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PETER STEELE

‘A sad tale’s best
for winter’

[

Tis wintE RS Sometimes, when that is said, it can carry an
emotional freight almost like the /It was night” of John's Gospel,
when Judas goes out into the darkness. The words stand for
more than the halt that the wheel of the scasons has made at
the moment. Nobody says, ‘in the dead of summer’, or autumn,
or spring; when we say, ‘in the dead of winter’, we know what
we mean. As the skies darken, we have trouble on our hands.

Napolcon said that he wanted ‘three o'clock in the morn-
ing’ courage in his soldicrs: the dead of winter is three o'clock
in the morning of the year. Things are worse in another hemi-
sphere, they keep telling us. In Ieeland, the period after Christ-
mas is the height of the suicide scason, partly because the winter
festivities have taken place and chings still don’t secem any
better, so they wade out to sca until they drown or freeze. [t is
not quite like that in Australia.

But at least in southern Australia we are left in no doubt
about the scason of the year. The air turns sloppy, the carth
turns slushy, fires scem too far away, and water—well, water
is like the sca’s revenge upon the creatures thae deserted it
thosce millions of years ago. This is the time of unpleasant in-
stability, chastening, aggressive, inhumane. It is the bleak
festival for snuftling, the period in which our bodics are as-
sailed, the months in which adults who otherwise walk tall
suddenly wheeze and splutter like small children. It is, as a
brilliant villain calls it, ‘the winter of our discontent’.

Shakespeare’s Richard I was speaking mainly about the
political milicu. Today, still, many live in political winters, or
in their remnants. I think of two recent visitors to Mcelbourne,
men of the highest distinction. One was Adam Michnik, and
the other the Dalai Lama. Michnik, now middle-aged, was first
in gaol in Poland at 19, politically vexatious because a free
spirit. Outspoken, resolute, very intelligent, and gifted to a high
degree with the capacity for clogquent contempt of sleaze and
malicc, he has been one of the great ones of central
Europe, the people compared with whom its recent gaolers look









Buckley’s comments on Lynch and
the Vietnam War.

If Lynch was ‘never happy’ about
the warand ‘deeply worried’ by the US
conduct of it, as Buckley claims, why
did Lynch not say so publicly at the
time? And if the war was not central
to Lynch’s early carcer, then why did
Buckley name chapter three of the
book, ‘Vietnam nearly claims another
victim'?

And digressing from his reply to
my review, Buckley goes on to repeat
that hoary old claim of the Vietnam
War propagandists, namely thatit was
an invasion of the South from the
North, with an appeal to some un-
specified documentary cvidence. As
Pete Sceger said: “When will they ever
learn?’

Everyone can now rcad United
States government sources, and Aus-
tralian military historics, which say,
in the words of General Peter Gration,
chiet of the Australian defence staff,
that ‘Some of our own official per-
ceptions of the war as an invasion
from the north did not fit this local
situation where there was a locally
supported revolutionary war in an
advanced stage, albeit with support
anddirection from thenorth’. {Journal
of the Australian War Memorial, April
1988, pi3)

Buckley concluded his letter by
criticising Eurcka Street for ‘a ten-
dency to moralise.” In debates over
public policy, defenders of the status
quo and retormers both invoke moral
arguments, and rightly so; but once
reformers look like winning a moral
argument, some defenders cry ‘mor-
alising’.

Val Noone
Fitzroy, Vic

Correction
An advertisement in the April edition
ol Fureka Street referred to a workshop
on the history of women religious,
held in Svdney on April 9-10).
The workshop was sponsored by the
Institute of Religious Studies, and not
the Institute of the Sisters of Mercy in
Australia, as stated in the advertise-
ment.
Papers trom the workshop are availa-
ble from the Institute of Religious
Studies. The institute's address is
PO Box 280, Strathfield, NSW 2135,
Tel: (021 744 7976.

COMMENT

FrRANK STILWELL

Dabb.ers in doublespea

For us, equity means giving everyone the right to pursue their own
goals in life without being penalised and brought back to the
lowest conumon denominator if they succeed. (Fightback! p24)

Es, IT1S ALWAYS Goon todefine your
terms. The Liberal Party is to be com-
plimented for setting out this defini-
tion of equity in its Fightback! docu-
ment. No doubt, equity is a difficult
concept. It is most commonly under-
stood as something to do with social
justice, or fairness in socicty. Indeed,
Fightback! clsewherereterstothe need
for “fairness between all sections of
the community’. But, look again at
the Fightback! definition of equity and
note the bending of the language. In
defining cquity as ‘giving everyone
the right to pursue their own goals in
life’, Fightback! effectively defines it
intermsof individual frecedom. There-
in lie three related problems.

First, this definition conflates two
cqually important attributes of
society—freedom and cquity. The
achicvementof one may involve some
trade-offin terms of the other. Asociety
based on Social Darwinism—survival
ot the fittest and rugged individualism
—will commonly be one of glaring
incqualitics of outcome. Conversely,
social justice may require constraints
on individual freedoms.

Second, Fightback! adoptsapartial
view of individual frcedom. It
emphasises freedom to but ignores
frecedom from, a distinction stressed
by my colleague, Stuart Rees. The
individual’s freedom to accumulate
wealth is emphasised: the individu-
al’sneed forfreedom from exploitation
is tacitly shelved.

Similarly, the individualistic con-
cept of freedom ignores the economic
and social context in which freedom
occurs or is denied. The freedom for
individual employecs and employers
to make wage contracts is inherently
biased, since the latter have greater
power by virtue of their ownership of
the meansof production. Capital hires
labour, not vice versa. To give another
example, freedom for logging compa-
nics in a deregulated environment
would mcan the irreversible destruc-
tion of native forests and the dential of
access to that environmental asset for
future generations.
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In defining cquity in terms of a
partial and naive view of individual
freedom, Fightback! does a grave in-
justice to the concept and to our lan-
guage. Equity becomes the freedom of
the individual to make a fast buck.

But arc such philosophical quib-
bles missing the mark? Is there a more
practical agenda here? Look again at
the latter part of the opening quota-
tion tfrom Fightback!. The rhetoric
about levelling-down is familiar
enough. But suddenly a penny drops, a
connection becomes evident. Aha,
Income tax cuts!

Of course, the main practical appeal
of Fightback! is in those promiscd in-
come-tax cuts, financed partly by the
introduction of the goods and services
tax and partly by cuts in government
expenditure. ‘'Without being penalised
and brought back to the lowest com-
mon denominator’ translates in prac-
tice into the proposal for less progres-
sivity in the incometax scale. So in the
hands of the Liberals, the definition of
equity supports a case for cutting in-
come tax rates for the rich!

However, the story doesn’t quite
finish there. Fightback! goes on tostate
the view that ‘we do not believe that
we must help those who choose not to
help themselves’. This is an attempt-
ed rationale for the proposed cuts in
government expenditure on the social
wage. Those ‘“who choose not to help
themselves’, presumably clustered
among the uncmployed and social
disadvantaged, cannot expect the
general concerm with equity to provide
a social safety net.

Abizarre conclusion emerges. The
pursuit of equity means lower taxa-
tion for the wealthy and less social
sceurity for the poor. So, equity means
a wider gulf between the haves and
have-nots. Social justice transmogrifies
into Social Darwinism.

