





This month’s cover
shows Pentridge Prison,
Melbourne, its grim
exterior long a symbol of
Victorian penal attitudes.
The privatisation of
prisons may put a coat of
paint on the bluestone
and money in the State
coffers; but are private
owners appropriate agents
of punishment and
rehabilitation!?
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Fraternal
corrections

In our April issue, Fr Christo-
pher Dowd OP took issue with
a review of Le Catéchisme
de’l'¢église universelle by his
Dominican confrére, Fr Denis
Minns OP. Their debate
continues this month.

From Christoplier Dowd OF

[ should be gratetul for the space to
address mysclf directly to the one and
only issuc which is taken up by Fr
Minns in his reply to to my letter, The
issuc in question is the interpretation
to be given to the text of Adversus
Haereses, book 3, chapter 3, paragraph
I.Thave followed Fr Minns’ advice and
consulted Luise Abramowski’s note. I
am pleased to report back that T have
found therein nothing in the least bit
cmbarrassing.

Abramowski’s note is concerned
mainly with the much-disputed point
about whether the church in which
the apostolic tradition has been main-
tained by the faithful everywhere {in
qua semper ab his qui sunt undique
conservata est ed qudae est ab apostolis
traditio) is the church of Rome (hane
. ecclesiam)or the whole church (om-
nem ccclesiam). Abramowski ar-
gucs, I think convincingly, that the
basis for the necessary agreement of
the other apostolic churches with
Rome is their common possession of
the apostolic tradition.

However, for the purposes of my
dehate with Fr Minns, this is not the
point. Abramowski doces not deal ade-
quately with the question of the fact
that Ircnacus singles out one of the
apostolic churches, that of Rome, for
special reatment or why he does this.
Irenacus himsclf tells us thate the rea-
son is that Rome is the greatest, the
oldest and the most renowned of the
churches (niaximae, et antiquissimae,
et omnibus cognitae) because founded
by the two most glorious apostles Pe-
ter and Paul (gloriosissimis duobus
apostolis Petro et Paulo fundatae ct
constitutae) and therefore enjoying a
stronger origin or pre-eminent leader-
ship {(potentiorem principalitatem).

Irenacus states that unauthorised
assemblies can be confounded simply
by referring quite independently to the
tradition that has come down through
the succession of bishops in one
church, that of Rome. At Adversus
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Haereses, 3,3, 2-3, he lists all of those
bishops from the time of the apostles
to Eleutherus, the Roman bishop of his
own day. For Irenacus, what is differ-
ent about the Roman church is that,
because of its potentior principalitas
anchored inits superiorapostolic foun-
dation, it provides the other local
churches with an autonomously-oper-
ating standard whereby the apostolic
tradition can be determined. This
standard is authoritative in the same
way that any standard, yardstick, or
criterion is authoritative. That, essen-
tially, is my understanding of the kind
of authovity that Irenacus claims for
the Roman church. I'do not think that
paragraph 834 of the Catechisme goes
beyond this.

Perhaps the hub of this debate is
what Fr Minns means by ‘the authori-
ty of Romcoverother churches’, which
he insists the Catéchisme gives Ire-
naeus the appearance of claiming, al-
though Fr Minns’ phrascology is not
found in paragraph 834. What is actu-
ally found there is the following: “The
particular churches arce tully Catholic
by communion with one among them:
the Church of Rome ... 7 [Les Eglises
particulicres sont pleinement catho-
ligues par la communion avee 'une
d’entre elles: L'Eglise de Rome ...)
There follows three quotations from
patristic sources including once from
Adversus Haereses: ‘For with this
Church [the Church of Rome], by rea-
son of its more cxcellent origin the
whole Church, thatis to say the faith-
tul everywhere, mustnecessarily agree’
{Caraveccetie E¢lise, enraison de son
origine plus excellent doit nécessaire-
ment s'accorder toute Eglise, ¢'ext-a-
dire les fideles de partout. The origi-
nal Latin rcads as follows: Ad hanc
enim eccclesiam propter potentioreni

principalitatem necesse est omnem
convenire ecclesiam, hoc est, cos qui
sunt undique fideles).

The Catéchisme rightly claims
that among the apostolic churches the
church of Rome is the first and deci-
sive witness to the apostolic tradition
and as such constitutes a doctrinal
criterion of belief for Christians every-
where. The kind of Roman authority
atissuchereis certainly not of a much-
later jurisdiction of government over
the rest of the Church, which is per-
haps what Fr Minns has in mind, but
rather that of the more fundamental
regula fidei The expression which 1
used in my leteer, ‘the uniquely au-
thoritative role of the Church of Rome
among [my cmphasis] all the other
churches’, scems to me to summarise
well the Trenacan position.

In Irenacus’ doctrine we sce one of
the first glimmerings of that long proc-
essofdevelopmentin self-understand-
ing whereby the Church has gradually
articulatcd her faith in the universal
primacy andjurisdiction and the infall-
ible teaching authority cxcrcised by
the Bishop of Rome in the service of
the faithful everywhere.

Christopher Dowd OP
Canberra, ACT
Denis Minns OP replies
Victor White said of this passage of
Adversus Hacereses that it was ‘per-
haps the most-discussed Christian text
outside the Bible’ (Dominican Studies
1951). The reason forall this spiltink—
the literature on this subject shows a
reference to the spilling of ink to be
morcorless de rigueur—is not that the
interpretation of the Latin translation
ot what Irenacus wrote in Greek is
problematical (though it is) but that
Roman Catholic apologists have per-
sisted in attempting to claim Irenacus
as an carly witness for the primacy of
the see of Rome.

In 1576 the Franciscan Feuardent
supposed that the passage meant that
‘everyone must agree with Rome and
not differ from her by so much as an
inch’. Luise Abramowski’s note was
provoked by Dom Adcelin Rousscau's
claim, in 1974, that lrenacus meant
that the church of Rome ‘has not only
a higher dignity than all other church-
¢s but is empowered to speak in their
name to all, and to express authenti-
cally the faith of all'. But an unpreju-
diced reading of the passage inits whole
context shows that Ircnacus has no
higher an opinion of the authority of
the church of Rome than of chat of any



other church of apostolic foundation.

As J.F. McCuc obscrved, in words
quoted by Abramowski, ‘Rome is in-
troduced as an exemplar: it is impor-
tant not becausc it possesses anything
that otherchurches do not possess, but
because it possesses in a clear and
decisive way what any true church
must possess: public transmission of
teaching through the bishops back to
the apostles ... In theory, any of the
apostolic churches could serve as a
doctrinal standard. Rome, becauscitis
so impressively apostolic and because
of its cosmopolitan character and its
extensive dealings with others, is a
most convenient standard’ (Theologi-
cal Studies 25 (1964 1771).

Both Irenacus and his opponents
sought to establish the authenticity of
their teachings by claiming that these
hadbeen handedoninsuceession from
the aposties. They could not both be
right. To scetle the issue, Irenacus pro-
poscd that any doctrine handed on by
the apostles to their succeessors would
surcly still be taught in the churches
founded by the apostles. As the succes-
sion hists of scveral churches show
them to have been founded by the
apostles, all weneed todois toidentify
thosc churches and ask whether what
is taught in them is in agreement with
the heretics or with renacus. But, ‘be-
cause it would be extremely tedious in
a book such as this to spell out the
succeession lists of all the churches’
Irenacus contents himself with the
succession list of one church only, the
church of Rome, forifitis true that the
authentic apostolic faith will be found
in any church of apostolic foundation,
then surely it will be found in this
church, cstablished not by onc but by
two apostles. There is then no need to
set out the succession lists of other
apostolic churches, because it they are
apostolic what they teach must be in
agreement with what is taught in
Rome. The necessity is not once of
moral obligation, but of logic. "There
arc in fact, other apostolic churches,
and by reason of this they cannot have
any other kind of relationship wich the
apostolic church of Rome than agree-
ment with it’ {Abramowskil. ‘Potenti-
orem principalitatem’ does not refer
to’pre-cminent leadership’bue to ‘more
exceellent  origin’—hikanoteran
archen—i.c. two apostles, famous for
their martyrdom, racher than onel.

In no sense whatever can these
words be taken to mean that the Ro-
man church ‘is the first and decisive

witness to the apostolic tradition’, that
it provided other churches with an
‘autonomously-operating standard’ dif-
ferent from or superior to their control
of the truth of doctrine through the
succession-list of any other church of
apostolic foundation. Ircnacus is not
‘making a claim for the uniquely au-
thoritative role of the church of Rome
among all the other churches’, and he
did not intend ‘to cstablish a special
authority for onc particular church,
the Roman’. He was simply doing what
he said he would do—taking a short-
cut,

Itisironic that we could have been
sparcd so much tedium it only Irenac-
us had not chosen to abbreviate his
argument in order to spare us just a
licele. Tt is even more ironic that Ire-
nacus, who rebuked a Roman hishop
for bullying the apostolic churches of
Asia in regard to the date of Easter,
should continue to be misrepresented
as a witness ta Roman primacy, and
should, yet again, be roped into the
‘long process of development in seltf-
understanding whereby the Church has
gradually articulated her faith in the
universal primacy andjurisdiction and
the intallible teaching authority excr-
cised by the Bishop of Rome’. For the

wholc point of Irenacus’ argument is
that apostolic tradition does not and
cannot develop. If it could, the gnos-
tics would have been home and hosed;
any difference between their teaching
and that of the churches could be put
down to development. As W, Wigan
Harvey put it so memorably, Irenacus
made no reserve ‘in favour of any the-
ory of development. If ever we find any
trace of this dangerous delusion in
Christian antiquity, it is uniformly
the plea of heresy’.

Fr Dowd suggests that 1 have im-
posed upon the Catechism a claim for
the authority of Rome over other
churches which the Catechism doces
not makce. However when quoting
‘'whatisactually found there’, FrDowd
coyly omits the end of the sentence:
‘the Church of Rome “which presides
in charity” *. If Fr Dowd supposes that
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by this phrase the Catechism does not
intend a reference to the Authority of
Rome over other churches he should
follow up the Catechism’s footnote
reference to the first Vatican Council,
which had quoted our Irenacan pas-
sage in support of the view that ‘who-
cver succeeds to the chair of Pater
obtains, by the institution of Christ
himself, the primacy of Peter over the
wholc church’. Surely Fr Dowd has not
forgotten the exceedingly dim view
taken by the same Council of anyonc
so temerarious as to asscrt that *bless-
cd Peter the apostle was notappointed
by Christ the lord as prince of all the
apostles and visible head of the whole
church militant; or that it was a prim-
acy of honour only and not one of true
andproperijurisdiction thathe directly
and immediately received from our
lord TJesus Christ himselt’, or that ‘the
Roman pontiff is not the successor of
blessed Peter in his primacy’?
Dennis Minns OP
Clayton, VIC

Out cold

From David Holdcroft

It is with some disquict that 1
note the imminent closure in Mel-
bourne of the Saint Vincent de Paul
Society’s Ozanam House Crisis Acco-
modation for men, pending an 18-
month redevelopment. My disquiet
stems from the fact thar this cvent,
coming as it does on the heels of the
closure of Gordon House {in favour ot
several smaller works—a crisis facili-
ty for men is planned to open in Au-
gust], and at the beginning of winter,
atime when the use of such places ris-
¢s, has so far evaded any coverage in
the print media.

