towards Cath-
olics within the Labor Party in the aftermath of the Split.
The changing Labor Party has been less sympathetic to
traditional Irish-Catholic values, and Catholics in the
party have been regarded as conservative on many social
issues. The abortion question has not been an easy one
for many Catholics in the ALP, and the ‘conscience vote’
on abortion has come under challenge. The opinions of
the so-called ‘Catholic mother of 10’ are anathema to
many feminists in the Labor Party, and some Catholics
may have felt uncomfortable in this environment.

None of this is to say that the pendulum has swung
completely. There are still many Catholic Labor voters
and many Catholics in the Labor Party, and the numbers
may still be disproportionately large. But Catholic no
longer simply means Labor. Catholics are increasingly
comfortable within the Liberal Party and, if the 1990s
turn out to be a Liberal decade, many Catholics will
contribute to the party’s victories and share in its spoils.
Catholics are now spread much more evenly across the
political spectrum.

John Warhurst is professor of politics at the University
of New England.



The year
in review

With litt > more than half of 1991 behind us, the world is
faced with the tragic human price of natural and man-made
disasters of unprecedented levels.

Sri Lankan civil war ¢ 1 million refugees
Bougainville conflict « threatened epidemic
Sudan/Eritrea famine * 12 million starving
Bangladesh cyclone * 10 million homeless

Kurdish refugees * 20,000 homeless and hungry
Somali refr~ces « 10,000 sheltering in Kenya

Phew!

With your help, ACR has already directed There is more to be done than the mind can
$327,000 to the victims of these emergencies. compr:  2nd and the needs of desperately ill, cold,

And yet, the task ahead is daunting. hungry and homeless neople scem endless.
Together with other aid agencies around the But try we will.  or we know that every
world, Australian Catholic Relief is stretching ounce of effort, every grain of rice and every cent
every available resource to bring what aid it that you donate may help relicve the suftering of
can to those who are now suffering so terribly. another human in distress or save a tiny life.
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LJAMIEN DIMONIS

)si fan tu tti

re all like that. Italy is notorious for a
1ments change frequently while little
y not survive changes elsewhere in Eu
1lians, fear being left behind in their region.

UNCLE ANGELO' WATCHED CONTENTEDLY a8 VOtCrs
in the city of Catania turned up at polling hooths for
Sicily’s regional clections on 16 June. Six days later he
and more than 40 politicians, Mafiosi and, as the Milan
morning daily [l Giornale put it, ‘beautiful women’, were
under arrest, accused of clectoral fraud. A week before
the Sicilian poll—cquivalent to an Australian state
election—Italians had voted overwhelmingly in a refer-
endum for the abolition of the very clectoral system the
Mafia’s ‘Uncle Angelo” and the others were said to have
abused. Their case is unusual only in that they were
caught and arrests were made. Sicilian statutes do not
provide for a new clection under these circumstances.

Politics in Italy is a noisy affair and, witch 50 national
governments since the republic was established after
World War II, it has often appeared highly unstable. A
simple change of government, however, does not make
for instability. The dominant party throughout Italy’s
postwar history has been the right-wing Christian
Democrats |'DC'—Democrazia Cristiana), which has
never been out of the various combinations of ruling
partics and now heads a four-party coalition. The
changes are akin to a game of musical chairs, in which
personalities shift around without really altering the
distribution of power. What greater testament to stabil-
ity than the 72-year-old Prime Minister, Giulio Andre-
otti, who is leading his scventh government and was a
member of the Constituent Assembly in 19452

But calls for an overhaul of the system are multi-
plying, Party interests are scen to be strangling the state’s
capacity to govern and in the referendum of 9 June on
abolishing the present preferential voting system, Ital-
ians appeared to manifest a will for change. Overturning
a tradition of not voting in sufficient numbers on ref-
erenda—at lcast 50 per cent participation is required—
more than 60 per cent turned out, with an absolute
majority voting to end the practice of nominating four
preferred candidates in elections.

When the result of the referendum passes into law,
probably by the end of the year, voters will be able to
sclect only one candidate by writing his or her name.
Until now, voters have been called on first to select a
party list, then given the option of selecting four candi-

dates, either by writing their names or choosing the ap-
propriate numbers on voting lists. The idea was to give
clectors some say in the eventual choice of their repre-
sentatives, as the final decision on who goes into parlia-
ment falls largely to the party apparatus.