Could even George Orwell have
imagined such doublespeak? |

Frank Stillwell is associate professor

of cconomics at the University of
Sydney.
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Thir NTamians

MARGARET SIMONS

Running oft

the rails

State rivalries have bedevilled Australia’s
transport system since before federation.
The One Nation statement signals an
intention to end these rivalries and get the
country moving, but what is the reality!?
This month Eurcka Street begins a series

o1 NCroecononic 1‘L’fOI’1H.

VERY DAY A TRAIN LEAVES BROADMEADOWS, 1N outer-
suburban Mclbourne, and begins the trip to Sydney. It
pulls up to 70 fully-laden wagons much more safely,
and with a fuel efficiency at least three times better,
than if the same amount of freight were being carried
by road transport. The train is operated by one person.

With such potential for efficiency, the train should
be a symbol of everything that a government commiteed
to restructuring the economy would like to achieve. Yet
Australia’s railways are treated as though they are jinxed.
More than any other country, Australia has suftered
cconomically and culturally from the lack of a national
rail system.

Rail transport has become one of the saddest and
oft-quoted examples of all that is wrong with the way
the colonies were stitched into a nation. Everyone knows
the bad joke about the different gauges between states:
seven authoritics competed rather than cooperated. In
some ways, things have not improved much. There are
now five authorities, and lase year a sixth was created—
the National Rail Corporation, which is meant to he
the answer to at least some of the problems.

Many of those influencing the debate on the econ-
omy belicve there is little future for trains other than as
carricrs of bulk freight such as wheat and coal. The
Australian Railways Union was recently asked by a
journalist to nominate one official involved in rail who
was ‘pro-train’. The union could not think of a single
person. Even train enthusiasts do not deny that rail has
been so awful for so long that it is difficult to convince
anyone that a turnaround is possible. The federal gov-
ernment’s commitment to microeconomic reform has
forced a re-cxamination of rail, but critics believe that
doctrinaire cconomic rationalism and counsels of despair

' "7 sthe country into another century of missed
opportunitics.
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Rail transport is at least eight times safer than
travelling by car, and can be up to ten times more fuel-
efficient, yet almost everywhere it is losing customers
to road transport. On the Sydney-Mclbourne route, rail’s
reputation for slowness and unreliability is so bad that
many customers prefer to send non-bulk freight by road,
even when rail would be cheaper. The dirty carriages,
tepid tea and stale sandwiches served up to passengers,
plus the ridiculous lengeh of travel time—up to 15 hours
from Melbourne to Sydney—act as further disincentives.

According to Professor Colin Taylor, of the Uni-
versity of Queensland’s department of planning, muddle-
headed connections have not helped. The train from
Brishane to Sydney uscd to miss the connection to
Canberra by zero minutes—one train would pull our as
the other arrived, meaning connecting passengers had
to wait 24 hours before continuing their journey.

On the last available figures, 63 per cent of passen-
gers carried between cities go by car, compared to 15
per cent by air, 13 per cent by bus, and only three per
cent by rail. Of interurban freight, 41 per cent goes by
sea, 24 per cent by road, and 35 per cent by rail. Most of
rail’s share, however, is accounted for by wheat, coal
and the like. Only six per cent is ‘ordinary’, i.c.

non-bulk, freight. Here road transport domi-
nates, even when rail is cheaper.

R AIL’S FINANCIAL LOssES are enormous, although their
true extent depends on how you do the counting. Gov-
ernments have used railways as instruments of public
policy, tolerating losses in order to provide services that
arc considered socially necessary. Some state rail sys-
tems count the subsidies provided by governments to
run these services as revenue, hiding the total cost to
the public purse. According to the Commonwealth
Grants Commission, in 1986-7 public transport deficits



Rail transport has become one
of the saddest and oft-quoted
examples of all that is wrong
with the way the colonies were
stitched into a nation.
Everyone knows the bad joke
about the different gauges
between states: seven
authorities competed rather
than cooperated. Things have
not improved much. There are

now five authorities, and last

represented nearly 10 per cent of general public-sector
outlaysin Victoria, and six per cent in New South Wales.

The creation of the National Rail Corporation, a
commercial body that has the state rail authoritics as
its shareholders, was hailed by Barncey Cooney, a Vic-
torian ALP senator, as ‘a ringing cndorsement of rail
transport’. But critics such as Dr Don Williams—the
chairman of Australian National, the only rail authority
to have turned deficits into profits—think the tone is
hollow. Williams described the creation of the corpo-
ration as ‘the worst option ... analogous to reinventing
the break of the gauge.’

The corporation will run a national freight network,
leasing rolling stock and tracks but leaving the specifics
of reform to the states. Many passenger scrvices and
branch lines will also be left to the states, or ‘reviewed’,
which means they will probably be closed. The opera-
tional details are still being worked out, but bold pro-
jections of a $1 billion boost to the economy and
hundreds of millions of dollars in savings have been
made.

To add to the flurry of activity, in February the
tederal government released its One Nation statement,
which commits it to spending $500 million on the
interstate railway nctwork. The gauge between Mel-
bourne and Adelaide will be standardised and the
Melbourne-Sydney line upgraded, creating a ‘spine’
coastal route from Brisbanc to Perth, with Melbourne
as the hub. The $500 million comes on top of the
National Rail Corporation’s $100 million-a-ycar budget.
The money represents a massive upgrading of the sys-
tem, but it is still minuscule compared to the $2 billion
spent cach year on maintaining roads.

The moncey can only be welcomed, and even the
Opposition has not found much to criticise in the plans.
Yet there are problems that suggest less than careful

year a sixth was created.

planning. For example, the standard-gauge ‘spine’
envisaged by One Nation will cut across the vital freight
branch lines from Victoria’s wheat country. Thesc
branch lines are not standard gauge, so the new line could
make them useless.

There is no mention of this problem in One Nation,
but sources admit that in the back rooms of rail
bureaucracices a lot of midnight oil is being burned in
the scarch for a solution. And of course, the fastest route
from Sydney to Perth is not via Melbourne. At present,
plans involve ‘reviewing’ the more direct route via
Parkes and Broken Hill. If this turns out to be a case of

‘reviewing’ meaning closing, the implications
for Perth will be enormous.

IHE DOMINANT ATTITUDE is that the future of rail is
primarily in the transport of freight, with passengers
coming a poor second. Since the proposal for a Very Fast
Train between Melbourne and Sydney was abandoned,
there has been no talk of providing trains that would
attract tourists or business travellers. This is contrary
to thinking overscas, where fast passenger trains are in
the forefront of new transport technology and govern-
ment investment.

Colin Taylor, a seclt-confessed rail enthusiast,
believes much of the rescarch that has gone into deci-
sion making on rail has been superficial, emphasising
cost-cutting rather than ways of attracting passengers
and freight away from road and air transport. “The result
of this narrow thinking is a counscl of desperation and
despair,” Taylor says."Many of the assumptions behind
the consultants’ reports are going totally unquestioned.
Of course there is a desperate need for more cfficiency,
bur it’s a mistake to equate cfficiency with hacking
something to picces. It’s all very well to have one main
line, a trunk line around the coast, but if you cut off all
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the branches then the trunk will die’

Many of the figures cited in the road-versus-rail
debate are dubious. Most state rail authoritics run at
enormous deficits, yet rail enthusiasts claim that road
transport is also cffectively subsidised. They say that if
estimates reflected the true costs of road maintenance
and road accidents, rail would look far more competi-
tive. On the other hand, critics of rail from the Institute
of Public Affairs, a right-wing think tank, point to the
underestimating of deficits by state rail authorities. The
authoritics’ estimates often exclude capital charges on
borrowings and count government subsidies as revenue.