Many of the scrvices provided by
Ozanam Housc will remain open dur-
ing the time of redevelopment. How-
cver | oquestion the adeguacy of
transterring medical and accomoda-
tion facilicies to the Salvation Army's
Gill Memorial Hostel, an aged facility
itself carmarked tor relocation. In my
experience, not everybody who stays
at Ozanam Housc would be suited to
The Gill Hostel, and vice versa.

Is there a place in the public are-
na for debate over some of the ques-
tions involved in the redevelopment
of Ozanam House and, more generally,
our community’s responsibility to,
and the nature of its care towards, the
homeless? David Holdcroft

Abbotsford, VIC
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Don’t be bullied.

Small boys with mass

audiences are a jealous

lot. If you want
to share
EUREKA STREET
with someone special,
ignore Bart’s threats.
just

Pass it on

Do you know someone who
might enjoy Eureka Street? We
would be happy to send them
copies for two months on a trial
basis.

Simply fill in the form below
(with their permission)and send

ittoJesuit Publications, PO Box
553, Richmond VIC, 3121

Please send two free copies of
Eureka Street to:

Name

Address

My nameis

Address...
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Putting heat on the CES

IHE WHITE PAPER PLAN TO MAKE USC

of community and privatc agencies
to help the CES find jobs for the
unemployed is a very good idea—in
theory. Recent statistics revealed
that only 17 per cent of all job vacan-
ciesare filled by the Commonwecalth
Employment Service. Most jobs arc
found through ncwspapers or
through the informal links of fami-
ly, friends, the parish, the sports club
and neighbours.

Community-based agencies, be-
ing smaller, more user-friendly, less
bureaucratic, and closer to thesce in-
formal networks than the CES, may
well provide better and more direct
links between employers and job-
seekers. Many community-bascd
agencics already provide training and
labour-market programs like
SkillShare and Job Clubs, and would
be keen to participatc in the final
step of actually finding work for the
people they have trained.

This is where the partial privati-
sation of government functions can
succced, because it is offering genu-
ine choice to unemployed people
about whom they can approach for
assistance in finding work. It is also
a neat instance of the principle of
subsidiarity put into practice: the
statc allowing communities to carry
out those functions which they do
best and which properly belong to
them.

In Victoria, this kind of program
is alrcady under way. The Kennett
government has funded 39 commu-
nity-based agencics to the tune of
$10m this ycar to help match the
unemployed with local employers
and the bodies which provide train-
ing. It seems the Federal Labor Gov-
ernment is following the Victorian
cxample.

There is, however, one potential
danger that could adversely affect
thisinitiative: it involves the way in
which the private agencies are fund-
ed. The Whitc Paper states that: ‘con-
tracts with agencies could specify
the outcomes they are expected to
achicve (in terms of the proportion

of their clients who are placed in
unsubsidised jobs) and a proportion
of their payment could be dependent
on the agency achicving target out-
comes.’

Obviously an agency would be
failing if it placed no-one in work,
but if the targets are set too unreas-
nably high, there will be pressure on
agencies to deal only with those
unemployed people who arc most
attractive to employees, that is, the
recently retrenched, with experience.
Thelonger-term unemployed and the
younger unemployed person could
well be pushed to the back of the
queuc, though new financial incen-
tives to employers to employ them
will hopefully counteract this bias.

Community-based agencies who
take up this task must be able to
negotiate reasonable and flexible
contracts with Mr Crean’s depart-
ment, so that they can give the nec-
cssary time and individual attention
to the most disadvantaged jnb-
seekers.

David de Carvalho is a Social Policy
Officer with the Good Shepherd
Youth and Family Service.

We can look after your bicycle, from
a new tube to a full service and
repaint.
We can help you to make cycling
more comfortable, convenient and
reliable.
We sell Australian-made Pro-tour
bicycles, Velocity aluminium rims,
Atom and Headway helmets, and
Netti clothing.
299 Johnston Street
Abbotsford, VIC 3067
Telephone 417 4022
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Figuring the future

The Budget and White Paper on unemployment show that there is a will to
shift direction. Jon Greenaway asked Frank Stilwell about the way the
Government has gone about policy change.

AP WIS TRUNMPETED THE FACT that we are one

of the lowest-taxed countries in the OECD: does this
indicate that increased taxation 1s off the agenda?
I thought it obscene when the members of Parliament
applauded in response to that claim. The other side
of the coin is that we do have a very niggardly public
sector and that impairs the functioning of many as-
peets of our cconomy and socicty.

I believe that the prospect of general repair of that
damage through higher rates of taxation is remorte for
political reasons. However if the tax system were
gearcd more to the ability to pay, we could deal with
those problems and redress the tendencics to grow-
ing cconomic inequalitices.

Is this budget a wishful one!

The newspapers described it as Willis” gamble. Of
course the optimistic growth target may be achieved.
If we do get rapid growth the budget deficit could come
in lower than expected, as happened last year, but even
it it went higher than projected, that would be an ap-
propriate stimulatory response to a prolonged reces-
sion.

Is the government (rving to goad industry to start
investing mores

The government recurrently trics to engender a mood
of confidence among business investors: predicting a
high rate of cconomic growth, generating lively animal

IT'S NOT THE STONES THAT
THE SLEDGING !
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spirits and thereby bringing about a self-fulfilling proc-
ess. Clearly that is much in cvidence in the govern-
ment's current policies.
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Is the orthodox line of deficit reduction still control-
ling government thinking!?
Yes, there is a continuing deficit fetishism. The defi-
cit is the net outcome of the two major flows of tax
revenucs and government spending. How that balanc-
ing item comes out is always difficult to pre-plan.
The more important thing is to get appropriate
structures for expenditure—spending more to repair
the run-down in our public scctor—and a more ap-
propriate structure of taxation that tailors the system
to people’s ability to pay.

The government’s reliance on growth applies to the
White Paper as well Are their forecasts of growth
sufficient to reduce unemplovment (o the 5% target
thev've set?

There is one enormous problem that involves the ef-
teet of technological change. In a modern, technolog-
ically advanced cconomy, job growth bCld()ll] increases
in tandem with output. This is the phenomenon of
jobless growth’.

The government has not come to terms with this.
That’s why we have to be thinking more in terms of
the redistribution of work—a shorter working wecek,
bans on overtime, and generally more flexible arrange-
ments for sharing out the work and incomes.

Restructuring industry is another aspect of coming
to terms with a changing econonmv. What does the
government need to do to address industry problems?
When the government announced the running togeth-
er of its statements on industry policy and regional
policy with the job strategy, Thoped we were going to
getancew social charter comparable to that which the
former Labor Government brought down in 1945,

In practice the industry policy and regional policy
initiatives have been subordinated to ldb()[ll market
policies. The dominant thrust remains that of cco-
nomic rationalism—the policies that got us into the
cconomic difficultics in the first place.

There are many alternatives. For example, we
could sct up a national investment fund that draws
on the pool of workers’” superannuation savings and
usc them to finance productive investment in Aus-
tralia.

That would be job-creating, and it would make
the nation less dependent on the import of foreign
capital. Alongside that strategy, there is an ecnormous
potential for ccologically sustainable development.
That requires systematic planning to restructure in-









crnment’s monopoly over the im-
mediate delivery of that service.

This argument appears reason-
able when applied to such such serv-
ices as the provision of transport,
water, gas and electricity, education
and health services. When applied
to such core functions of the state
as depriving citizens of their Liber-
ty, however, there are more complex
factors to be considered.

Private companics running
prisons rely on the organised use of
force to control the movement and
behaviour of prisoners. Not only do
they exercise control over the move-
ment of prisoncrs, acting on behalf
of the state, but they are constantly
called upon to make administrative
decisions that amount to the imposition of punish-
ment. Each day, private-prison administrators in
Queensland and New South Wales make decisions
about placing inmates in separate confinement, about
visits from family members, about access to prison
industry and prison programs, and about communi-
cation with the outside community through telephone
contact.

These administrators can lay charges against a
prisoner for breaches of prison discipline, hear such
charges and imposce punishment through the exercise
of disciplinary powers. Private-prison officers exercise
discretionary powers that may affect the classifica-
tion of inmates to other prisons, the allocation of re-
missions for good behaviour, assessments of the Parole
Board, and the eventual release date of the prisoncr.
Purists may be able to distinguish between the allo-
cation of punishment by state officials and the deliv-
cry of that punishment by prison officials, but the
day-to-day opcration of a prison tends to cloud this
distinction.

The concept of privatisation is not new, for there
is a long history of involvement of church and non-
profit organisations in the rehabilitation of criminal
offenders. The issuces raised by private involvement
arc more crucial, however, when the organisations
sceking to take over the operation of correctional in-
stitutions operate on a ‘for profit’ basis.

The nature and performance

of “for profit’ organisations

There are two main players in the private-prisons
market in Australia: Australasian Correctional Man-
agement (ACM), and the Corrections Corporation of
Australia (CCA). ACM opcerates the Arthur Gorrie
Remand Centre in Brisbane and the 600-bed medium
sccurity prison in Junce. CCA, forming a consortium
with Wormald Sccurity and Holland Constructions,
runs the mediume-sccurity Borallan Centre, for 244
inmates, in Brisbane. Both companics arc competing

for investments in the Victorian private-prison
market.

ACM, which operates in partmership with Thicss
Contractors and ADT Sccurity, is largely owned by
its Florida-based American affiliate, the Wackenhut
Corporation. Wackenhut, established in 1954, has
morc than 45,000 ecmployees, annual revenues of more
than $500 million and assets of morce than $150 mil-
lion. The corporation specialises in providing indus-
trial security and other protective services for
government, business and industry. Although its
Junce prison has not yet attracted significant criti-
cism, the same cannot be said of its Arthur Gorric
Remand Centre in Brisbane. In the past two years
there have been six suicides in the remand centre,
and four major disturbances during which staff have
had to usc tear gas to regain control.

CCA’s parent company, the Corrections Corpo-
ration of America, concentrates solely on the devel-
opment and management of prisons. Founded in 1983,
the company now operates more than 20 correction-
al facilities in the US, most of them minimum and
medium-sceurity institutions. es headquar-
ters are in Tennessce. In Australia, CCA has
been accused of attempting to stifle public
debate about the private prison movement
by threatening legal action against people
who criticise its operations.