In the north, fewer than 10 per cent of voters have
excercised this option, preferring to vote for party plat-
forms than personalities. In the south, particularly in
regions like Sicily, Campania and Calabria—where
organised crime is rife in the form of the Mafia, the
Camorra and mDraghetta respectively—more than a

third have usually made use of it, helping to

create a tflourishing market in votes.
ELITI(‘IAN\‘ OF ALL PARTIES trade votes among them-
sclves and with outside groups. According to Dr Bob
Leonardi, a lecturer in Italian politics at the London
School of Economics, the Mafia alone has 500,000 votes
at its disposal, to confer on whomever it pleases. In re-
turn for sccuring sufficient votes, the politicians’ bene-
factors can expect building licences, subsidies for public
works—which rarcly recach completion—and other
favours. The magazine L’Espresso described an exam-
ple of horse-trading between politicians in Sicily: ‘Four
candidates of a major party who each had a ‘packet’ of
15,000 votes exchanged preferences among themselves
and thus were each clected with 60,000 votes. Another
candidate of the same party who managed to garner
58,000 votes by himself didn’t make it and stayed home.”

Not only are voters subjected to pressure or bribed,
the interested parties can check on whether or not they
actually vote as instructed. Every clectoral district is
broken down into neighbourhoods, blocks and even
buildings, to which galoppini {political cadres) are
assigned, with recommendations on which numbers are
to be selected by voters. Only a certain combination is
possible in the small arca covered by each polling booth.

This issue, however, is but a drop in the ocean of
institutional difficulty in which Italy finds itsclf. As
Europe’s states draw closer together, the shortcomings
of the system have been thrown into sharper relief.
Increasingly unfavourable comparisons are drawn with
the systems of other Western countries and, with an
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the discontent of the members of that movement—they found that fairly strange too. They
are much less optimistic than that.

And when they talk about the Australian past, my students commit many of
the errors that John Hirst has deprecated in his essay on multiculturalism. ['Australia’s
Absurd History’, Quadrant, March 1991]. They talk about it as a patriarchal monoculture,
exploitative and authoritarian. They sce the history of the past 50 years as the breaking up

Our common identity at
its best is tolerant, is

republican, has a strong

ega]z'tan'an element ... of that oppressive monoculturism into some sort of pluralism, and undoubtedly they wel-
come it. It is an Old Testament/New Testament division for them. If they were here rather
but we need to avoid than me then they might say to John that Australia didn’t have a particular record of tolerance.
Rather it was following out the logic of postmodernity. They don’t credit Australians of one
thg 1]]u51on that that gencration or two generations ago with particular generosity, tolerance or much else. I
think to some extent they’re myopic, and that’s an aspect of John’s critique. And I think it
particu]ar sort Of is also true to say that this is a problem in the educational curriculum generally. If students
had a richer appreciation of the rest of the world, then I think their evaluation of things

Australianness is fixed Australian would be less melodramatic.
John also refers in that essay to a notion common throughout much of 19th
and permanent and can century Australian history and into the 20th century, whereby Australia was seen as a
country that had escaped the evils of the old world and could therefore achieve forms of
or Ought to be defen ded progress or freedom not available to the members of old world societies. For many, that
belief is fatally punctured by the great Depression and the strikes of 1890s. This is where
][IOH’I ch ange. —MaciNTYRE someone like Brian Fitzpatrick sees the great shift. But what we did, I think, was see Aus-

tralia, from that point on, as fashioning institutions and policies and patterns of
public life that would recognise and contain those problems and those differences,
particularly of class and religious faith.

Now I supposc that for Brian Fitzpatrick that process is fatally determined by
Bl its circumstances: it can never be ‘glad, confident morning’ again. But the result of
those endeavours, I believe, is a distinctly Australian civic culture, and it is some-
¥ thing that I value. But I do see it as somcthing that’s been in decline since some-
where around the middle of this century and its decline continues. 1 don’t see
multiculturalism as a cause, or even central to the decline. Multiculturalism, along
i with other forms of difference—recognition of gender, and sexuality and Aboriginal
identity for instance—is in some ways an cxtension of the sort of civic pluralism
- that we were creating around the turn of the century. Like the arbitration
system, it is recognising difference in order to contain and