A European would be astonished that experts advising on
the reform of the railways in our continent should make no
mention of the technology and coordination devoted to the
Channel Tunnel. The tunnel illustrates how the largest cap-
itals in Western Europe were able to persuade their railway
burcaucracics to coordinate railway systems based on con-
temporary technology. It exposes the failure of governments
in Canberra, Mclbourne and Sydney to persuade their
burcaucracies to modcrnise technology and coordinate
management in Australia’s largest transport corridor. The
railway between Sydney and Mclbournc encapsulates all that
went off-track with Australian railways in the 1980s. In no
other country, I confidently assert, would cities with such
populations, interests in common and distance apart be linked
by so poor a track. In Europe freight on such a line would
throughout the 1980s have been carrying container wagons
hauled by clectric locomotives. It is some 100 kilometres
too long, and the sharp bends, steep grades and numerous
tunnels were installed last century. The only recent con-
struction is that rccommended by my government between
East Hills and Glenficld. —Gough Whitlam, 24/4/91.

(excerpt from his submission to the Industry Commission)

Last year the Industry Commuission released a report
on rail transport that is regarded as a key influence on
the direction taken by the National Rail Corporation.
The report attacked governments for misallocating
resources to unprofitable services, and recommended
an emphasis on bulk freight and the closure of many
branch lines and passenger services.

Colin Tayloris strongly critical of the report, which,
among other things, cites but does not question the
estimates of rail deficits put together by conservative
organisations such as the National Farmers Federation.
‘It that report was presented to me as a thesis,” Taylor
says, ‘T would mark it ‘fail’, and tell the student to go
back and do morc research.’
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The emphasis on freight and the ‘review’ of hranch
lines was a theme repeated by Booz Allen, an American
firm of consultants retained first by the New South
Wales government and then by the National Rail Cor-
poration. At the insistence of the Australian Railways
Union, another firm, Jacana Consulting, was also

hired to review the corporation’s investment
program,

AUANA RECOMMENDED SPENDING an extra $1.5 billion over
10 years to bring about a transfer of intercity freight from
road to rail. {About $6 billion in federal funds has been
spent on roads in the past 10 years.) Jacana proposes less
emphasis on the ‘spine’ railway, upgrading and better
usc of the line through Parkes and Broken Hill, and the
building of new lines inland. As Andrew Wilkinson, an
information officer for the Australian Railways 'nion,
says, it would be ‘more of a network’. The propos. — also,
of course, offers more security for rail employees, who
would sutfer huge job losses under the Booz Allen pro-
posal.

Jacana estimates that its plan would lcad to reve-
nue increases, with a return on the capital investment
after ninc years. And there would be savings because of
lower road-maintenance costs and fewer road accidents.
An increase in rail use would also be environmentally
desirable. “The current National Rail Corporation pro-
gram is based on quick-tfix solutions,’ says Wilkinson.
‘It’s a patch-up job.’

Asked about the Jacana proposal, the rail corpora-
tion’s chict, Ted Butcher, says: ‘Jacana have come up
with some interesting ideas, but they were employed at
the suggestion of the unions. Our consultants {Booz
Allen) said the best financial return on the freight line
would be if it went through Melbourne, even though
that is not the shortest route. Jacana have a different
perspective, but it would mean spending a lot more
moncey, and we simply aren’t going to get that unless
we show that rail can work’

Is the National Rail Corporation the best body to
demonstrate that? Many of the details of how it will

operatc—what it will own and what it will
lease—are not yet clear,

R AIL’S MOST CONSPICUOUS SUCCESS STORY has been

Australian National, the authority created when the
Whitlam government offered to take over the failing
state rail systems in the carly 1970s. Only Tasmania
and South Australia accepted the offer, and their rail-
ways were amalgamated with the old Commonwealth
railways to create Australian National. At a time when
all state rail authorities were racking up frightening
deficits, Australian National drew up a 10-vear plan that
has resulted in its freight services running at a profit.
The authority receives tederal supplements to operate
some loss-making passenger services, such as the Indian-
Pacific and the Ghan, but other loss-making scrvices
have been eliminated and staft have been cut by 43¢
cent.



LAST YEAR THE CHAIRMAN of Australian National, Don
Williams, criticised the rail corporation’s plan in a
background paper submitted to the Economic Planning
and Advisory Council. Williams cited Australian
National as the best model for reform of the railways,
concluding that integration of all rail authorities into a
federal system would yield benefits of $3 billion to the
cconomy. In contrast, the ‘partial integration’ of freight
scrvices proposed by the rail corporation would yield
only $1.5 billion. The corporation’s plan, however, is
the one favoured by the states. They fear federal take-
over, and working with the corporation would leave
them in substantial control of the railways. However,

The att 2r

as Williams points out, therein lies the weakness of the
corporation, since the states have a poor record on rail
reform.

The head of the National Rail Corporation, Ted
Butcher, admits that more could be done. ‘Rail has no
credibility,” he says."What we have got to do is use this
new injection of money to show what rail can do. Then
morce might be possible.” But the impression remains
that Australia is approaching the future of rail with at
least as much reluctance as enthusiasm.

Margaret Simons is a freelance journalist. She writes
regularly for Eurcka Street.

with apologies to Gerard Manley Hopkins

I caught this morning morning’s menace, king-
dom of transport’s tyrant, rattling rust-red rat trap in his

riding

Of the flat metallic underneath him rigid rail, and subdividing
Commuters in carriages. How a shuddering stop as we halted
at Erskineville station made me cling
To the railing! Then off, off forth with a spring,
As a P-plate learner leaps and then stops and then leaps again;

while I am deciding

Whether to risk it right into town, or go hiding
In Redfern—the deceive of, the bastardy of the thing!

Brute ugliness, dirt and old age—oh God, now the overhead cables here
Buckle! AND the sparks that break from thee then, a billion
Times more frightening, more dangerous than bussing down the Hume

by Pioneer.

No wonder of it: sheer plod makes transport policy vaudevillian,
As fiscal conjurers make trains—ah, disappear
And buses, too, to save the odd half million.

Dermot Dorgan

(The last of Sydney’s ‘red rattler’ trains was taken out of commission at the end of 1991)
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In the end Bishop

Casey is just
one kind of
old-fashioned

male/cleric, and

[ hope it’s that

recognition that

shakes the church

in Ireland.
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MARGARET (COFFEY

‘The leaving of Galway’

HAVE A MEMORY Of Bishop Eamonn Cascy standing in
the middle of a crowded restaurant in Melbourne in
1970, singing in a good tenor:

Oh God be with you Kerry

Where in childhood I made merry,
You could hear the fiddler tuning up
And resining his bow ..

I have a photo from the same day of Bishop Casey
with a half a dozen or so Kerry priests working in Mel-
bourne. Most of them are dead now but they were
familiar faces in my Kerry parcnts’ house and one of
them gave us the photo as a memento. It was that sort
of occasion.

Ircland had never done very much for
its emigrants, and the Irish church’s con-
tribution was a desultory cffort at saving
their faith when they got to the foreign
shore of their choice. Despite this the Irish
people—most of them, anyway—have a
great attachment to their place of origin,
and Kerry people have a peculiarly strong
sense of themselves. Even if ‘there was
nothing there’ the place holds on to them.