The company’s legal representatives,

Lyons of Brisbanc, suggest that such criti-
cism defamecs their client by harming its
corporate reputation. A writ alleging defa-
mation has been issucd against a Quecnsland
academic, Paul Moyle, and a letter threaten-
ing such action has been sent to a Melbourne
lawyer, Amanda George. The letter asked
George to cease such criticism and to make
a public retraction of comments she had al-
ready made.,

So after only four years of private-pris-
on operations in Australia—a period during
which it might have been expected that the
firms involved would want to allay fears—
there are signs of trouble that should alert
the community.

Do private prisons offer an econonic advan-

tages

Proponents of private prisons have some-

times uscd misleading cost comparisons

with government-run institutions. In March,

the chairman of the Victorian government’s
corrections committee, Ross Smith, was re-

ported as saying that the cost of keeping a
prisoncer for a year at Pentridge was ‘about
$80,000" (Herald Sun, 21/3/94). He compared this with
the $47,000 cost of keeping a prisoner at Queensland’s
Borallan Centre, and suggested that ‘the main differ-
cnee is that Borallan is run by private enterprise’.
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Pentridge is a maximum-security prison that is
almost 150 years old. The Victorian Office of Correc-
tions’ figures indicate that its per capita annual oper-
ating cost is $53,443. Borallan is a mcedium sccurity
prison built in the past few years.

It is these factors, rather than management by
private or public enterprise, which make the crucial
difference in operating costs, and loosc arguments that
ignore such factors raise serious questions about the
Victorian government’s deliberations on the future
of corrections.

At this carly stage it is almost impossible to make
cost comparisons between privately-operated prisons
and government-run institutions in Australia, yet the
Victorian corrections committee intends to privatisc
40 per cent of prison beds within two years.

Real comparisons need to be conducted over time
and between similar institutions. Estimates of the cost
of private prisons must also take into account the
hidden costs to government of corporate services, and
the monitoring of private-prison contracts. Even in
the US it seems that there is no reliable evidence to
suggest that private-prison operations arc more cost-
cffective than comparable facilities run by govern-
ment agencics.

The major commentators suggest that the only
way of cutting the cost of prison operations is by us-
ing fewer resources, or paying less for the resources
used. Where costs savings have been noted in the US,
itis because private-prison contractors have paid low-
er wages or have provided fewer benefits to their em-
ployces than have government agencics. And
America’s prison context is dramatically different
from Australia’s—it has a prison population of 1.2

million, with almost onc in 200 citizens
being held in custody.

ITHOUT ANY DROP IN CRIME RATES, the number of

Americans in prison has doubled since 1980 and tre-
bled since 1970.
Paul Johnson, former chairperson of the American Bar
Association’s Young Lawyers Division, declared his
opposition to private prisons becausce it was inappro-
priate to operate prisons for profic: the profit motive
provides no incentive to reduce overcrowding, and no
incentive to deal with the broader problems of crim-
inal justice, including possible altermatives to impris-
onment. Johnson summed it this way: ‘The private
scctor is more interested in doing well than in doing
good.’

In the US, prison privatisation was an attempt to
cut costs and to avoid the consequences of Supreme
Court supervision orders of state prison systems. It
has failed, as the President’s Commission on Privati-
sation recently acknowle  ed.

The private-prison market in the US is shrink-
ing, so it is not surprising that private-prison opera-
tors have turnced their actention towards the
Australian and New Zealand markets.
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Setting of standards

and accountability to the community

The privatisation of prisons docs have its attractions:
it offers the possibility of prison reform through the
building of new prisons, and an cffective way of com-
bating the resistance of prison officers’ unions to such
reforms. Queensland’s two privately-operated corree-
tional facilities were developed in the face of resist-
ance to change by public service unions, but the
government there failed to take full advantage of the
reform possibilitics.

The bargaining power of the state is at its high-
cst during the crucial period of contractual
negotiation, when demands can be made in terms of
standards required for day-to-day prison operations.
It is to be hoped that the Victorian government will
take full advantage of such reform possibilitics, if it

proceeds with plans for privately-operated
prisons.

ICTORIA’S PLANS ENVISAGE TIE REPLACIMENT of Pen-
tridge with two large private prisons, one maximum-
sccurity and one medium-security, and a further
maximume-sccurity women’s prison to replace Fair-
lea. Nowhere in the world have we scen such replace-
ment of maximum-security facilities by the private
scctor. The Victorian government is certainly jump-
ing in at the deep end, and many would say that it
should learn to swim first. Few Victorians would like
to sce Pentridge remain, except perhaps as a muse-
um, and it is clear that the old prison culture which
Pentridge represents must be destroyed if the prison
system is to protect the community cffectively.

But could this not be achieved through a change
in management style and training of staff? A predis-
position towards the privatisation of state instrumen-
talitics appears to be shaping public social policy
around Australia, as well as a desire to cut costs; but
one wonders whether the important philosophical and
cthical questions have been properly considered.®

Should the crown delegate its power to deprive
citizens of their liberty to private firms whose major
interest lies in sending profits back to the US? Al-
though important questions are still being asked about
the public accountability of state prison authoritics,
what confidence can the community have that run-
ning prisons for profit will make them any more ac-
countable? In Queensland and New South Walces, the
requircment of commercial confidentiality has meant
that the contracts between the state and the private
operators are not publicly available. Standards arc
poorly defined, and the monitoring of the contracts
lcaves a lot to be desired.

Many pcople want more reform of the Austral-
ian prison system, but they fear that privately-oper-
ated prisons are not the answer.

Peter Norden SJ is the convenor of the Victorian Crim-
inal Justice Coalition.
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O PARENTS WANT THEIR CHILD tO
be sexually exploited or to undergo an
unwanted pregnancy. We know how vul-
nerable any child is: how much more so
when she is unworldly, affectionate and
unaware of the implications or conse-
quences of scxual activity: when she has
an intellectual disability.

Our laws don’t specifically deprive
such people of freely-chosen intimacy,
sexual expression or marriage. In prac-
tice many are deprived of these rights as
a matter of course. Loving and responsi-
ble parents have their daughters steri-
lised, sometimes through tubal ligation,
but more often by radical hysterectomy.
Many assume that Courts authorise such
procedures, but this was not always so:
in Western Australia, when I was Chair
of the Law Reform Commission examin-
ing the law and practice in that State in
the late 1980s, we found no recorded
casc in which parents appliced for that
permission from the Supreme Court;
nonetheless, a lot of girls had undergonc
hysterectomies.

‘Sterilisation’ isnotan accurate term.
We knew of no case where intellectually
disabled boys had been castrated. Intel-
lectually disabled young women might
have healthy wombs and ovaries surgi-
cally removed, losing not only the child-
bearing capacity but menstruation and
hormonal functions. If they are children
this raises special concerns, because
though our laws assumc that children
aren’t mature cnough, and so lack the
legal capacity, to protect theirown inter-
estsorauthorise theirownmedical treat-
ment, they also recognise that a child’s
abilities continually develop and improve
into adulthood. Non-voluntary irrevers-
ible medical procedures on children are,
therefore, very significant.

The High Court has reviewed the
issucs, most recently in a decision hand-
¢d down on 20th April 1994. The results
are unsettling, and have profound impli-
cations for the rights of children.

Ina 1992 case the parents of ‘Marion’,
a profoundly disabled teenager, decided,
on professional advice, that she should
undergo a hysterectomy. The High Court
was asked to decide whether they could
authorise it, or whether a court’s approv-
al was necessary. It said that the Family
Court now possessed much of the tradi-
tional protective parens patriae jurisdic-

tion of the Common Law courts and that
its permission was essential to sterilisa-
tion surgery. The Court also said that no
child should be assumed to be incapable
of consenting to such surgery on her own
behalf, even if she wcre intellectually
disabled. So the procedural protection is
clear enough. But when should courts
authorise surgical sterilisation proce-
dures on a child?

Their traditional approach is to con-
sider each set of circumstances and the
‘best interests’ of the child. In Marion'’s
case Justice Brennan rejected this out-
right, saying it left the decision to ‘an
unexaminable discretion’. He proposed,
instead, a principle based on the child’s
rights: the mcasure by which the ‘im-
pairment of human dignity’ would be
affected by the decision proposed.

‘Best interests’ or ‘welfare’ criteria
arc, logically, not criteria at all. They are
sclf-justifying descriptions or predictions
that the outcome will be satisfactory. In
hindsight, many assumptions underly-
ing ‘best interests’ decisions don’t hold
up at all: adulterous wives, for example,
are not necessarily bad mothers, as courts
used to believe, and our understanding of
intclicctual disability has also changed
over time: ‘cugenic’ considerations, for
instance, almost saw the passage of a
Western Australian Mental Deficiency
Billin 1929 which would have sterilised
‘defectives’ {including mothers of more
than one ‘fatherless’ child) as a

passport from compulsory

institutionalisation.
ON 20TtH Arric 1994 the High Court
had to decide whether the Family Court
could authorise surgery on an intellectu-
ally disabled tecenager to prevent preg-
nancy, when the NSW Guardianship
Board, which also had jurisdiction, could
only authorise sterilisation to save a
child’s life or preserve her from serious
physical harm. Because ‘P’ was a ‘child of
the marriage’ the Family Court had a
‘welfare’ jurisdiction, {as Marion’s case
had decided) but the problem was that if
the Family Court authorised the opera-
tion in these circumstances it would, in
effect, be legitimating surgery which
would otherwise be a crime in New South
Wales. The majority of the High Court
tound that the Family court could do so
in the child’s ‘welfarc’.
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A question of children’s rights

ButJustice Brennan disagreed. He said
that no court could override the ‘tunda-
mental principle . . . that every person’s
body is inviolate’ and that to order a non-
consensual invasion of a child’s body,
albeit for the child’s welfare, when it was
not necessary to save her life or to pre-
vent serious bodily harm, would offend
that principle. Such an interpretation
would even allow the court to override
parents’ or even the child’s own, objec-
tions. Morcover, ‘the diversity of values
and circumstances which would affect
decisions to make sterilisation orders
precludes any realistic expectation that
decisions would not be made according
to the idiosyncratic opinion of individu-
al judges’—in other words, using the ‘best
interests’ principle in the exercise of a
‘welfare ‘power would mean that there
were no rules at all.

The Judge has raised the basic ques-
tion. Where arc the fundamental princi-
plesofrespect forchildren’s humanrights
and dignity in the ‘welfarc’ jurisdiction
of the Family Court?

It would, surely, be a bizarrc outcome
that a child’s human rights are less well
protected because her parents happened
to be marricd to each other. Yet, as the
law stands, a child’s fundamental rights
to bodily integrity would be differently,
and arguably much better, protected by a
State guardianship tribunal, orif she were
(old-fashionced term)‘illegitimate’ and the
Family Court had no jurisdiction. We
obviously nced some principle for ‘wel-
fare’ decisions which is objective and
appropriate forall children. Thereissuch
a principle, in the Convention on the
Rights of the Child, which Australia
signed in 1990: its Preamble cxplicitly
recogniscs that ‘the inherent dignity and
the equal and inalienable rights of all
members of the human family is the
foundation of freedom, justice and peace
in the world'".