control it
So 1 DONT SEE MULTICULTURALISM s0 much as abandoning an earlier way of being
Australian, as giving it a further twist. The real problem, I supposc, is how pluralist
can you get? What is the whole basis of the collectivity that these different groups
represent, or perhaps don’t represent anymore? What is the common purpose? What
® remains of a nation?
I .am also conscious of the way in which democratic nation states have a sacral
&; element. T think the notion that you can have a purely secular nation state, even in
the late 20th century, is largely illusory. There’s a book by Benedict Anderson
Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism, wh1ch
explores the meaning of modern nationalism. Anderson begins, interestingly I think,
with an important symbol of the modern nation state—the tomb of the unknown
warrior. In the past these sorts of icons were created for individuals, but in the 20th
century it’s the unknown warrior who in a sense has some sort of democratic rep-
resentativencss.
Farmers' wives meeting at the Australian Natives’ Anderson says that although we can imagine a tomb of an unknown warrior,
Association in Melbourne at the time of Federation e can’t imagine the tomb of the unknown Marxist. That tells us something about the pull
of nationalism as compared with a more secular doctrine. Like Anderson, I see nations as
fictions, realised fictions, founded on the myth of a community, a shared identity among a
number of people who are never going to meet. That identity is based on a common ideal-
ised national core which somehow expresses their highest interests and is meant to com-
mand their highest loyalties. Nationalism is clearly a fairly magical thing because it manages
to pull that off. In some ways I think
example of that myth in operation—that it’s a tiction ot a common identity. But it’s a
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common identity which I think has to be constructed, and indeed is constructed historical- There is a

ly through the 19th and early 20th century. Anc share many of its values. I think of it as

something that, at its best, is tolerant, is republican, has a strong egalitarian clement, at } :

least as far as equality of opportunity and esteem go. But we need to avoid the illusion hard-headed view Of
that that particular sort of Australianness is fixed and

permanent and can or ought to be defended from change. multiculturalism—that it
'V ~ H

o , is the clever way to
AT STRIKES ME MOST FORCIBLY, [ think, in the late 20th century, is that we have lost the

language of citizenship within which we can talk about Australian nationalism now. In a assimilation. This was
sensc it seems to be far more important to re-establish citizenship than it is to redefine the

nation. One is a first-order problem and the second will follow from the first. If we do Barry ]on@s’ argument for
manage to re-cstablish some sort of language and forms of citizenship, then I chink the sort

of nationalism we have will not be a shrill nationalism, which is the form nationalism glV]I]g aid to Catholic
commonly takes in the late 20th century. It won’t have to be shrill because you won’t have

to keep asserting it. You won't be so fearful about its existence or the threats to it. I think schools: lf you don’t giV@
that it will still have some of the core values that hn discerns in the older nationalism, ) )

but it will be one that can accommodate change. them aid, the Catholics

will remain a ghetto.
John Hirst: [ would have reversed your order, Stuart. I'm hoping to write a piece soon on the . .
conservative case for an Australian republic, in which I'll put the argument that it will only If you give them aid th ey
be with the achievement of republicanism and the final break with Britain that you can ) .
revivify notions of citizenship. I think any effort to do it in the present climate runs up won't be Catholics
against the multicultural barrier, because any account of the Australian state still has that
English dimension to it. People who fear republicanism equally fear multiculturalism. [
want to show them that a republican Australian would be a new source of identity and a
way of re-establishing some sensc of citizenship, as against the pluralism which seems to
have run riot in some formulations of multiculturalism. But we’d be allies on that.
Macintyre: As republicans, yes, most certainly. I haven’t tite reached the stage of monar-
chism yet.
Hirst: Or reached the position where it’s not important. Lots of pcople who aren’t monarchists
nonetheless feel that republicanism is an irrelevance.
Macintyre: [ attach some importance to republicanism, but not as much as I once would
have. I think it would have been far more liberating for the English to become a republic
than it would for the Australians. Because our monarchy is so light, formal republicanism
is an important statement about who we are. But I don't see it as transformative.
Hirst: Just one more comment about distinctions between the two reform movements.You
said the ‘new’ ones are characterised by a lack of interest in the state, but I think that the
Australian state is very responsive and perhaps is still the focus of activity in a way that you
were downplaying. In a way, multiculturalism is something that can only be constituted by
the state. It’s not an idea that will come to Greeks, for instance. The problem for Greeks is
‘Are we Greek or are we Australian?’ They’re unlikely to formulate the notion that Turks
should go on being Turks as well. That is usually going to be something that comes from
outside. It’s like Governor Bourke in NSW in 1836, when he gave aid to all the three divi-
sions of Christianity, to Catholics, Presbyterians and Anglicans—he was doing what only
an outsider could do. None of the churches would have agreed that aid should go to the
others, as was very evident when Bourke took the next step and said,’I want you all to
combine and have a single school system.” They wouldn’t wear that.