So Bishop Casey was a fillip. At the
end of the night his pockets were filled with
bits of paper carrying greetings to mothers
and fathers and brothers and sisters back
home whom he would ring on his return.
And he did. It was an cxciting way to come
across a priest, never mind a bishop, who
identified so vividly with what moved
emigrant pcople—who understood the ‘ruin
of the spirit’ (his words) that came about if
you ignore it.

He had started out writing letters to
young people who left his parish in Ireland to go to work
in England; then during his holidays he would visit them.
He became chaplain to the 106,000 Irish who lived in
Slough, an industrial town near London, and that’s how
he came to be known more widely—because he didn’t
stick to expectations. He ended up in 1968 as chairman
of Shelter, the British national campaign for the home-
less. Then he was made Bishop of Kerry; at 42 he was
Ireland’s youngest bishop.

I remember he was liked a lot in Kerry. You’d often
hear people telling tales of his joviality and of the speed
at which he drove to his house at Inch and the cathedral
in Killarney. My father said to me that it was just as
well he wasn't made Archbishop of Dublin, but in Irish
terms Galway is important enough.

The city is lively, with lots of young people who
are well-educated by Australian standards. There’s a
university, a touch of cosmopolitanism—many people
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have lived and worked outside the country—an Irish-
language culture keeping life up in Connemara and, right
through the diocese, unemployment and emigration.

What went on with Mrs Murphy in the carly '70s
is not that interesting, except insofar as it was a sign of
naivety and vanity. What does interest me are the im-
ages | have of Eamonn Casey as Bishop of Galway. Re-
member when Ronald Reagan paid a flying visit to
Ballyporcen in 19842 Well, Bishop Casey declined to
welcome him, out of solidarity with the peoples of
Central America. That was a shining moment in all the
sludge of American-style ‘roots’ sentimentality.

I have another image of him from Galway, as the
bishop who excrted his authority to prevent tubal
ligation being carried out in Galway hospitals run by
religious orders. {In other words, in Galway hospitals.)
For my friends in Galway it proved a point: an lIrish
bishop’s spots don’t change. Tt wasn’t so much the
content of the edict as its style. It struck me then that
all the social activism had been very much ‘50s-style,
the sort where the priest does things for the people. The
engaging personality disguises the real relationship, and
the theological and pastoral imagination doesn’t extend
to the quite different complexities of Ireland in the '80s
and '90s.

[ have a final image of Bishop Casey, presiding at a
crowded Sunday Mass in a Jesuit church in Galway. A
number of children were being confirmed. It was one of
those liturgically dead occasions you come across so
often in Irish churches. You got the feeling that abso-
lutely nothing was being got out of the symbolism of
all those children standing there except the comfort-
able assumption that they would all grow up to be good
Catholics.

I suppose that Bishop Casey thought he was going
to something, rather than simply flecing when he went
to America in May. The tension of the past 20 years or
so must have been wearing. But, as my tather said to
me, ‘Ireland is full of women whose husbands have ske-
daddled. Adding one more shows very poor form.” So in
the end Bishop Cascy is just one kind of old-fashioned
male/cleric, and T hope it’s that recognition that shakes
the church in Ireland.

As a young man, Bishop Casey had a talent for
linking himself profoundly with the people. Sonia
Wagner, in her booklet Understanding Ministry, quotes
a Jesuit rector addressing a group of young men facing
ordination: what he asked was not ‘Are you strong and
talented enought to be a priest?’ but ‘Are you weak
enough?’ Maybe that question should be asked again —
long after ordination.

Margaret Coffey is a producer for ABC Radio National.
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KLY FEATURE OF TERTTARY tDUCATION In Australia
since 1986 has been the influx of full-fee-paying over-
seas students. In June 1990 it was estimated that there
were 65,000 overscas students in Australia, of whom
44,000 paid full course fees. Public universities carncd
more than $150 million from this source of revenue in
1990, providing a welcome supplement to the tightly
controlled funds from the Department of Education,
Employment and Training,

Given Australia’s economic position, it is not sur-
prising that an opportunity to reduce the trade deficit
was grasped and exploited, but this state of affairs is a
far cry from education as forcign aid. The countries from
which Australian universities are sceking students do
not read like a Who's Who of Democracy. Most are
sexist, authoritarian and racist, most have indecent
disparitics between rich and poor, and there is no pros-
pect that our provision of education will change any of
this. Courses in moral philosophy and democratic
theory—Iet alone women'’s studies—arce not much in
demand among tull-fee paying oversceas students.

Some authorities have wineed at the crass tone of
certain promotional literature, which has read more like
a company’s boast of record profits than the documen-
tation of an institution of higher learning. In the scarch
for morce presentable motives, or at least respectable spin-
offs, a version of the economic trickle-down theory has
been advanced. In other words, visiting students from
authoritarian regimes will absorb some of the valuces of
liberal democracy while here and take them back to their
home countries where, from their leadership positions,
they will influence others. Such a theory is plausible
under certain circumstances, especially if there is a
compulsory humanities component in all courses, but
the infrequency with which itis articulated shows what
a minimal role it plays in official thinking.

The phenomenon ot tull-fee-paying overscas stu-
dents has been assisted by the corporatisation of tertiary
institutions, and universities have witnessed the tri-
umph of business principles, practices and jargon. Stu-
dents are no longer students but customers, clients,
stake-holders—anything but students. And note the
hidcous ‘offshore” for overseas! All tyrants know the
value of language in exercising control and this ‘busi-
ness-speak’ has been useful in reorienting tertiary edu-
cation. Universities have scen an influx of corporate
types into the ranks: accountants and others with narrow
educational backgrounds who care little for academic
values and view universities as just another enterprisc.
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Trading places

When a university touts for business, educational ideals are at risk.

In this, they tend to mirror common pereeptions about
the federal education burcaucracy. These people are not
exclusively to be found in administration. Their values
are shared by certain academics in some of the newer
‘disciplines’ such as business or computing who, come
the anticipated free market for university labour, expect
to command huge salarics.

In this environment, administrators who cling to
morc traditional values and who choosc to work in ter-
tiary education partly because it is not like business, are
increasingly marginalised, like their academic col-
leagues. In many universitics, a necessary condition for
administrative promotion is to make clear one’s adher-
ence to anti-collegial models of ‘management’ and to
mock the notion that statf should have any say in
decisions that affect them.

The quest for the overseas student dollar is con-
sistent with patterns now fully established in the tertiary
sector. Universities vie with cach other at trade tairs in
Asia and beyond to attract the children of these coun-
tries” moneyed clites. Some university graduation cer-
cmonies, ranging from the modest to the extravagant,
are now held overseas. One university took an entourage
of twenty to a popular holiday destination. The tcam
icluded a senior administrator to carry the ceremonial
mace in the academic procession. In a concession to
sexist culture, wives are sometimes taken as ‘hostesses’;
what Australia’s two female vice-chancellors make of
this practice is unclear. Needless to say, such entour-
ages do not stay at the Asian equivalent of the YMCA,
nor are they stacked down the back of cconomy class in
the aircraft. Rumour has it that one university cven paid

the hotel bills for parents attending its Asian
graduation ceremony.

UCH EXTRAVAGANCE I8 DETENDED 01 cconomic/public
relations grounds. The moncy comes from the overscas
students, not from federal tunds, and in the quest to be
regarded as the best no PR expense is to be spared. Many
large universities include a PR person among the ranks
of its fatter fat cats. Once wonders what fraction of a
typical overscas fece—about $12,000 per year for an un-
dergraduate—goces on this excess.