1f the Full Court of the Family Court
decides to interpret its ‘welfare’ jurisdic-
tion to incorporate the Convention's
human rights principles, we have some-
where to move on from. If it doesn’t, our
attempt to establish a national family
law system has become a travesty of
children’s rights. |

Moira Rayner is a lawyer and freelance
journalist.
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ruary 1951 and Fcbruary 1953—the period during
which the armistice talks stalled at Panmunjom, over
the question of repatriation of POWs—and they con-
sist of reports derived from interrogation of POWs,
such as ‘Belicfs of Enemy Soldiers About the Korean
War’, ‘Psychological Warfare and Other Factors Af-
feeting the Surrender of North Korcan and Chinesce
Forces’, and ‘Chinese Communist and North Korcan
Mcthods of Motivating Riflemen for Combat’. These
arc, for the most part, important but unspectacular
obscrvations which do not scem to reveal anything
about China that would not have been perfectly ob-
vious, cven then.

For example, ‘According to the majority of North
Korcan POWs, their government was fighting tor the
unification of Korca. In contrast, most Chinesce pris-
oncers had no opinion as to how the war had stareed,
and a majority belicved their govern-
ment to be fighting a defensive war to
prevent the US Army [rom invading
China’ {my emphasis).

Another unsurprising obscrvation,
couched in terms of the ‘psychology’ of
Chincese soldiers is this: ‘Of all weap-
ons studied, that of napalm {and white
phosphorus) was particularly outstand-
ing in terms of evoking fear reactions.
This outcome, considered in the light
of assumed kill-potential of napalm is
very striking’. Yes, and in the atrocious
battles around the Chosin Reservoir in
that freakishly cold December of 1950 cven the Amer-
icans had ‘outstanding fear reactions’ since the tanks
of napalm dropped from the air sometimes landed on
them, and only those men who rolled frantically in
the snow managed to survive., Others begged their
comrades to shoot them. It scems that nations fre-
quently  fail to appreciate the obvious hu-

manity about each other, because they really
want to write Gulliver's Travels.

UT THE TRAGIC ERRORS AND miscalculations of the
UN forces in Korca were not the fault of US intelli-
genee, which systematically stressed the possibility
of huge numbcers of Chinese crossing into North Ko-
rca. The fault lay rather with MacArthur’s Far East
Command in Tokyo, where they subscribed to the
view that consistent sighting of Chinese troops in
North Korca did not mean any great Chinese com-
mitment to the war. As onc officer put it, ‘you would
expect to find a few Mexicans in Texas’
It would have been so much better if UN Command
had simply used a little imagination, and understood
that China felt directly threatenced from the time the
US Scventh Fleet took up position in the Taiwan
Straits. In the light of this simple fact, the brilliant
military achievement of the Inchon landing and the
subscquent rapid push to the Chinese border may be
scen as the beginning of once of the greatest disasters

in U.S. military history. There is far more to this ‘her-
mit kingdom’ business than staying at home, destroy-
ing your occan-going fleet, or locking up castaways.
Even mercantile, adventurist ‘bluc-ocean’ cultures, as
some modern Chinese intellectuals and dissidents
have romantically characterised the West, will remain
hermit kingdoms so long as they continue to ignore
the ordinariness of other human beings in
favour of strange and fabulous tales.

N StouL I arso st J[i-Moon Suh of Korea University
and Beverley Nelson of Yonsei University, both pro-
fessors of English and translators of modern Korean
literature from Korean to English. In an English lan-
guage review of Korean literature published latce last
year, Ji-Moon describes an ‘ultrateminist’ novel, |
Desire What is Forbidden to Me, by Yang Guy Ja. The
book was a literary ‘bombshell” in Korea
last year, selling half a million copics in a
population of 40 million, and is about a
young telephone counsellor who is sick to
death of listening to tales of violence and
abuse meted out by husbands.

She is sick of it because the wives do
nothing about it but ‘wait for their hus-
bands to be magically transformed’, while
they dream of some sensitive, caring lov-
er. So, she kidnaps the most drcamed-about
malc heart-throb actor of the day and sets
about trying to show that in real life he is
just a bastard like all the rese. It is hardly a
‘politically correet’ novel, since the captive turns out
to be pretry much what his adoring fans imagined him
to be, but the author has nevertheless been labelled
an ‘arch-feminist’.

In Pusan, I was reminded of the discussions I'd
had about the status of Korcan women, with Ji-Moon
and Beverley and a number of students in the Inter-
national Division of Yonsci University. [ was passing
a dilapidated old shop with shelves full of big, dusty
jars containing a variety of snakes preserved in alco-
hol. I thought it might be, as in China, a cure for rheu-
matisim, but a young woman graduate student told
me Korcan men regarded this liquor as ‘very helpful
to their sexual power’.

Her look of mild scorn, sadness and resignation
would have madce a perfeet mask to add to the ones in
the National Muscum, which have been listed as
national treasurcs. And if I had to find a name for this
mask, it might well be ‘han’. Perhaps all hermits, and
cven hermit kingdoms, have ‘the heart of a woman

Trevor Hay visited South Korea in March and April,
as a participant in a University of Mclbourne academic
staff study project, funded by the Australia Korca
Foundation. He is working with Fang Xiangshu on a
novel that draws on China’s involvement in the Ko-
rean War.
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encee,’” he declared in 1973 Teis clear that a major pow-
cr-play between Canterbury and the new council was
alrcady under way.

With such an opponent ranged against them, the
proponents ot a different style of world Anglicanism
had no chance of success. Like their successors in
1993, they lost. Lambeth would go ahcead in 1978 on
the bishops-only model. But in cven raising the is-
sue, the council had proved itself to be a dangerous
agent of change. Tt is not surprising that the body that
would quickly take over the Anglican Consultative
Council’s role as the Anglican communion standing
committee, was formed the year after the 1978 Lam-
beth Conference. A mecting of all the Anglican pri-
matcs {presiding bishops of the national churches) was
called in 1979, and has been held every two or three
years ever since. The meeting is supposedly informal,
for mutual fellowship and inspiration, and nothing
morc—rather like Lambeth. But cynical obscrvers
would now claim that the primates have ‘hijacked’
the Anglican Consultative Council. Decision-making
for the communion is now cffectively in their hands.

Although the council re-
mains the sole legally consti-
tuted and registered body in the
Anglican communion, and in
that capacity is the only con-
duit for all financing within the
communion, its ability to lcad
the communion in any scnse,
as it did so pre-cminently in the
1970s, has been whittled away
during the past decade or so.
The real decisions are now
made either at the primates’
mecting, or through informal
conversations between some or
all of these 32 national church
leaders. Contentious
now go to the primates, not the
council, for advice, leaving the
council with an increasingly
frustrating struggle to find a
meaningful role for itsclf.

So members of the council
discover, often by roundabout
means, that council decisions
have somchow mysteriously
been changed. Recommended
budget projections, mecting
timetables, even mecting ven-
ues for the council itself and the
bodics that it funds, such as Lambeth and the pri-
mates, agreed atr the last council meceting in Cape
Town, had all been changed even before the council’s
own standing committee came together in England
carlicr this year.

By whom? The Archbishop of Canterbury, it
scems, in consultation with the scerctariat of the
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Anglican Communion and some of the primates. And
because the council is in the end only able to advise,
there is not much that even strong-willed clected lay
people and clergy can do in the face of a determined,
permanent, primatial, church Ieadership. Perhaps it
is time the charade was ended, and the council dis-
banded.

When the bishops gather from around the world
tor the Lambeth Conference in 1998, the 40 or so non-
cpiscopal members of the council will be invited and
allowed to speak, but they will have no vote—a to-
ken participation, at best. So bishops alone will effec-
tively ‘scck God's will’ for the rest of the chareh. Tt is
a measure of the changed climate that the Archbish-
op of Canterbury doces not realise how inappropriate
it is to suggest that the future of the communion can
be discerned by the bishops in isolation. It cuts across
the modern theological consensus of the importance
of the laity in the total mission of the church, as well
as the Anglican Church’s own practice of synodical
government. The new climate is almost papal in style.

Even at the local level, in Australia, a similar
concentration of power in the hands of the bishops
can be discerned. The laity and clergy are increasingly
losing influence in the face of a rapidly-growing
episcopate. The proliferation of assistant bishops, ap-
pointed by diocesan bishops with little or no
consultation, has resulted in an embarrassing excess
ot bishops in some places. If for some reason they need
to move on from their assistant role, they prove
difficult to place, and so often end up taking

the leadership positions once held by prieses
or lay people.

ISHOPS NOW HEAD UP ANGLICAN MIssioN and welfare
bodies and other church-related organisations around
the country. And becausce outside bodies become used
to dealing with cpiscopal leadership at that level, the
possibility of anyone other than a bishop heing ap-
pointed later becomes increasingly remote. Through
their annual mecting and in informal contacts, Aus-
tralia’s bishops arc increasingly becoming a power-
ful, united body excrcising disproportionate influence
over a supposedly synodical church. Cynics have
dubbed them ‘the bishops’ ¢luby’.

Is there an answer? Only if the bishops conscious-
ly and corporately commit themselves to power-
sharing, so that they might enlist the clergy and laity
in the joint secking of God’s will for the Anglican
communion. But they have alrcady tried that once
before, and look what happened! The Anglican Con-
sultative Council nearly got out of hand. It was a nice
idea, but ...

Muriel Porter is a Mclbourne journalist and histori-
an. She was the Australian lay representative to the
Anglican Consultative Council at its last mecting in
Cape Town in 1993 and was clected to the council’s
standing committee, which met recently in England.
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A dr ag on the market

LWAYS IN THE PURSUIT of a good conspiracy the-
ory, the Hollywood machine churned out a particu-
larly nasty tale of cover-up and collusion in The
Fugitive. The story revolves around a clinician who
is in cahoots with a pharmaccutical company and who
suppresses negative data on a drug in exchange for
the lustre of fame and fortunc. While Harrison Ford,
as a crusading surgeon, is able to bring everyone to
justice on screen—he uncovers the corruption of his
collcague while proving himself innocent of murder-
ing his wifc—the reality of rescarch fraud is far less
dramatic and not so ncatly resolved.

The ABC'’s 7:30 Report recently aired a story on
the former head of the Endocrinology Department at
the Royal Hobart Hospital, Dr Gordon Senator. Sena-
tor was discovered to be appropriating moneys sup-
plied to the hospital by Wycth Pharmaceuticals for
the clinical trial of a drug designed for the treatment
ot diabetes. Senator was squirrelling these funds into
a private bank account. He was also
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on the payroll of the company as a
consultant.