So in a way, I'm agrecing with you on multiculturalism. It’s constituted from
outside, and probably by the statc and outside the groups themselves. [ suppose my beef
about it comes from my being upsct by some of the more separatist notions of multicul-
turalism: the notion that identity must forever be attached to your ethnic origin, which I
see as a form of oppression. If an Italian boy cides that Italian village life is crude and
narrow and wants something else, then somehow it is [supposcd to be] a loss to Australia if
he makes that transition. Multiculturalism speaks of organic growth, of something new,
but on the other hand sometimes it seems to want to freeze culture. And that seems to me
to be puzzling. But really I'm upsect by the view it gives of Australia’s past, v ich is very
similar to Stuart’s students’ view. But perhaps what the past was like is no longer relevant
for discourse in this or any other society.

eventually. —Hwst
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Maruta Rodan: Can [ take up that point? When we are talking about the past and the present,
and what young people make of history, doesn’t it really depend now, not just in Australia
but every other country in the world, on the influence of the media and international tele-
communications? So that when you're looking at nationalism, what kind of society we're
going to end up with may be fashioned by things that are happening in other countries. It
will be nationalism, but with an international influence.

Macintyre: I certainly agree with you about the international nature of the cultural influ-
ences. But I think that again there’s a process of fragmentation that these social movements
inhabit and make use of—if you think, for instance, of the more recent feminist
movement,where it has been able to generate its own literature, its own social customs.
And a number of aspects of the modern electronic media suggest that this process of frag-
mentation is going to continue too. I suppose an cqually symbolic thing would be the estab-
lishment of the Aboriginal television station in central Australia.

Rodan: But at the same time what’s happening is a sort of synthesis of contradictory things.
You mention the Aboriginal television station and the feminist movement: with all of
these things, which can be expressions of separateness, the fact that they are accepted means
that they have been neutralised. They're not spontancous anymore. They've got official
endorsement, and therefore the spontaneity has been officially channelled, which I chink is
a very interesting way of directing what’s acceptable and what's not.

Macintyre: I think you’re absolutely right on that latter thing, and that’s one reason why, |
think, my students found unintelligible the idea of revolution.

Michael Kelly: Scveral things concern me: Australia is in a dreadful economic condition at
the moment, and if you look at the successful economies and socicties around the world,
their success boils down not just to economic performance indicators but to the ways in
which particular peoples go about resolving contlicts, set about achicving goals, working
together—not exactly national characteristics, but something to do with that notion. Japan
and Germany would be the salient instances. So one of the fundamental questions about
cconomic recovery in Australia is who the hell are we and what can we do?

Macintyre: Well, economic historians place considerable emphasis, don’t they, on that
national element, and at the moment it looks suspiciously as if the anglophone countries
have embedded in them a particular notion of property rights and individualism that is
poorly suited to the demands of a modern industrial or post-industrial cconomy. And that's
embedded in our legal system, in our political system.

One of the things that strikes me is that when regimes begin to collapse, then
there are a whole series of malfunctions. Yet we scem to be incapable of conducting any
sort of inquiry. We've developed the royal commission into an art form. But it has reached
the point of absolute stasis, where every conceivably interested party is represented by a
QC and is able to cross-examine any witness, and it’s inconceivable that a royal commission
can finish in less than a year, or produce any recommendations that are actually going to
lead to action. I think there are real problems about the sort of cultural features that we tend
to assume in our public life and about their viability for the future.

Tom Duggan: How would you describe citizenship then, Stuart? What do you mean by it?
Macintyre: It is that status of belonging to a political organisation which is said to embody
the interests of the group as a whole. And by development of that notion, there is the belief
that it is through civic rights and civic obligations that someone can fulfil themselves in a
public sense. The civic rights are well looked after under the present system of judicial
enquiries. The civic obligations are difficult to sce.

Morag Fraser: [ wondered about your students, Stuart, and their notion of citizenship. What
sort of future as citizens do you see for them if, as you say, they reject totally the notion of
the political?

Macintyre: I'm not sure about that, because, you see, my role in the subject was that of the
dinosaur—the person whose assumptions were still those formed by the first, the older
social movements. And that whole attempt to find commonality of interests in social
movements is precisely what my students find least convincing,

Duggan: Do you have any idea why they are this way? What is the basis of their disillusion-
ment?