One university, defending an Asian escapade, saw
it as complementing the Australian government’s efforts
to rchuild links with Malaysia (damaged by that nasty
beast, free speech in Australial. As if the eftforts of Evans
and Hawlke were not enough! Giventheh o1 -ole of
universitics as defenders of free specch and dissent, one
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Calling in Columbus’ debts

As the 500th anniversary of Columbus’ voyage approaches,
Australian Aborigines and other indigenous peoples
are asserting a new kind of self-determination.

sISTER Of ONE of the young Aboriginal men
whosce death was investigated by the Royal Commis-
sion into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody was addressing
a group of Catholic bishops. She spoke of the difficul-
ties in convincing her young people to play the rules of
the game. ‘“There’s no justice,” the youngsters reply,
‘there’s just us’. Songwriter Paul Kelly, who has
befriended many many Aboriginal artists, sings of Spe-
cial Treatment, itemising the policies inflicted on Abo-
rigines since European scettlement. His song tails to
convince many white school-
children, who think the problem
is Abstudy and other special
bencfits and programs aimed at
providing cqual opportunity for
Aborigines.

With great tanfare, hand-
shaking and backslapping, Rob-
crt Tickner, Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs, tabled the
response  of all  Australian
governments—cexcept for the
>recently clected Tasmanian
government—to the royal com-
mission, announcing an cxtra
$150 million in programs.

The only problem was
working out which level of gov-
crnment would pick up the tab.
The fine printvevealed it was $30
million a year for the next {ive
years. Most of the funds will go
to stretched Aboriginal legal
scrvices and the development of
new programs aimed at beating
the grog. The commission made
339 recommendations, cach of
which has now been comment-
cd on by cach government. Despite the investigation of
99 dcaths, no police or prison officer is to face scrious
criminal charges. No money has yet been allocated tor
new initiatives to relieve disadvantage, or to set right
the underlying causes of Aboriginal alienation.

Even if the day were
approaching when
Aborigines as a group
were no longer poor,
disadvantaged and
dispossessed, Australians
would still need to
consider the issue of

indigenous rights.

Five hundred years after

Columbus, these are still
uncharted waters for the

international community.
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Patrick Dodson, an Aboriginal leader and former
royal commissioner, now has the difficule task of con-
vincing Aboriginal groups to back the government’s
Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation, which has a
decade to investigate the desirability of an ‘instrument
of reconciliation’. He is right when he claims: “The
question that must be directed to critics of the process
1s what is the practical alternative to reconciliation? 1
think the only alternative is to do nothing, I believe we
have reached a stage in our evolution as a nation where
neither Aboriginal nor non-Aboriginal Australians can
afford for that to happen.’

Yet some Aboriginal groups think they would be
better off with nothing; they are so mistrustful of Aus-
tralian political processes that they see no gain in
negotiating concessions within limits set by non-Abo-
riginal moralising and domestic political realism. They
see no point in getting things seteled so the line can be
drawn. They would prefer sporadic gains and the assur-
ance after each encounter that the last word has not
been spoken on Aboriginal rights. For them, treaty talk
1s the invention of bourgeois non-Aborigines who are
anxious to clean up the nation’s backyard betore the
international spotlight zeroes in. Some Aborigines

see future international embarrassment
without a treaty as their chict political lever.
I HE IRONY OF wHITE AUsTrADANS moralising about East
Timor and Indonesia while regarding Aboriginal claims
to sclf-determination as romantic rhetoric has not been
lost on some Aboriginal leaders. President Suharto gave
us a taste of things to come when he went on the attack
welcoming Mr Keating to Indonesia claiming that his-
tory showed that all modernised countries ‘had cheir
ups and downs before they achieved modemisation.
They were rather fortunace because the technology of
communications and development of the media was not
as advanced as it is today. Their shortcomings and faults
which definitely existed in their development were not
disseminated quickly everywhere and were not exag-
gerated.’

In 1987, 38 peree of *

ed the idea of a treaty. The latest pon snows oo per cent.
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Young people, alive to the music of Yothu Yindi and
emerging as the first school graduates to have under-
taken Aboriginal studics in their curriculum, are 83 per
cent in favour of a treaty. Naturally the percentages in
rural areas are less. Even those in favour have little sense
of what the process or content of any treaty would be. If
constitutional recognition of indigenous rights is to be
on the agenda, majority approval will be essential. Abo-
riginal rights will have to piggyback on more mainstream
issues such as the republic and a bill of rights. No Abo-
riginal measure will get up unless it has the support of
the main political parties. Dodson and his followers are
right when they say there is no option but to support
the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation if constitu-
tional entrenchment of rights is to be even theoretically

under consideration, let alone actually placed

I on the political agenda.

N THE PAST DECADE Aborigines have been travelling to
Geneva for meetings of the Working Group on Indige-
nous Populations, which is drafting a declaration of
rights of indigenous peoples. Many indigenous groups
have been investigating the concept of self-determina-
tion within the legal framework of the nation states built
on their dispossession without consent or compensa-
tion. Both the International Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights, and the International Cov-
enant on Civil and Political Rights proclaim: ‘All peoples
have the right of self-determination. By virtue of that
right they freely determine their political status and
freely pursue their economic, social and cultural
development.’

In international law, self-determination has come
to have a technical meaning in the decolonisation
process. When a colonial power is withdrawing from a
territory, the people of the territory are to be assured a
free choice in determining their political future. Indig-
enous peoples are now attempting to argue by analogy
that they too are ‘peoples’ in the sense recognised by
international law, and so have the right to determine
their future, whether as part of the nation state in which
they live or as a separate state or entity enjoying inter-
national recognition. This argument has had little appeal
to governments, which are prepared to concede only
greater autonomy within the nation.

There is now a domestic meaning of self-determi-
nation that, while not claiming sovereignty, connotes
morc than sclf-management. It incorporates the notion
that indigenous organisations and representatives should
be able to shape policy for their people and not simply
manage governiment prograims, run cooperative enter-
prises and administer local government functions for
communitics which happen to be indigenous. This
political term has no guaranteed legal content. Contin-
ued attempts by Aboriginal leaders to extend it to selt-
determination as recognised in international law sense
take no account of the UN’s position that any attempt
aimed at the partial or total disruption of the national
unity and the territorial integrity of a country is incom-

patible with the purpose and principles of the United
Nations Charter.

Even if the day were approaching when Aborigines
as a group werce no longer poor, disadvantaged and dis-
possessed, Australians would still need to consider the
issuc of indigenous rights. Five hundred years after
Columbus, these are still uncharted waters for the
international community. One of the prime purposes
of the UN is to promote and .
encourage respect for human
rights  and fundamental
freedoms without distinction ik
as to racc. There is a well-
developed jurisprudence of
discrimination legislation that [
permits temporary measures of
benign discrimination, even on v
the basis of race, because such
measures help racially identi-
fiable deprived groups to par-
ticipate more equitably in the
general society of which they
are a part. It is hardly likely
that the UN would encourage
or permit the recognition of
permanent measures of benign
discrimination in favour of in-
digenous groups as part of its charter for promoting hu-
man rights without distinction as to race.