Charges were laid against Dr
Scnator by the Deparoment of Pub-
lic Prosccutions after Scnator’s
locum discovered the misappro-
priation of funds. They were dropped
when Wyeth pulled out, claiming
that it was possible that Dr Senator
would pay the moncey back at a later
date.Following the report, the Min-
ister for Health Roger Groom {no re-
lation to the premier], called for a
departmental inquiry into Dr Sena-
tor’s conduct, the results of which
ar¢ yet to be tabled in the Tasmani-
an Parliament.

The most disconcerting aspect
of this case is not Senator’s appro-
priation of funds but the consultan-
cy payments received by him from
Wyeth Pharmaccuticals while he
was supervising the clinical trial of
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their drug. The close relationship
between the medical and pharmaceutical industries
is one conscquence of the search for new and more
cffective drugs. Over time, a system of protocols has
developed, to ensure that medical rescarch operates
independently. But like the separation of powers in
Westminster government, the system can casily be
jeopardiscd.
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Drug rescarch is crucial to the operation of the phar-
maccutical industry. Last year, $230 billion was spent
worldwide on prescription and over-the-counter drugs.
As the Royal Australasian College of Physicians
quaintly points out in its guidclines for the relation-
ship between the pharmacceutical industry and physi-
cians, concern arises from the fact that, ‘both groups
are paid for what they do, and the profit motive will
always be fodder for ethical debate’. The College also
states that ‘An investigator should not derive any
direct personal benefit from the conduct of a pharma-
ceutical industry sponsored clinical trial.’

There will always be some individuals bereft of
scruples. But what are the implications for clinical
research of both their fraudulence and the way it is
handled?

Paul Komesaroft, of Mclbourne’s Baker Medical
Rescarch Institute, denies that a natural conflict of
interest exists between the medical and pharmaceu-
tical worlds. Komesaroft is a member of the hospital’s
cthics committee and a philosopher and endocrinol-
ogist by training. He argucs that medicine is depend-
ent upon drugs, and consequently a common purposc
cxists— to develop safe, cffective pharmaccuticals.
Nevertheless, he adds, tension arises at the point of
the clinical trial: “The problem is when values of the

market place tend to override the values that
arc inherent in clinical medicine.’

1T FUTURE OF A DRUG DEPENDS on the asscssment

by peak bodies of data collected from such clinical
trials. The results of rescarch conducted in institu-
tions around the country are sent to the Australian
Drug Evaluation Committec. A.D.E.C. collates the
results. It is then up to the Therapeutic Goods Ad-
ministration (T.G.A.} to decide, on grounds of safety,
quality and efficacy, whether the drug concerned
should be registered.
Results from a trial in which a clinician has acted
unethically and has falsified results—for whatever
motive—could well influence a decision made by the
T.G.A.

An cthics committee is the principal means
wherehy a hospital or institution can supervise the
conduct of a clinical trial. The committee must
approve a drug trial before it can take place. It is the
body that hears any questions of impropricty in the
handling of rescarch projects. The proposed drug trial
can cither be referred to the hospital, after it has been

’ " by T.G.A., or tendered by the p
ceutical company.






balances. There is also some safety in their contain-
ment within individual institutions: if a poor deci-
sion is made by a committee its repercussions are not
felt beyond the walls of the particular institution. The
benefit of having trials conducted in various, local-
ised environments, is that data produced by question-
able rescarch methods can be balanced by results
presented to - AD.E.C. from other institutions con-
ducting similar trials.

But where the strengths lie so too do the weak-
nesses. The isolation and independence of ethics com-
mittees means that che system of review can be
corrupted by an individual of stature to suit his or her
purposc.

John Jefferis is a senior administrator with the
Amecrican pharmaccutical manufacturer Pfizer, a
multinational with a $7 billion a ycar turnover. He
regards the relationship between a drug company and
a rescarch institution as a contract.

“You approach the clinical trial and your interac-
tion with the investigator or the investigating unit
on a business basis. Where these things always go
wrong is when someonce does it on the old-boy net-
work.’ Jefferis believes that pharmaccutical compa-
nics should monitor data and check for any
aberrations.

Through this process it can become apparent to
the companies themscelves if there is evidence of un-
cthical and fraudulent behaviour on the part of clini-
cians. ‘We've had situations where rescarchers have
turned in results and they haven’t even seen the pa-
rients.’

In the conduct of the trial at the Royal Hobart
Hospital, Dr Senator saw only a handful of patients.
Most of the work was done by the department staft.
To avoid this, arguces Jefferis, strict protocol must be
adhered to in the handling of a trial. IF a suspicion of
wrong-doing cxists, resolution can be problematic
because censure usually begins and ends with peer
review. Jefteris notes that ethics committees can be

influcnced by reputations, the ‘"how can you
review God? mentality.

R Brian MarTin, rros 11z Scienc and Technol-
ogy Studics Department, Universtiy of Wollongong,
believes that the power structure of science is such
that bringing poor rescarch and fraud to account is
extremely difficule.

Writing in the scientific journal Prometheus, he
points to practices which vary trom shoddy science
to outright fraud. The former can include anything
from obscuring poor results to being wrongtully cred-
ited with authorship. The latter is often in the form
of extensive plagiarism and the publication of false
data.

The minor cheating is usually tolerated while
the more fravdulent behaviour is noticed but frequent-
Iy unrcported. As Martin says, those who are aware
of such behaviour are reluctant to make allegations

EUREKA STREET o JuNr-Tury 1994

because of the confrontations this entails. Morcover,
administrators do not wish to damage the institution’s
reputation. If it is more than obvions that the rescarch-
er has acted poorly then he or she is quictly pushed
out. Accountability is only brought forward when mis-
demeanours become public knowledge.

How can the processes of clinical rescarch be
made more accountable? If peak bodies and unified
systems of review are introduced, damage may be done
to the fragile environment of independent rescarch.
On the other hand, if nothing more is done to address
dishonesty and fraud, then what occurred at the Roy-
al Hobart Hospital can continue clsewhere without
appropriate sanction.

The Hollywood-sensational view of the pharma-
ceutical and medical industries combining in whole-
sale subterfuge is a fanciful once. This is not to say,
however, that we should not be concerned about the
relationship. The benefit gained by a drug company
from resecarch conducted into one of its drugs is meas-
ured in purely commercial terms. For the hospital,
drug rescarch is not just a source of revenue; it also
provides opportunitics to train people in clinical skills,
to discover new methods of treatment, and dissemi-
nate information. As the proportion of funding sup-
plicd by drug companics grows, medical

rescarch moulds itself around the prioritics
of the pharmacceutical industry.

mick e Nationar Heacrer and Medical Re-
scarch Council will spend $121.6 million on medical
rescarch in 1994, the pharmacceutical industry is likely
to spend more than a chird of this amount on clinical
trials and institutional rescarch.

Since 1987 the total spent on research and devel-
opment by the pharmaccutical industry has grown
from $6.7 million to $70 million annually. The Aus-
tralian Pharmaccutical Manufacturers Association cs-
timates that if current trends continue, the industry
will be outlaving in excess of $900 million on rescarch
in this country by the end of the decade.

This rapid growth has come about because of
government initiatives over the last six vears, which
have included tax concessions and a strcamlining ot
the drug-cvaluation process. The success in attract-
ing drug-rescarch programs will undoubtedly have re-
percussions for medical rescarch in this country.
Hospitals will increasingly develop the facilitics for
drug rescarch and clinical trials will be more com-
mon.

John Jefferis estimates that in the United States
drug companics spend more on rescarch than does the
tederal government’s grant body, the National Tnsti-
tute of Healch.

He explains that the extent to which institutions
in America rely on drug company funds is indicated
by the canvassing Ptizer is subjected to by institu-
tions offering their rescarch facilities tora 7 ug trial,

cont. pdi>









Does this absolutism mean, for example, that it is
always wrong to kill a human being, or to let them
die!

I do not believe that it entails the more common con-
ception that there are actions which are forbidden
whatcever the consequences. And one may arguc for
exceptionless moral principles without having any
sense of good and cvil as T am speaking of it. If one
docs not have it, then one can say little that is seri-
ous about the idea that life is sacred.

In vour book you clearlv go bevond the traditional
academic concerns of uanalytical moral philosophy.
And vet vou equally clearly distance yourself from
applied ethics’. What was vour intention here?
Reviewers have been agreed that Good and Evil speaks
(as Brenda Almond put it) to ‘real people and cheir
deeply serious moral concerns’. It was my hope that
it would, and that it would reveal, in its practice as
much as in what it preached, that the ancient beliet
that moral philosophy should be practical need not
be realised only in what is now called ‘applicd ethics’.
I hoped that it would reveal, by its example as much
as by its professed argument, the inadequacy of the
distincetion between meta-cthics and normative
cthics, and of the conception of applied
cthics that is shaped by most versions of that
contrast.

OU ARE QUITE CRITICAT OF APPLIFD FIHICS 111 vour
book— indeed. of the applied ethicists themselves.
You say that many of them have ‘extended the arro-
gunce and insularity of the worst kind of academic
professionalisim bevond the academy. Generally they
show no fear or even slight anxiety at the responsi-
bilitv they have assumed: they have no sense of awe
in the face of the questions thev have raised, and no
sense of humility in the face of the traditions they
condescendingly dismiss. They are aggressively with-
out a sense of mvstery and without a suspicion that
anvthing might be too deep for their narrowly pro-
fessional competence. They mistake these vices for
the virtues of thinking radically, courageously and
with an unremitiing hostility to obscurantisim’.

These are uncommonly sharp criticisms for an
academic work. How does your absolutist concep-
tion of good and evil shape your criticisms here!
The belict that human beings are sacred is fundamen-
tal to the conceptual background of much of what
preoccupices applied philosophers. However, the char-
acterisations of what it might mean have, in my judg-
ment, often been inadequate, sometimes to the point
of being grotesque.

That is important to my criticism of the actual
cffects of applicd philosophy on our culture. Thelieve
that it has not mercly diminished, but has actually
debased, our understanding of what it discusses, and
that it has proposed for scrious consideration things
that arc evil even to beliceve, let alone to do.

Howecver, there are two things that Ishould make
clear. First, not all my objcctions to applied philoso-
phy arc of this practical kind, and most of them do
not depend on the particular conception of absolute
valuc that Tattempt to articulate and defend. Second-
ly, these objections apply to a considerable extent to
moral philosophy itself. I had not scen this so clearly
when T wrote the book. My opinion of applied philos-
ophy is, in large part, an expression of my opinion of
moral philosophy more gencrally—of its subject mat-
ter, of the kind of understanding it sccks and what is
necessary to achieve it. To oversimplity, it depends
on a conception in whose light the disciplines that
mark moral understanding appear, at critical points,
to be closer to those found in literature and in liter-
ary criticism than thosc found in science or in meta-
physics.

I'd like toreturn to these ‘disciplines of thought', but
for the moment could you expand on vour practical
objections to practical philosophy?