Macintyre: ] suppose they have gone one step further from us, who have low expectations of
P D e oterw T T “or to’ ot
not seeing that as the way in which they want to realise their objectives.
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ROBERT EGAN

The long and winding road

Two theologians, one American, the other Australian, talk about why theology
is hard to read—and why you should do it anyway.

N OLD FRIEND OF MINE COM-
plained that although she used to be
an avid reader of theology, she no
longerreads it much at all. She has not
lost her faith or her intellectual curi-
osity, but she no longer enjoys curling
uponacold winter's night with anew
theology book. She asked me toexplain
this.

My friend is not alone in her
neglect. Not many of my Catholic
friends read much theology. Their
desire to understand their lives con-
tinues to be nourished by poetry and
anthropology, biography and history,
psychology and social theory, and an
endless flow of serious little journals
and daily newspapers. But it rarely
includes books and articles by theolo-
gians. Why is this?

As a serious discipline, theology
has become more pluralistic, and also
more specialised and technical. There
is no general agreement about how to
identify its tasks and methods, how to
determine its subdivisions, how to
teach it, or how to relate it to philoso-
phy, comparative religion and allied
investigations. Further, it is difficult
to relate this sprawling, complicated
and disorganised enterprise to our ex-
perience of life.

The mostobvious difficulty is that
contemporary theology is often not
enjoyable to read. Theologians are
accustomed to addressing captive au-
diences, especially students for the
ministry. Few theologians aspire to
the standards of ‘a good book’: their
texts are often long, unshapely, and
badlyinneedof agood editor. They are
often written in a graceless, benumb-
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ing prose, under the unhappy influ-
ence of German or, more recently,
French academic writing, a strange
mix of ordinary language and scveral
technical languages at once.

This problem is not peculiar to
theology, of course. Hundreds of
tirades and satires have been written
on the prose styles of contemporary
academics. Academic life disposes
people to produce texts mainly for
their colleagues’ admiration, and this
inevitably affects theologians too.
There is an irony in this. Most pro-
gressive theologians would want to
support those movements in the
church which insist that ‘the whole
community is the church’, yet their
writing style leaves most non-
specialists out in the cold.

It is somewhat consoling to put
this in some historical perspective.
Jesus’ disciples complained that they
couldn’t catch the drift of what he was
saying; and the Second Letter of Peter
complains that the theology of St Paul
is ‘hard to understand’ (2 Peter 3:15-
16). This is not surprising; the subject
matter of theology has to do with

the ultimate mysteries of

T existence.
ERE HAVE ALSO BEEN worries about

the dangers to faith and virtue posed
by the arguments of theologians. In
the same letter of Peter, we hear com-
plaints of ‘cleverly devised myths’,
‘false teachers’, ‘destructive heresies’,
‘waterless springs’ and ‘mists driven
by storms’ and people both ‘ignorant
and unstable’> * v'tv 7 0T rd-
to-understand teachings ot St Paul to

suit their own purposes. This is bad
enough, but since at least the time of
Plato, and especially since the
Enlightenment, ways of interpreting
religion have been available to intel-
lectuals that have the cffect of dis-
tancing them from the religious imag-
ination of ordinary people, and calling
into question the reasonableness and
coherence of popular religion itself.
These ideas create assumptions and
impressions that may create further
difficulties for a heartfelt faith and
devotion.

There are limitations imposed by
the fact that, in most western coun-
tries, theology is taughtalmost entirely
in academic institutions. Within the
academy, theology is a vast, disorgan-
ised, and complicated field, incorpo-
ratingbiblical studies, church history,
fundamental and philosophical the-
ology, systematic or doctrinal theolo-
gy, moral theology and pastoral the-
ology. Then there are various entan-
glements with philosophy of religion,
the sociology and psychology of reli-
gion, the history of religions and var-
ious theological excursions into liter-
ature, the social sciences, and many
other things.

Besides the issue of style, the pos-
sible dangers to faith, the personal
failings of theologians and the limits
imposed by academic institutions,
there are still several other reasons
why reading contemporary theology
ishard. A furtherreason has to do with
the intellectual frameworks it em-
ploys. Catholic theology is mediated
by bc = "7 s - tory—
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Revising Japan

TRATEGIC NECESSITIES SOMETIMES
make for unlikely alliances. In 1915
Japan and Australia fought side by
side to help their common ally Great
Britain quell amutiny of Indian troops
at Singapore. From 1915 to 1918
Japancse warships patrolled the wa-
ters of South-East Asia at the behest of
Great Britain and thereby effectively
took over the protection of Australia’s
strategic maritime environment. In
1916 a Japanese warship, HIJMS Ibu-
ki, ensured the safe passage of Anzacs
part of the way to Gallipoli.