At last year's session of the Working Group on
Indigenous Peoples, the Brazilian observer delegation
expressed the view that some articles of the draft Dee-
lararion of Indigenous Rights would ‘hardly be accepted
by most governments if their present language 1s main-
tained: for instance, those provisions which tend to at-
tribute  to indigenous people  the right  to
sclf-determination similar to that enjoyed by sovereign
states under international law.’” If pressed, the

Australian government delegation would add
the same reservation.

=

N12 Ocroser, Columbus Day, the world will mark
the 500th anniversary of Columbus’ discovery of the
Americas. Indigenous peoples will remind us that
Columbus discovered nothing that had not alrecady been
discovered, inhabited, and reflected upon for centuries
by entire sociceties that were to suffer from colonisa-
tion. But on Columbus Day this year the UN Sccretary
General will formally open the International Year for
the World’s Indigenous Peoples, with the theme ‘Indig-
enous Peoples—A New Partnership’. The General
Assembly’s resolution establishing the forthcoming in-
ternational year makes no mention of self-determina-
tion. The Australian government, however, in
welcoming the UN initiative has said, ‘It will be an
opportunity to reflect further on what the right to sclf-
determination means for indigenous peoples.’

Robert Tickner has taken his lead from the Royal
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody and
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The irony of white
Australians moralising
about East Timor and
Indonesia while regarding
l_/AborjgjnaZ claims to

= self-determination as
|romantic rhetoric has not
been lost on some

\\ Aboriginal leaders.
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New Age practices have
ntered wider business circles
as well. There are
multinational companies
that admit to using seminars
on Zen, shamanism and
voodoo techniques to train
their executives in ‘pushing
beyond the limits’, and
astrology and numerology
are commonly used to select

the right applicant for a job.
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Reich, Kurt Lewin, Carl Rogers and Abraham Maslow; studies reconciling the views
of quantum physics and thosc of oriental philosophy, in particular The Tao of Physics
by Fritjof Capra; the success in France of The Morning of the Magicians by Louis
Pauwels and Jacques Bergicr, and of the journal Planet, which espouses many New Age
themes, from occultism to mysticisim, and from flying saucers to parapsychology. It
went so far as to include the ideas of the famous Jesuit palacontologist Teilhard de
Chardin whom the New Age claims as one of its intellectual masters. Wasn’t he already
talking about ‘planctary consciousness’?

When the golden Age of Aquarius arrives, it will supposedly herald the death of
the Age of Pisces and of Christianity, periods characterised by division and violence,
hate and war. It will be inaugurated by the second coming of the cosmic Christ, which
will coincide with the coming of a new kind of world religion. For no spiritual system,
according to the ‘children of Aquarius’, will be able to impose itself on humanity
through a single language. In the background of this spiritual hospitality, which offers
to synthesise all religions and to take up where they leave off, there is a bitter denial

of any transcendent revelation; and this denial is aimed chiefly at Christi-

anity.

-» ~ HAT Is THE CONTENT of this new religion of Aquarius? The formula of the gnos-
tics of the first Christian centuries was, ‘I take hold of my good where [ find it.” The
children of Aquarius say, ‘From the moment that this works for you, it doesn’t matter
what you believe.” And just as the first gnostics adapted Greek or Persian mythologies,
so the New Age appropriated to itself many currents. This is a contemporary version
of gnosticism, where you construct your own belief by accumulating knowledge—
supposed to be a secret—that is culled from every quarter. And so, in the New Age,
one draws as much from Buddhism—especially Tibetan Buddhism—as from Hindu-
ism, Sufism or the biblical tradition. It is a matter of uniting that which was diverse; a
cumulative, but reductionist, syncretism.

The New Age is also a collection of practices that are scemingly at odds. It borrows
freely from different techniques of meditation to reach a ‘mew cosmic consciousness’
by illumination. Often, simple techniques of developing consciousness are confused
with mysticism. There is an impressive array of schools of psychotherapy that take
this direction—sophrology, rebirth, self-directed training—Dbut there are also creative
activities such as sculpture, pottery, music and psychodrama, autohypnosis, and voodoo.
A person transtormed by such experiences would supposedly reach illumination by
discovering that they are a simple spark of the divine. For the New Age, the divine is
not in fact a person, but the most highly developed expression of the cosmos. And a
human being is not someone entering into a relationship with others, but a simple
wave on the cosmic ocean, a part of the Great Whole.

In this way the New Age presents itself as a vast movement of spiritual seeking.
But, unlike the established religions that impose a codified relation with the divine,
New Age religions want to establish an immediate contact with divinity that dwells
in cach person. On this view, God is no longer transcendent, and the human person
discovers that he or she is God. The New Age represents one of the most typical
expressions of the new way of being religious, and of paganism. Its implicit creed,
common to many movements which lay claim to it, has many similaritics with that
of esotericism and of occultism.

The new human being no longer has need of revelation. The slogan ‘it’s true if
you believe it recalls the temptation of Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden to eat the
fruit of the tree of knowledge, so that they might ‘become like gods’. Such a person has
no further need of grace; it is sufficient to activate the powers, as yet underexercised,
of onc’s consciousness. As an autonomous being, the person no longer has need of
salvation, since salvation is brought about by the sclf, thanks to the rebirths that
automatically give assurance of purification.

The human being will have no turther need of redemption by the cross of Christ,
for deliverance from cvil is in one’s own hands. Health of the body will be recovered
by the new therapies, health of the spirit by the practices of developing consciousness,
health of the soul by interior illumination. Jesus becomes only one of numerous
manifestations of a cosmic Christ that came down upon him at his baptism in the
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tinitely into the past and yet be like
the positive fractions, of which there
is no first one. As Davies explains, the
cosmological hypothesis worked out
by Hartlec and Hawking is a bit differ-
ent. According to their investigation
ofthe tiny compressedspace-time with
which the universe began (less than
ten to the power of minus thirty three
centimetres radius) there is no point
that is uniquely ‘first’, and more im-
portantly it makes no more sense to
ask what happened before sucha point
than it does to ask what on the surface
of the earth is north of the north pole.
{It was space-time and not just its
contents that has expanded to its
present vast size.)

Hawking has suggested that this
may do away with the need for
believinginacreator God. (lamslightly
puzzled as to what Hawking might
have meant by the phrase ‘The Mind

of God’ in the conclusion of his Bricef

Historv of Time, and which Davies
uses for the title of his book.) No
theologian ought to be worried about
there beingno time before the universe
began. St Thomas, at his best, thought
of Godas beingoutside timealtogether,
and of creation as a non-temporal
sustaining of the whole space-time
universe. Davies sees this point very
well: the real puzzles are better put as
‘Why does the universe exist at all?’
and ‘Why is the universe as it is?’
Davics is more concerned with the
latter one.

As a preliminary objection to a
theistic answer here, let me repeat the
intelligent child’s questionWhomade
God?’ The Thomistic answer is that
God is a necessary being, and so his
existence needs no explanation. Un-
fortunately the Thomist notion of a
necessary being has come to seem
quite unclear to present day analytic
philosophers. We understand what it
is for a proposition such as ‘either it is
raining or it is not raining’ to be Ingi-
cally necessary, but no c¢xistential
proposition can be necessary in this
sense. (And if it were it would be
empty of factual information.}

On the other hand, it is hard to see
what other sense of ‘necessary’ will
fill the bill. Thus we might define a
necessary being as one which needed
nothingoutside itsclfforits existence.
God would certainly be a necessary
beingin thissense, but what argument
would there be against an atheist who

held that the physical universe itsclf
isanccessary being in the sense of not
requiringanythingoutsideitsclf? This
sensc of 'necessary’is clearly notstrong
cnough for the theist’s purpose. 1
suspect that Aquinas was not clear
about the matter and that a suitable
sense of ‘necessary’ is impossible to
find, though I shall come back shortly
to an interesting suggestion which
was put forward by the philosopher of
cosmology John Leslie.