Supporters of applied philosophy tend to talk about
the responsibilities of philosophy, cternally conceived,
to the problems which we now face. But it is not the
Platonic form of the philosopher who sits on com-
mittees. It is academic moral philosophers whosce
sense of what is at issuc has often been distorted by a
discipline that has been widely lamented as barren,
and by the fact that academic life and the institutions
which serve it have been degraded almost beyond ree-
ognition.

Over the past 15 years or so we lost not only our
universities, but the living use of a concept of a uni-
versity with which to characterise an historically
deepened and rich conception of the life of the mind
and its associated conception of teaching. That is no
small loss. Its dimensions may be indicated in the
fact that universities arc now more likely to under-
mine whatever idealism students have on leaving sec-
ondary school than they are to nourish and decpen it.

That is the background to the emergence of ap-
plied philosophy. Tt is not a rebellion against that back-
ground, nor even, for the most part, mildly critical of
it.

Now, without any irony, philosophers call them-
selves professional ethicists and offer their services
to doctors, businessmen and politicians, unembar-
rasscd by the fact that they preach abroad a reflective
concern for the ethical dimensions of certain practices
which they failed themselves to exhibit at home. One
needn’t be a Jeremiah to be gloomy about the conse-
quences for our culture. It might have been ditferent
if our culture were more robust, and if intellectual
lifc outside of the universities were morce serious and
vigorous, for then academics would properly be held
to account,

But isn't some sort of address to ‘real life’ required if

moral philosophers are “to have something to sav’?
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It is naive to believe that a barren moral philosophy
would be redeemed, decpened or enriched by going
‘applied’. One can, of course, imagine circumstances
in which moral philosophy might have been humbled
and decpened by contact with what people call ‘real
life’. But given what I said carlier about the nature of
academic practice, the decline  the universities and
the pretensions of moral philosophers to an expertisc
they can have only if they distort their subject mat-
ter, it is not surprising that those circumstances are
not ours.

Lifc is at the moment richer than many moral
philosophers would scem to believe it to be, but it
may not always be so. Philosophers may cventually
help to make it as thin as the concepts with which
they describe it. Life and a thin theory of it will then
mecet at a dismal point of cquilibrium.

A crucial element to your criticism of applied phi-
losophy in Good and Evil is that having something
serious or worthwhile to say on ethical and political
issues requires moral wisdom, or some sort of moral
authority, but that this must be clearly distinguished
from academic mastery of a subject. If philosophers
are not necessarily ‘lovers of wisdom’ after all, if their
academic training has nothing to do with the devel-
opment of wisdom in your sense, then what exactly
does mastery or expertise in philosophy, specifically
moral philosophy, amount to!
Analytical philosophy has a characteristic way of
thinking. To a large degree it can be taught and is
what examiners look Hr. 1t is rigorous and it aims to
be free of jargon and to find expression in clear and
simple prose. The critical concepts that matter to it
are: true, false, and those that mark the forms of valid
and invalid inference. These are not the only qualities
of mind which are valued, but others, such as, for
example, imagination, are valued as mcans to the
generation  of  thoughts  whose  cognitive
content can be characterised independent-
ly of them.

ALYTICAL PHILOSOPHERS ARE JUSTIFIABLY PROUD Of
their intcllectual rigour and of the face that they can
teach it to their students. 1t saved philosophy from
the decline into obscurantism which now distigures
many of the subjects in the humanities.

The critical and epistemic concepts that mark
this form of thinking give content to one form of ob-
jectivity and to its associated form of impersonality.
It enables one rightly to award first-class honours to
someone even when their work reveals them to be
shallow, foolish, gullible and wicked. That fact 1s
important to our understanding of the nature of aca-
demic disciplines, of what it is to master a subject or
discipline, and of the kind of objectivity required for
the assessment and treatment (promotions, etc.) of
those with whom one radically disagrees. It is essen-
tial to the ideal of a1 zral university and to the con-
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cept of academic freedom that partly defines it.

But vou believe this objectivity and rigour are insuf-
ficient for wisdom and so ought not be exported to
public discussions of moral and political issues!?

It is natural to think that it would be good if the rig-
our that characteriscs this kind of thinking were more
prevalent in public discussions. It is matural to think
that its fruits in moral philosophy . ould be shared
with a wider community. And if onc believes that
this kind of thinking and the appropriate enabling
virtues of character and imagination are, together,
adequate to moral philosophy, then, given other rea-
sonable assumptions, onc will believe that they jus-
tify applied philosophy.

The difticulties I mentioned carlicr will then ap-
pear to be managceable. Certainly they will not scem
of a kind that would prevent applied philosophers from
doing more good than harm. From this perspective, it
will appear that professional philosophers with cre-
dentials from good universitics are particularly well-
qualified to think clearly about moral matters. They
have elaborated, clarified and tested arguments whose
potency was somcetimes diminished by muddle, rhet-
oric, German academic prose or other maladies. How,
then, could it be a bad thing to spread the analytical
method and its results beyond the academy? Indeed,
it looks to be irresponsible not to do so.

Some may wish it were so. But it is not. If one
reflects on the actual critical terms with which we
assess good and bad thinking about many matters of
value, then it becomes apparent that they are more
numerous than I had suggested carlier. For example,
we criticise some thoughts for their tendency to pa-
thos, or becausc they are banal, or sentimental, and
S0 on.

So, as with Hamlet, the hub of your criticism is that
there are more critical concepts in heaven and earth
than are dreamt of in analytical philosophy—the kind
of criticism Iris Murdoch made when she complained
that ‘we have suffered a general loss of concepts, the
loss of a moral and political vocabulary’.
Philosophers in the analytical tradition have not giv-
en their serious attention to this broader range of crit-
ical concepts. For reasons that go deep in the subject,
they are assumed to name states that diminish or
enhance our capacity to formulate propositions whose
primary dimensions of assessment are truth and false-
hood, and whosc cognitive bearings upon one anoth-
cr are described in logic textbooks. The prototypes
guiding this assumption are states like drunkenness,
which may causc cognitive failures whose characeer
may be specified independently of i 1kenness or any
other similar state.

Suppose, however, that these concepts mark
modes of assessment which are primary, and that,
indeed, concepts of truth and © " choodas ™y apply
to many mateers of value are at least interdependent



with them. Sometimes this will show itself directly,
as when we criticise a thought for being, for example,
banal or sentimental. At other times it will show it-
self indirectly when we realise that the work of imag-
ination, or the effort to be objective and to ‘sec things
as they are’, take different forms in moral philosophy
than they do in some other arcas of philosophy or in
sciencce.

The point here is that certain virtues and vices
of character which may at first appear to stand in
purely causal or instrumental relation to cognitive
states, are, in fact, essential to the characterisation of
the critical and epistemic concepts necessary to both
moral thinking and to moral philosophy.

Those concepts are especially important in the
discussion of the examples which are nccessary to
moral philosophy. No moral philosophy can be bet-
ter than the examples which explicitly or implicitly
sct its problems, sustain it and to which it must be
answerable. And no example can be better than its
description. Morce often than not, those descriptions
reveal failures which can only adequately be charac-
terised by means of the critical concepts I mentioned
earlier.

May not applied philosophy, then, try to develop the
kind of rich conceptual resources—and the attend-
ant wisdom—that you refer to!?

I do not believe that it can, as a discipline. I think
that the kind of thinking whosec character derives from
such concepts cannot be taught in the same way as
can the kind of thinking which is the boast of analyti-
cal philosophy.

Certainly those concepts are seldom invoked in
the assessment of academic achievement. That is why
it is possible to be an academic knight while being
shallow, foolish and wicked. None of thesc failings is
an obstacle to descrved distinction as a moral philos-
opher. If they were, then our examining procedures
would lack the kind of impersonality that is funda-
mental to our understanding of objectivity and fair-
ness and, thereby, to the ideal of the liberal university.

Nonetheless, there must be disciplined, discur-
sive reflection on what we call morality; reflection
that is shaped by, and answerable to, the philosophi-
cal tradition.

Therefore, there should be something like moral
philosophy in all universities. But its status as a dis-
cipline will be suspect and unstable, in a way that is
true of English, and for similar reasons.

If it goes one way, it will tend towards a thinness
which invites parody by anyone who remembers that
there arc more things in heaven and carth, ctc.

If it gocs another way then, at critical points, it
will be vulnerable to obscurantism and high-minded
posturing. Thought whosc logical character is deter-
mined by certain moral virtues is particularly vulner-
able to the corresponding vices. It is casier to avoid
muddle than it is to avoid sentimentality.

There are doctors and parents who are faced with
decisions about whether or not to take severely
handicapped and suffering new-born babies off life-
support systems. Given that these things are happen-
ing, is it not appropriate that the actions here be
governed by some sort of community consensus on
what should be done! What is the place of moral

philosophy in the development of that
I consensus?

DO NOT SEE WHY WE MUST STRIVE FOR A CONSENSUS. The
divisions in our culture are deep. If we press for con-
sensus, then it is likely that we will characterise those
divisions in ways which distort and trivialise them.
The pressure to consensus, which comes from the
perccived need to scek legal resolutions of certain
pressing moral dilemmas and disagreements, favours
just thosc concepts which dominate the barren part
of moral philosophy, and which lecad to serious mis-
charactcrisations of the nature of our dilemmas and
disagreements. Applied philosophy has flourished
partly because it draws on the barren part of moral
philosophy, and partly because the pressure to for-
mulate public policy protected it from the kind of
reflective, meditative attention which might have
revealed its inadequacics. Mystery docs not recom-
mend itself to committees.

To be sure, things arc different when there is no
pressure to form that consensus because it already
cxists to a considerable extent. If it exists against a
cultural and intellcctual background respectful of
mystery, with a deep sense that there are more things
in heaven and earth than we arc likely to make sense
of in any moral theory, then many of the points T have
madc will lapse or need recasting. Such could be the
casc in, for example, a biocthics centre attached to a
religious institution. However, if the members of such
centres werce to take themselves as answerable to the
debate outside their institution, or feel that they
should formulate what they say to maximise its ¢n-
gagement with applied philosophy in the sccular
mainstream, then the points I made will become rel-
cvant again.

Is there a concession to cultural relativism in vour
reference to cultural divisions!

No. I take it to be uncontroversial that respect for
our fcllow citizens requires that we seriously try to
undcrstand what they believe, which in turn requires
that we do not force alien forms of expression upon
them. We do that, unwittingly, when we press for a
conscnsus that we will achieve only if we settle for a
reductive view of what our problems are and, more
scriously, of what it is to have a moral problem.

If ethics committees on hospital boards and the like
ought not to strive for community consensus {and
perhaps they have sometimes done so more in an
effort to pass the moral buck!), what ought they be
seeking to do?
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In vour book you are critical, in particular, of
Peter Singer’s work in applied ethics. I don't imagine
that you would want his books actually censored,
but do you, then, positively welcome his work as con-
tributions to debate, even though you disagree strong-
Iy with them?