Could it really be true that the
nation responsible for Changi and the
Thai-Burma Railway might have also
played some small part in the creation
of the Anzac legend? Any onc of the
above facts might just achieve the
impossible: the rendering of Bruce
Ruxton speechless.

The radical historian Humphrey
McQueen has presented many such
stories in his latest book, Japan to the
Rescue, with the intention of dowsing
his Australian readers in ‘an intellec-
tual cold shower’ so that they might
look to the end of the ‘American
Century’ with a clear head.

As American power declines and
Japan grows in stature Australia must
somehow leamn to view the world ina
new light. Naturally enough tor a his-
torian, McQueen wants us to base our
current and future external policies
upon a reassessment of the past. In
essence, McQueen wants Australia to
put to the sword somc of its most
cherished national myths.

Implicit to McQueen’s argument
is a revisionist methodology. Like the
‘New Left’ analysts of the Vietnam
War, McQueen is not afraid to use
terms like ‘imperialis  and ‘hegemo-
ny’; he views international relations
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Japan to the Rescue, Humphrey McQucen, William Heinemann,

1sBN O 85561 402 1 rrr $16.95

Bonsai Australia Banzai: Multifunctional Polis and the making of
a Special Relationship with Japan, Gavan McCormack (ed.), Pluto
Press, 1skN 0 949138 64 9 rrr $24.95.

as a clash between empires, driven by
economic imperatives.

Consequently he refuses tolay the
blame for the Pacitic War solely at the
fect of Japan. Japan was, and still is, a
resource-poor nation highly dependent
upon imports of oil for its economic
survival. According to McQueen, Pearl
Harbour arose directly from a United
States-led oil embargo against Japan
which threatened its ecconomic secu-
rity. Far from being unprovoked ag-
gressors, the Japancsc were merely
conforming to the norms of interna-
tional behaviour favoured by all the
great powers, simply: ‘war is the con-
tinuation of ecconomics by other
means’.

McQueen is equally unwilling to
accept conventional wisdom regarding
the nature of Japanese aggression
during World War 1I. Contrary to
popular belief, he argues that the Jap-
anese High Command never intended
toinvade Australia; that this‘invasion’
wasnot prevented by the allied victory
in the Battle of the Coral Sea; and
finally, that the barbarous behaviour
of the Japancse Imperial Army during
the Second World War does not reveal
‘an innatcly flawed national character
or culture’.

It is the last, and most controver-
sial, of these propositions that goes to
the very heart of Australian anxieties
about Japan. McQue  lo w0 ¢k
to downplay the suffering of thosc

men and women systematically hru-
talized by the Japanese war machine,
he merely wants toremind us that the
Pacific War was fought without
mercy—from both sides.

Australian troops were famous for
‘taking no prisoners’; but McQucen
asks:isthisbecause the Japanese army
was gripped to a man with the code of
bushido and refused to surrender, or
did Australia’s soldiers simply take no
prisoners in battles against an enemy
they were encouraged to think of as
sub-human?

Central to McQuecen’s thesisis the
notion that one imperial power is as
reprehensible and untrustworthy as
another. Not surprisingly, the nation-
al myth most firmly in McQueen's
sights is the Anzus alliance. In 1951
Australia sought to create an anti-
Japanese pact with its wartime ally
the United States. Contrary to Aus-
tralian cxpectations, however, the
Anzus Treaty actually committed

Australia to the defence of
Japan in some circumstances.
IH[ US SeCRETARY OF STATE, John
Foster Dulles, rewrote the text to mean
that ‘there would be an armed attack
on the United States if there were ... an
attack on the American armed forces
stationed in or about Japan under the
Security Treaty with that country’.
Thercfore, should | e acked,
Australia would also be at war.









tective wall of strong tariff barriers. At
one stage about 25 per cent of the
Australian workforce worked in man-
ufacturing.

The figureisnow about 16 per cent
and falling rapidly. Australian manu-
facturing is not very competitive be-
cause it is not actually very good: not
for export anyway. Sweden is an in-
structive comparison. A country of
about the same population, not a
member of the EEC and with only a
fraction of Australia’s raw material
endowments, Sweden has built up a
large and important manufacturing
export sector as a result of deliberate
government policy based on niche
marketing and a single-minded com-
mitmenttoquality. Scandinavian self-

discipline and commitment help.