Philosophers and scientists have
wondered at the fact that there are
beautiful and elegant systems of laws
of nature. Why is the universe not
totally chaotic? Paul Davies expounds
modern physics and cosmology in a
very readable manner so as to bring
out this sense of wonder. Certainly
this invites a theistic answer, though
I think that the answer is open to the
‘“Who madc God?’ type of objection. If
God made the laws of nature, then
presumably there must be as much
complexity in him as in the system of
laws itself, and so Ockham’s razor
suggests resting content with the
physical universe. Nevertheless this
theisticanswerhas come to seem more
compelling, at least psychologically,
since recent investigations of the ex-
traordinary ‘fine tuning’ of apparently
unrelated constants occurring in these
laws. Without such fine tuning a uni-
verse such as ours, with galaxics,

stars, planets and lifc could

T not have existed.
HESE RELATIONSHIPS ARF mind-

boggling indeed and are very well dis-
cussed by John Leslic in his book
Universes |Routledge, 1989). Leslie is
sympathetic to non-theistic answers
{such as the ‘many universes’
hypothesis of Brandon Carter) but he
himself opts for a theism according to
which goodness tends to come into
existence. Davies gives this answer
rather short shrift on ppl71-2, and I
too have difficulties with it, cven
though I find it interesting. One diffi-
culty is duc to the fact that I regard
cthical principles as cxpressions of
ourdesiresorattitudes, not statements
of tact about the world. Leslic also has
problems about the existence of pain
and other evils, which leads him into
what T consider to be metaphysical
implausibilities, but of course he is
not alone among theists in having
trouble with the problem of evil.
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Leslie’s God is not what I could con-
sider to be a personal one, though 1
think that he would reply that the
theologian’s notion of a ‘person’ is
often a very analogical one indecd.
Leslie traces his theory to antecedents
as far back as Plotinus and even Plato.
Brandon Carter’s answer to the
problem of fine tuning is that there arc
infinitely many universes |perhaps we
should call them ‘subuniverses’, if
‘universe’ is used to
refer to everything).
Most of these uni-
verses will be cha-
oti¢, and in an infin-
itesimal proportion
of them will there
be by chance the re-
lations between
constants of naturc
that allow galaxies
orstars or planets to
form, let alone liv-
ing beings. We are
of course in one of
these, since we are
here to tell the tale.
A similar answer is
due to Andrei Linde,
who has a theory
that the universe
inflates after the big
bang with all sorts
of random symme-
try breakings so that
the universe divides
intoinfinitely many
subuniverses, of
which what we rc-
gard as our huge
universe is only one
infinitesimal part.
Davies regards
Carter’s idea as
going against Ock-
ham's razor, the principle that in our
theories entitics should not be multi-
plicdbeyond necessity. In theendlam
inclined to think so too, though this is
less clear in the case of Linde’s theory.
We must remember that multiplica-
tion of cntitics does not go against
Ockham’s razor if it simplifies total
theory and provides explanation. In
my opinion the most congenial non-
theistic explanation of the fine tuning
would come from a final unificd theo-
ry of the sort that Stephen Hawking
envisages for the future, in which the
laws of nature arc related to one an-
otherinasimple manner, and the fine
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Davies confesses to
mystical feelings, and so
perhaps should anyone who
contemplates the wonders
of physics and cosmology.
Awe and wonder are
appropriate, and these
emotions are the basis at
least of pantheism.
Pantheism seems to me to
differ from atheism only in
one’s attitude to the
universe. Not for nothing
was Spinoza described by
some as a God intoxicated
man and by others as a

hideous atheist.
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Two nto one will go

HERE ARE A FEW THINGS about the
biblical accountsof creation that might
not please a scientist like Paul Davies.
Oneotthemis that the Book of Genesis
begins with not one but two versions
of how itall happened. It would surely
have been neater and less confusing to
settle for one of the two accounts, but
the Bible opts for both. In the argot of
biblical study, Genesis 1 gives us the
Pricstly account and Genesis 2 gives
us the Yahwistic account.

This is all the stranger, given the
Hebrew Bible's genius for melding dif-
ferent texts with hardly a trace of a
scam. But in the account of creation
there is no attempt to do this. The
Bible chooses juxtaposition, and the
questionis why? One part of ananswer
is that it makes clear from the start
thatthereare, atleast, twovalid, indeed
complementary, ways of looking at
the same vast phenomenon. There is
no one ‘right” account of the creation
that offers guidance in assessing the
relationship bhetween physical

and metaphysical readings

F of the cvent,
OR ALL THEIR DIFFERENCES, however,

the two versions converge at key
points. First, they discount the possi-
bility that there was no beginning,
that the physical universe has always
existed. For the Bible, there was a
beginning, and the agent of the begin-
ning was the one who is designated
mysteriously in Genesis 1:1as Elohim.
The biblical God is bounced on to the
stageimmediately but namelessly; and
throughout the Bible he will refusc to
namc himself. This, itscems, is a God
who names himsclt by what he does;
and what he does is bring the order of
creation from the chaos evoked in
Genesis 1:2, the chaos of the void, the
darkness, the waters.

He may be a God of action, but he
is also a God who speaks. In fact, it is
his word that docs the acting. This is
one point where the Bible parts com-
pany with the other creation stories of
its time. In them, the creator-god en-
ters into battle with the seca monster,
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symbol of chaos, defeats the monster
and so brings to birth the order of
creation. But in the Bible there is no
sca monster in sight, and no battle. A
word is spoken: ‘God suaid, “Let there
be light”, and there was light'. It is the
word thatcreates worlds. In that sense,
the universe is undergirded more by
language than by the mathematics
that so impress Paul Davies.

The two versions also agree that
the divine act of creation is a process.
They recount the process differently,
but in both stories we see a God who
works step by step. They also agree
that in the process of creation, the
appearance and role of the human
being are exceptional. In the Priestly
story (Genesis 1), the creation of the
human being comes last, as the climax
of the process. The Yahwistic story
(Genesis 2] is still more radically hu-
manist: the man is created first and
the woman last, so that the entire
process of creating the universe is
embraced by the process of creating
the human being.

The Bible rules out a sense of the
human being as just onc of many cle-
ments of the physical universe. The
Yahwistic story has the human being
as collaborator, even co-creator with
the God who brings the creatures to
the man so that he may name them.
By virtue of the act of naming—the
capacity forlanguage—the man shares
the divine work of bringing order from
chaos. This could not be more differ-
ent from other creation stories of the
time, such as the Enuma Elish, in
which the human being is created to
be slave of the gods.