I am not especially critical of Singer. In fact I think

that he 1s a complex figure and is in many ways gen-

uincly the kind of public intellectual that I have been

commending. Nonetheless, I am dismayed at the re-

spect accorded to some of what he says—to some of
the beliefs he expresses and the reasons he
gives for them.

INGER SINCERELY BELIEVES THAT WORK of the kind he
has been doing will make the world a better place. He
(and others) have succeeded in making it a world in
which philosophers have led the way in urging a re-
laxation of the conditions under which we find it per-
missible to kill people; in which, for example, most
philosophy students scriously wonder whether it is
permissible to kill young babies for much the same
reasons as it is permissible to have an abortion. This
dismays mec and frightens me.

Clearly this division between people like Singer
and pcople like me is a very serious one. But if you
believe that the world would be better if Singer were
more persuasive, and if you believe that it would be
better because it would be more compassionate, more
just, more rational, etc., then you must accept, as prop-
er to the discussion of these things, the possibility
that a contrary judgment might seriously be advanced.
You must then accept the terms which are appropri-
4te to its expression.

Once such claims as Singer’s have been made, it
is naive or uncomprehending of the kind of divisions
they cause, to think that the narrow range of critical
terms that mark analytical philosophy, and which
largely determine our sense of academic proprictics,
will be adequatce to their discussion.

If one insists that discussion should be answera-
ble only to thosc terms, one will not, as some may
hope, impartially preserve the conditions for rational
and open discussion; onc will be favouring a particu-
lar account of what there is to discuss and the meth-
ods and terms appropriate to it.

So vou welcome work such as Singer's so long as it is
understood that it may legitimately be appraised
using the substantial critical terms you have referred
to. But given that you have appraised Singer's work
using such critical terms as ‘arrogant’ and “aggres-
sively without a sense of mystery’, that might give
some the impression that you don't really welcome
it.

I don’t welcome it. However, it has dimensions which
can be assesscd by those narrower concepts which give
analytical philosophy its distinctive character. There
is no doubt, according to those concepts, that he is

deserving of  is distinction. My acknowledgment of
that gives the sense—or, rather, onc sense, for there
arc other, political senses-—in which I believe that his
work is a ‘legitimate’ contribution to the debate.

However, as [ have been at pains to emphasise,
there are other dimensions of asscssment. It is fool-
ish to think that in a divided culture such as ours
moral philosophy could be substantive without be-
ing volatile, divisive and sometimes offensive to some
people. It is irresponsible, in the way I implied carlier
when we spoke of Socrates, to be indignant at the
claim that one corrupts students if one succeeds in
getting them seriously to speculate about whom they
might kill when, for example, the cconomic circum-
stances get tough.

To insist, in such circumstances, that qua phi-
losopher, one should he accountable only for the clar-
ity of on¢’s thinking and things of that kind; to deny
that one is, cven as a philosopher, fully answerable as
a human being to other human beings, is to be intox-
icated by the rhetoric that has supported an edifying,
but distorted and certainly unSocratic, fantasy about

what it is seriously to care for the truth and
to seek it courageously.

F COURSE, MANY PEOPLE THINK they could never
think something evil, or be evidence of cultural de-
cline. University-educated people who are praised for
their visionary compassion are likely to believe it least
of all. It seems to me that Singer’s response—and the
response of many who sympathised with him—to the
events in Germany and Austria showed a failure to
understand this.

Central to your position, then, is the distinction be-
tween different critical vocabularies appropriate to
different forums, a narrow one for academic debates,
and an expanded and richer one for public debates.
Is there not a danger, though, especially in moral
philosophy. of the richer—and more divisive—vocab-
ulary seeping into and disrupting, even corrupting,
the traditional academic proprietics that vou have
praised?

What I have said might incline once to think that, for
the sake of preserving academic proprieties, it would
be better to avoid this kind of discussion—Dbetter if
moral philosophy did not touch on such divisive is-
sucs. [ do not believe that can be done.

The task then—it will not be easy, but I beliceve that
we must succeed in it—is to acknowledge the nature
of the division and the critical and moral vocabulary
which defines it, while at the same time respecting
the conventions and proprieties which underpin ara-
demic freedom.

Steven Tudor is a student in Law and a post-graduate
student in Philosophy at the University of Mclbourne..
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HE FIRST THING TO BE SAID
about Penelope Leach’s book is
that it is not about daycare. She
has assurcdly some things to say
about daycare, but her subiject is
much wider than the appropriate-
ness of organised child minding
for the infant offspring of moth-
ers in the paid workforee.

With the fluency of passion,
the command of the very well-
rescarched and the humanism of
aliberal who continues to believe
that human socicty can be per-
tected, she addresses something
which ends up troubling most of
us at least some of the time— |
especially those of us who worlk | I
and have them—and that is the
way we think about and care for
children.

The book is not another Baby
and Child, {Leach’s influential
manual of babycarc advice published
in 1977) although for some extended
passages such as those on breast-
fecedingit docs immerse thereaderin
the sort of dizzying difference you
associate with your first visit to the
obstetrician’s part of town.

It is, rather, a critique of the way
in which economic and social chang-
¢s in the post-industrial West have
strained parenthood, short-changed
children and led socictics to fail
emerging generations. It sort of serves
the matter of children as Small is
Beautiful served the environment.
(That strikes me as not a bad com-
parison: onc of the points about the
bookis the way it fixes on the singular
human baby as a kind of ecological
unit. As she says, a baby is a ‘major
pragmatic and narcissistic invest-
ment’.)

In that sensc it is different from,
and more usctul than, the material
now around which focuses entirely
on the psycho-sexual aspects of rela-
tions between women and men and
children. In an interestingly gloomy
way, Penclope Leach has us all eco-
nomic objects, inexorably commod-
ificd, our valucs improvised ina con-
texe of constant contradictions.

The fact that ‘we live to work'—
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even most of those who are unem-
ployed—distorts relationships
between children and the parents
who must limit their availability to
them, and act in their public lives as
if they were childless or genderless.

Onc of the problems with wom-
en's greater access to employment
and education is that it has been
achieved in terms which often do
not acknowledge adequately that
women give birth and breastfeed and
provide primary care to infants.
Neither, of course, do thosc terms
acknowledge that the men to whom
they have applied tor so long, are
also parents.

That's how daycare enters the
picturc. Penclope Leach is not against
mothers working. She is not inter-
csted in retrieving or reinvigorating
some atavistic notion of ‘mother’ or
‘father’, hut rather in responding to
all the advantages our historic mo-
ment offers us with the idea of “the
parent’. There is no comfort in

Children First for anyonce given
to nostalgia for ‘the family” in its
idcalized nuclear, mum-at-home
sense, and she calls the notion of
full-time cxclusive motherhood
a ‘careless idea’. She has a great
deal to say, for example, about
idcas ot discipline associated with
‘traditional” views ot the family.
But of all the options available to
working mothers, sheis most crit-
ical of full-time professional day-
care for children under the age of
three, most especially infants. In-
fants need tocused and intimate
attention, andif itis notavailable
from mother, it is most properly
given by the other parent or an
extended family member or—in
the ncarest approximation to
thescalternatives—Dby family day-
care. [That is, the generally local-
government-sponsorcd scheme
where women mind babies and
young children in their own homes.
Often training and activitics such as
playgroups arc provided ). Leach ad-
mits that therescarch findings about
the impact on children of full-time
day-carc are not conclusive, but she
is arguing anyway from an under-
standing of the developmental char-
acteristics of children set against the
real circumstances of day-care. Day-
care, for example, puts under-threes
in groups when they are really not
ready to play with other children or
respond to group discipline; it puts
infants with staff inaratio of—at the
very best—3 to 1. In short, daycarc
has emergedas the large enterpriscit
is in responsce to the requirements of
work and the cconomy and not
the requirements of the
children.

TIS TRUL, OF COURSE, THAT IN decry-
ing trends in the West, Penclope
Leach is speaking across an awful lot
of variables. Her Australian critics
have pointed out that in Britain and
the United States daycarcis nowhere
nearly as well-organised and regu-
lated as it is in Australia. But all
those ‘prominent working mothers’
and ‘female government ministers’



and ‘experts’ {that’s what The Aust-
ralian called them} who responded
angrily to Leach’s book did us a dis-
scrvice, even though they were
speaking out of an acute awarencss
of the cffort it has taken to achicve
good-quality daycare: their defence
of daycare obscured the larger themes
and the sheer existential difficultics
which preoccupy Leach and a good
many women and men who have or
who want to have children.

It also obscured the deep pessi-
mism which forms the background
to Leach’s manifesto. Much of
Children First is taken up with con-
cern for ‘values’, their communica-
tion to children and che “apprentice-
ship” of children to the adult world
they will take over. Her Australian
critics did not say so but it is proba-
bly truce that they and other Austral-
1an parents feel far more confident
that they share values with the peo-
ple they ask to mind their children.
This is partly a conscquence of the
way in which daycarcisorganised in
Australia but it is also surcly a re-
flection of the differences between
Australia and Britain and the United
States.

What some of those differences
might be, emerges in Living
Decently, a study of material well-
being in Australia which offers an
account of more generally-shared
‘satistaction’ than might be evident
in studics of British society. Neither
‘baby’ nor ‘child’ appears in the in-
dexbutitisneverthelessaninterest-
ing book because it describes a way
of assessing our condition, whether
rich or poor, without relying just on
information about the income we
carn, or don’t carn. Measuring pov-
crty or inequality becomes a morce
complex matter, whichisnot todeny
the importance of income. It’s an
cncouraging book, not least because
it finds, in how we are, a reality
which contradicts prevailing judg-
ments of doom and gloom.

With all Penelope Leach’s con-
structive and lively suggestions to
deal with the problems—indeed, the
crisis—she discerns, the trust she
puts in ‘commitment to social sci-
cnce and human relations’ is notat
all encouraging enough. Is that 1l
there is?

Margaret Coffey is a producer and
presenter for ABC Radio National.
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Back to basics

ETER SINGER’S TASK in this book is
to confront the most pressing practi-
cal question we can ask oursclves:
how are we to live?

The question is pressing for all
sorts of reasons, but for Singer it is
pressing in the main because the
world at large faces major problems
that will be solved only if we in the
Woest change the way in which we
live, and do it fast. To this end he
documents and cxplains the extent
to which social injustice on both a
national and an international scalc,
the various major environmental
problems we face, and the widespread
maltreatment of non-human ani-
mals, can all be scen to be caused and
sustained by the Western way of life
of consumption and acquisition that
most of his audicence enjoys, a way of
lifc that we continue through our
own choice, a choice Singer wants
us to reconsider and reverse.