By now it should be evident that I
believe that the essential problems of
the Australian economy are supply-
side problems: how to add value to the
commodities which we produce and
how tomakeproducts which the world
actually wants to buy. Related to this
is the problem of changing Australian
cultural values, so that we will com-
mit ourselves to producing quality
products and to setting wage rates
based not on what someone else gets
but the market worth of the product.

Itisessential todecide whatsort of
economy we want because many oth-
er social policies are contingent upon
sucha termination. These policies
include education, immigration, wag-
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espolicyandsocial policy. Which leads
us to these three books. All three start
with an interest in social policy and
structuring the economy to maximise
benefits for people. Social policy is
something anybody can have an opin-
ion on, and most groups can, if they
wish, have some hand in shaping it.

Kim Hawtrey’s Life after Debt is
an excellent introduction to the cur-
rent problems facing Australia’secon-
omy and a very useful guide to the
changes (viz. microeconomic reform,
deregulation) currently being tried. He
takes the reader through recent eco-
nomic history and shows why we are
now where we are. He also puts the
problems in a wider perspective and
takes seriously the increasing inter-
dependence of the Australian,

East Asian and Pacific rim

economies.
HE THEN LEAPS to the personal.
Greed corrupts. Human beings lose
sight of the spiritual. The means be-
come the ends and the economy ends
up as a trough which benefits the few
who are able to sink their snouts into
it. As economics it is quite engaging.
Astheology it reflectsits individualis-
tic evangelical roots and says little,
settling for an appeal to personal con-
version which, considering the recent
behaviour of Australia’s captains of
industry, is not a bad start. Fortunate-
ly there is a lot more economics in it
than theology.

Daryl Dixon’s book focuses on
fiscal policy and how to reform it.
Fiscal policy is about taxes and the
budget—how public money is raised
andspent, and whateffect both actions
have on people’s economic and social
behaviour. We have heard a lot more
recently about monetary policy—in-
terest rates and the supply of money
and theireffects on production, savings
and investment—than about fiscal
policy. But the importance of fiscal
policy remains central for the stand-
ard of living of most Australians, and
especially the poor, who are not wor-
ried, for example, by mortgage inter-
est rates.

The basic thesis is that Australia’s
fiscal restraint potentially threatens
those on low incomes. The challenge
it addresses is how to meet legitimate
macroeconomic ends while safe-
guarding the standard of living of the
poorest. He argues for full employ-
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ment—unemployment now exceeds
10 per cent—high growth and social
justice, i.e. equal opportunity. These
three aims provide the framework for
the development of a well buttressed
argument from the Left calling for
growth with equity.

Dixon identifies the central prob-
lemsof theailing Australian ecconomy
as inflation, a savings shortage, the
balancc of payments problem, foreign
debt and overinvestment in property.
Actually [ think these are best treated
as symptoms of a deeper malaise, the
inability todevelopa cruly competitive
market economy where rewards have
some realistic relationship to input.
The reason there is overinvestment,
for examplce in property—currently
being corrected, much to the chagrin
of Tricontinental, Rothwells, Bondand
scores of others too highly geared to
survive a talling market in land—is
largely because investment in making
things is too risky.

Dixon goes on to suggest a range of
corrective policies. The argument does
not need to be reproduced here. Once
the correctives are established the ar-
gument is taken over by another au-
thor, Bruce Prosser, who responds with
an cxamination of the social policy
implications of Dixon’s casc. This
response restates the now rather dis-
credited arguments for universalist
COMmMmuUNIty service provisions—ceve-
ryone has access to welfare not just
the poor—as a way of beating Dixon
round the head.

The real valuc of this sort of dia-
lectic is to show how a complex
question can be unpacked by allowing
people with very similar sets of values
to arguc about the best policies for
achieving them.

The third book, the Catholic
bishops’ statement on wealth and its
distribution, Common Wealth and
Common Good, was three and a half
years in the writing. Probably the
length of time is part of the cost of
adopting a methodology whereby all
parties—15 pages of them according
tothe acknowledgementsat the end—
are listened toand all the bishops have
to agree on the final form. Of course it
nceeds to be pointed out that the pub-
lished document presents itself as a
‘draft’. It is not intended to be a
definitive statement and is therefore
open to public comment.