However emphatic the Bible is
that there was a God-driven begin-
ning, itsays nothing of why God chose
to create. Paul Davies and others may
discern in the universe a miracle of
design that suggests a purpose, but
what that purpose may be the Bible
does not say. It tells us what God has
done and how, but says nothing of
why. Under the influence of late Jew-
ish apocalyptic, the New Testament
looks to an end, which it describes as
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the return of the Risen
Christ to judge the
world. Paul describes
the intervening process
as a gestation (Romans
8:22), imagining ‘glori-
ous freedom of the chil-
dren of God’ (Romans

8:21). -
But this is not so
much the goal for which creation was
destined from the start as arestoration
of creation as it was before the Fall. A
vision of this kind implies a crucial
clement of which the physical scienc-
¢s can take no account—the element
of sin, understood by the Bible as that
radical power which disfigures the
creation, which reverses the process
of God’s work and brings chaos from

order.

A second point of perplexity is the
Bible’s notion of God’s freedom. Paul
Davies objects to the notion of a God
who at times chooses to infringe the
magnificent laws that undergird the
universe. These laws, he claims, have
about them an absolute quality to
which even God is subject.

The Bible does not agree. It makes
it plain that only God and his freedom
arc absolute and demonstrates this
repeatedly as God cither infringes or
transcends the laws of ¢reation. He is
quite literally a law unto himself, and
this is never clearer than in the great-
est moments of his intervention—
most spectacularly, of course, in the

Exodus and Resurrection

storics.

I < THE LANGUAGE Of the Bible the fan-
guage of the physical sciences? Cer-
tainly not. Are the two languages con-
tradictory? Certainly not. They are no
morc contradictory than the two
mythic interpretations of data that
the Bible juxtaposes in the beginning,
We all grapple with data; we are all
purveyors of myth.

Mark Coleridge tcaches biblical

studics at Catholic Theological Col-
lege, Clayton, Victoria.
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A theology of bird watching

SALITIRATURI PERSON AMONg
theology students [ keep finding my-
self discussing Gerard Manley Hop-
kins’ poem The Windhover, because
itfeaturesin twobooks by theologians.
Both Sallie McFaguc, in Speaking in
Parables, and Hans Urs von Balthasar,
in The Glory of the Lord {vol. 3}, un-
derstand very well how poetry works:
they respond to it as experience, not as
coded information to be solved into
definitional language.

Unfortunatcly, ncither of them
understands this particularpoem. The
problem is not that they are not ‘crit-
ics’, for many critics have missed the
point here too, and not necessarily for
lack of theology. The problem is that
they are not birdwatchers.

The habits of kestrels are so no-
ticcable that Hopkins would never
have wonderedif everyone knew them.
The kestrel soars, like other hawks,
on breezes and thermals; when it sees

an interesting movement on the
ground it ‘stands’, holding position
with small ripples of the wingtips. All
this 1s in the first cight lines of the
pocm. Characteristically, a kestrel
then folds its wings and drops like a
stone onto its target, resuming flap-
ping only as it takes the prey, with
split-sccond timing, to avoid a crash.
This is what the septet of the poem
refers to: the bird crumples (‘buckle’)
and falls from heaven to carth. Not
recognising this fall, von Balthasar
sceks crucifixion imagery in a soaring
bird’s extended wings, imagining it
showering down the ‘embers’ of the
last line. Nor does McFague recognise
it. She secks crucifixion imagery in
‘buckle’—the bird destroyed in some
way connected with ‘Tcaught'.
Surely, howcver, it is not primari-
ly crucifixion Hopkins sees in the
kestrel, but incarnation: the heavenly
king’s oldest son (‘dauphin’) and be-

Timing

loved ‘minion’) makes himself little,
falls to carth and in that action reveals
justhow ‘lovely’and‘dangerous’ he is.
We could only ghimpse this while he
remained inheaven. Paradoxically, he
shows ‘“firc” when he seems least glo-
rious: if the power of God is to shine
through the carthly he must plod the
carth like a ploughman. To reveal the
glory of God Christ must tall and be
broken open, like apparently dead
embers revealing inner tire—that is
the true crucifixion imagery in this
pocm.

Regrettably, theologians are no
more likely than literature people to
obtain a research grant for a good pair
of field glasses. But they might care to
join the critics at the football to lay
solid foundation for reading Bruce
Dawe.

Aileen Kelly is a Mclbourne poet and
teacher.

‘Unfortunatcly, yesterday was the last day’ — heard on radio

Damned if I know whether to feel like Donne

Or like the White Rabbit. History's coming up trumps
Is good for the Bible, bad for the nerves, and faintly
Hard lines on the students. Wrapped in green

Identifying sheets, their exercises

Sleep, as it seems till heavenly cows come home;

No grade shall bless them and no conunent blame

They're altogether otherworldly now.

Squinting, like Dante’s tailor threading a needle,
[ look for angel-trails, in vain, Downtown
Upmarket glassy boxes head for clouds,

Odd seagulls cartwheel in the washed-out blue,
Persons go in and out of trams escaped

From Oz or Luna Park. Pleasure’s as usual,
Business up the creek. A feather of cloud
Catches a thermal and makes for higher things.
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What happens now? Is it like that hotel fire

In lowering heartsick Cardiff vears ago?

Should I stand in the lobby, a bunch of travellers' cheques
A passport and a diary stuffed in pockets,

Hopetul and helpless? An entirelv golden tree

A short stone's throw away 1s trving to tell me

Something about the next step., flinging its wealth

To the wind, free-handed, and tipping me the wink.

Peter Steele
























Eureka Street Cryptic Crossword no. 3, June 1992.

Devised by ! R + 5 6

Joan Nowotny IBVM . . . .
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1,6. GGSE. A morning recipe? (9,4}

9. Make jokes in this ludicrous situation {5,5)

10. They are past; so arc we. (4]

12. The gambler should keep a log-hook in order to improve his perform-
ance. (6,6)

. Some people arc upscet, but Ellen and [ are overflowing with enthusi-
asm. (9}

17. How poetic! The sun-god over there is clad in silk-like garb. (5)

18. The brightest star, the first of a series, is now in a terminal phase. {5)

19. The pedestrian going by, out of the West, is like a sparrow perching

on the housctop? (9)

20. Astiff-necked people, in an ill-humoured race, for this long trek. (5,71

24, Is it common sense to the Greek mind? (4)

25. Struggles cven to begin a cheer for the aircraft carrier. {10)

26. Not odd; on the level. (4)

27. He follows her to tind the saintly old king of Kent. (9)

—_
[92]

DOWN

1. South of us, it is disagrecable. (4)

2. What rubbish! A register to go to the Roman funeral? (4)

3. There is some confusion about the French realms. Liaise with the

revolutionaries so that you may proclaim them in song. (12)

Crumbed stale bread produces very little. (5)

Honours with an award of French boxes? But they are empty! (9]

7. The brokenivory egg I gave to Hildebrand indicated his place in church
history, {7,3)

. Fancy footwork in the ballroom space tends to obfuscate. (4,6)

11. A deep ravine with an eastern direction—an alternative source of in-
spiration for this writer. (6,6)

13. Maybe the new-fangled crane rising over this bizarre scene is a sign of
cultural revival. [10)

14. The market economy! To make more than the others, go all out for
the Italian leader. (10)

16. The sleeper’s profession, perhaps, under cover? (9}

21. Could be a cut above, but for some not charismatic enough. {5)

22. Use this to turn over the garden tools. (4]

2.3. It can rotate to make the ends go up. (4

S

Sharing the Country

by Frank Brennan

‘... 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
other’s laws and culture.’

- Wenten Rubuntja, elder from the Centre.

A fearless attempot in determinine what
ads e
create an agreement for the future between
black and white Australians.

Penguin Books Australia Ltd rrp $14.95
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