The aim of this wide ranging exer-
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cise is an ambitious though laudable
one: to produce a document which
will be taken seriously by govern-
ment as a philosophical basis for pro-
found policy change in favour of the
poor. Somewhere along the way,
however, this aim is transmuted into
an exhortation to Catholics to take
seriously the question of wealth dis-
tribution and do something about it.
The two aims, while important in
themselves, become confused and the
document ends up dealing adequately
with ncither.

When the statement first came out
some bright journalist called it
Rawlsian and opined that its philo-
sophical assumptions lay with the
great American ethicist. [n my view, a
cursory read of the document’s 100
pages suggests that it contains

no consistent philosophy of
social justice .

AWLS HOLDS THAT those that want
to construct a social contract, who
have no conception of the common
good and no knowledge of economic
variables governing society, should
view social and economic ineguali-
tiesas havingtosatisty twoconditions:
they must be equally attachable to all
positions in socicty and they should
give the greatestadvantage tothe least
advantaged members of society.

This is fairly heavy liberalism,
quite defensible within its own terms,
but rather different from the some-
what unfocused approach of this doc-
ument. In Common Wealth and
Common Good we are presented with
abasic version of a Biblical theology of
social justice where revelation is pre-
sented as a seamless garment of Old
and New Testament. By the time we
reach chapter five we are urged to sell
all and follow. From the perspective of
an institution, of course, this docs
offer an important challenge, but it is
not particularly helpful for the majority
of families struggling to live with
mortgages and car payments.

There is a problem with this kind
of message: theology needs to be
wrestled with because it isnot simple.
It reflects the complexity of God and
the ambiguities of the divine-human
relationship. Thereisnosimple single
demand in justice. There are complex,
ambiguous, dimly perceived and
changing demands mediated by com-
peting priorities of the good, and no

comfort anywhere that one has in-
deced done the good in truth. Christian
cthical life is always problematical.
While the concerns of social justice
are rightly central in this document,
they are presented in too simple a
way.

At the same time, when compared
with the professional treatment of the
other two books, the presentation,
here, of contemporary economics is
not particularly instructive. For ¢x-
ample: ‘those who control corporate
wealth are ... strongly influcnced by
the profit motive, which has its own
inherent dangers’. It could well be
argued, however, that profits are
needed to produce investible funds
which are necessary for employing
people: the profit motive is cssential
for any well run cconomy. Perhaps
what the document is really talking
about is greed, which is something
entirely different and rightly con-
demned.

Or again: ‘[senior exccutive sala-
ries] have accentuated the gapbetween
those at the top and at the bottom of
the income scale ... When the same
percentage increases arc awarded to
all salary carners, those at the top of
the salary scale received much more

. than those lower down.” On the
contrary, it is possible to arguc that
some people should be getting high
salary increases while others should
be getting zero, especially if once takes
the long view on the futurc efficiency
of the economy. Do mere income
differentials denote injustice?

The end product is a document
which does not really succeed as eco-
nomics or policy noras an educational
statement. It falls between two stools.
If there is more to come I hope the
committees decide more precisely
what the document needs to say and
to whom it needs to be said. If they are
serious about about influencing gov-
ernment policy, that means they must
be more professional, in terms of
cconomic analysis, than the policy
makers the government already has
working for it. In this area the dor-
ment has a long way to go.

David Pollard is an executive with the
Australian Securities Commission.

Next month: ‘Homilics orpronhecies’.
Bruce 1 1 R ex: nes fur-
ther the bishops’ wealth inquiry.



The New Floor

Digging three rows of holes to start with

the remembrance of physical work comes early,
that1 ment of unguardedness when the load
is shared equally between body and mind;
something it has in common with palpable love:
a design feature to stop the species dying out.
Its symptoms are tentative beads of sweat,

a deeper breathing that falls into step,

and the sensation of having new hands,

of feeling them tighten with plump blood.
Waiting to be remembered after these fade

is the pleasure of knowing how things work
and a reminder of the ordinary details involved.
For instance, the simplicity of your tools:
hammer and nails; chisel, pencil and saw.

And for your measurements not much except

a spirit level and a roll of string.

No amount of technology could make

the finished floor more level than these can.

It’s as good as that other thing, poetry

which only needs a pencil and some paper.
With love the lines fit into logics of their own:
the first of redgum stumps, then tin caps, bearers,
joists, and finally the bare pine boards.

They lie there at the end of low-tech work,
tongue in groove and side by side as tight

as lines from Dante’s faithfully measured book:

an understanding to keep the years together.

Philip Hodgins
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