Getting us to do this is, of course,
no casy task. It is especially difficult
if most of us arc motivated primarily
to increasce our own welfare and that
of our children. For on that hypoth-
esis, to the extent that we have con-
cern for people generally, such con-
cernwill berelatively weak. Alife of
consumption and acquisition may
have all sorts of bad cffects on oth-
crs, ctfects that we may regret, but
what rcason do we have to change
our life if it docs so well by those
who primarily concern us?

Singer’s response is to challenge
theassumption that the Western way
of life doces do well by those who
primarily concern us. He cites psy-
chological evidence which purports
to show that consumption and ac-
quisition do not in fact increase our
welfare. The reason why is a quite
general psychological phenomenon
called “adaptation’ or ‘habituation’.
Afterhaving consumed and acquired
matcrial goods we adapt to our new
level of material well-being—that
is, we lose the sensc of contrast with
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our old state—and, pretty soon, we
end up fecling no happicr than we
felt before.

Accordingto Singer, this explains
why psychologists find that despite
big differences between the levels of
wealth in various nations, the peo-
ple of those nations do not enjoy
correspondingly different levels of
happiness. He thercefore sees no rea-
son to agree with commentators who
claim that there has been a decline
in our standard of living. For even if
there has been a decline in the mate-
rial comforts we enjoy, this will not
corrclate with a long-term drop in
our levels of happiness. And nor,
thercefore, does he see any reason to
favour economic growth; for cco-
nomic growth simply adds to the
world’s environmental problems and
problems of social justice while do-
ing nothing to increase our level of
well-being.

If weaccept this much of Singer’s
argument then the stage is setfor his
morce positive claim. If consumption
and acquisition will not increase our
level of well-being, then how should

we live?  Singer’s answer
COMCS IN twWo parts.

IRST, HL ARGUES THAT We are not
exclusively selfish by nature. We are
capable of rcasoning, thereby taking
a more impartial point of view, and
of finding ourselves motivated by
what we discover from that vicw-
point. Thus, when we reflect, we sce
that cveryone has needs and aspira-
tions much like our own, needs and
aspirations that, in some casces, are
far more urgent than our own. Singer
encourages us to undertake such re-
flection, and to lct oursclves be
moved by the impartial sentiments
and sympathics such reflection en-
genders.

The second part of Singer’s an-
swer takes the form of a promisc:
that a life devoted to solving the
problems of the world will bring
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aspirations of sentient beings gener-
ally, he tinds himsclt caring for all
such creatures, and when he acts on
that concern, he finds the life he
leads personally fulfilling. But there
is nothing rationally compulsory
about having such cares and con-
cerns upon reflection. Rational peo-
ple may differ. In this book, then,
Singcr is simply recommending that
we give his preferred way of life atry.
His betis that we will find it reward-
ing too.

I have two worrics about this
approach to cthics. The first is that
thosc who follow Singer’s advice are
bound to sec themselves as making a
bet too. But by Singer’s own lights, it
may just so happen that they, or
Singer, are idiosyncratic, and that
the bet therefore docsn’t pay off.
When his readers reflect, they may
end up having a different pattern of
preferences from Singer's. It may just
so happen that the sort of life they
find most fulfilling and rewarding
contributes nothing very much to
the well-being of the world at large.
Perhaps they find themselves want-
ing most to work for a local football
club, or to raisc a family, or to run a
family media empire, orto becomea
reclusive hermit, or whatever. And
if they do, then Singer must

admit that they can quite
rationally ignorc hisadvice.
IIIIS BRINGS ME to the sccond
problem Thave with Singer's account
of what we are up to in answering
cthical questions, a problem that
seems to me to go much more to the
heart of his project. Can thosc who
deny that there are right and wrong
answers to cthical questions agree
that there is a forum in which issues
of practical importance get debated
with a view to their rational resolu-
tion? In a way they can, but in
another way they cannot.

They can agree that there is a
public forum in which different peo-
ple give their reccommendations and
try to convince others to follow their
rccommendations as opposcd to
thosce of someone else. And they can
even agree that reasons may be given
as to why particular pcople should
tollow one recommendation as op-
posed to another. if somcone wants,
say, a lifc of personal fulfilment, and

for whateverrcason she will not find
it by following a particular rccom-
mendation—pcrhaps the reccommen-
dation to make the world a better
place—then that is a reason for her
not to follow it. Butin another sense
they cannot agree that this is an
arcna in which disagreements about
practical matters are rationally re-
solved. For, at bottom, their view is
that such disagrcements do not per-
mit a rational resolution. When it
comes to practical matters what we
arce cach trying to do is to convert
people to the way of life that we
prefer and so recommend. At bot-
tom, then, the outcome of such a
forum is determined by power—the
power to causc others to have a pref-
crence for the way of life you prefer,
never mind about what they pre-
fer— not by reason.

This scems to mc to be a wrong-
headed and lamentable view of the
naturc of cthical debate. 1t is wrong-
headed becausc, as Singer’s own work
indicatces, there do seem to be com-
pelling reasons that can be given for
certain cthical claims. If you can
benetit someone greatly by chang-
ing your way of lifc at little orno cost
to yourself, then you simply should
change your way of life. To refuse
would be unrcasonable. This claim
would, Ithink, find widespread agree-
ment. And if this is right, then hu-
mility should surcly counsel us to
supposc that cven where widespread
agreement on cthical matters has
not bheen found as yet, agreement
may yct be found through more in
the way of discussion and debate.
Singer in effect concedes thisas well
when he talks about the progress
that has been made in the debates
over slavery, women’s rights, work-
cr’s rights, and so on. This is why I
said that his own vicews about the
naturc of ethical debate are some-
what ironic.

Morcover, this no-rational-reso-
lution-possible view of disagree-
ments on practical matters also
scems to me to be lamentable, tfor
those who hold this view are unable
to sce the real value that lies in
public debate on practical matters.
They can admit that public debate
on practical macters is valuable as a
means of converting people to their
own favoured view. But what if the
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views up for discussion are
all controversial and con-
version is difficule?  As 1
have alrcady said, 1t scems
to me that Singer’s own
view that we should devote
our lives to making the
world a better place is con-
troversial in just this way.
What we need, in such an
cevent, is a way of testing
these different vicews
against cach other in a ra-
tional way. On the assump-
tion that cthical questions
permit a rational resolu-
tion, public deliberation
can itsclf play this role. It
can help us to decide an-
swers to cthical questions.
But the no-rational-resolu-
tion-possible view pre-
cludes us from thinking ot
public debhate in this way as
a forum in which we can
lcarn the truth about cthi-
cal matters by talking to
cach other.
Again, this is ironic, as
Singer has perhaps contrib-
uted more to public debates
on practical matters than
almost any other person
alive. Indeed, the lasting
value of How are we to live!
will surcly licin the impact
it has on such dcbates. It
would, however, beapity if
those who read How are we
to Iived, and who are left
unconvinced by the answer
it provides to its title ques-
tion, took Singerat hisword
about the naturce of ethical
debate and so drew the con-
clusion that their own favoured an-
swer is once that stands in no need of
rational reassessment and justitica-
tion. It would be much better if they
followed Singer’s actions, rather than
his words, and saw themselves as
holding an opinion that nceds
constantly to be tested in the public
arena to see whether it is an opinion
worth keeping. For only so will they
inch towards a answer to the ques-
tion, ‘How ar¢ we to live?’.

Michael Smith is a Rcader in the

Department of Philosophy, Monash
University.
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This seems to me
to be a wrong-
headed and
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the nature of
ethical debate.
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because, as
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way of life

at little or no cost
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you simply should
change your
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Words f om inside

tese RiCH AND splendidly exe-
cuted contributions to the study of
Australian language are narrowly fo-
cuscd. For A Dictionary of Austral-
fan Underworld Slang, Gary Simes
drew on two glossaries compiled in
New South Wales prisons in mid-
century: by the conscientious objec-
tor, Ted Hartley, in 1944; and by
‘Thirty-Five’, aformer school-teach-
er doing life for murder, in 1950 and
1955. Bruce Moore’s A Lexicon of
Cadet Language concentrates on the
linguistic habits of cadets at the
Royal Military College, Duntroon,
between 1983 and 1985, He illus-
trates not only terms which were
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‘Duntroon-specific’, but others used
morce intensively there than in the
wider community. Both Simes and
Moore deal with special languages
that arc toadegree seeret, and which
therefore are ways of assertingmem-
bership of an embattled group. A
special fascination in the two books
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is how each defincs itself in relation
to its own members, and to the Aus-
tralian society to which it uncasily
relates. Each is concerned with the
language of what Goffman, in Asy-
lums, called a ‘total institution’: on
the one hand a prison, on the other,
a military college; cach with the
kinds of socialisation that follow
the loss of all that had given sccurity
to those who enter them.

On cursory inspection, the cover
of Underworld Slang depicts a mili-
tary parade. In fact it is Nicholas
Cairce’s photograph of a morning as-
scmbly at Pentridge in 1896, As
Moore observes, in Cadet Language,
‘the clink” was the preferred cadet
term for the Royal Military College.
Prisoners and cadets would alike
experience forms of incarceration,
torment, abuse, while forging—at
lcast in language—mecans of defence
against them. In exaggerated fashion
they could live out the national
meclodrama: be characters in the tale
of apersccuted nation, beset by pred-
ators, against whom it reacts with a
defensive savagery.

In his long introduction to Un-
derworld Slang, Simes discusses the
literature of crime, particularly the
development of lexicons of cant, or
criminal slang since the mid-fif-
teenth-century collection, The De-
ceptions of Beggars. Praising Sidney
Baker's The Australian Language
[1945), Simes still notes how incom-
plete is our understanding of the
influence of underworld slang on
general Australian usage. Yet once is
drawn rather to the exotic or van-
ished terms that he collects. Place-

specific slang always speaks poig-
nantly of lost connections. Whonow
thinks of the rough territory between
King’s Cross and the Docks as the
Burma Road? Or speaks whimsical-
ly of malc prostitutes as College
Strect solicitors? Ostensibly innoc-
uous words can carry the strongest
charge: ‘copper’, wrote Hartley, is
‘the most insulting term in usc’.
According to him also, the sadly tad-
ing epithet ‘pic cater” was ‘the most
popular term of abuse in common
usce’. Once no longer hears of ‘bar-
bered broads’ (trimmed playing
cards), or the ‘badger game’ (theft
through scxual enticement) or of
prisoncers being ‘japanned’ {convert-
cd by the gaol chaplain!, but Simes
and his sources are to be thanked for

giving them this sccond life.
Perhaps because of the reserve of
Hartley and ‘Thirty-Five’, Under-
world Slang is not rich in scxual
references. It has ‘boy in the boat’,
for clitoris, and ‘buttered bun’, mean-
ing—since the seventeenth centu-
ry—"to go sccond at intercourse’. By
contrast, Cadet Language is sodden
with terms for sexual conduct. In-
stead of the relatively genteel ‘but-
tered bun’, Moore’s cadets

prefer to ‘go slops’.

QR ARLISE BLCOMI S ROUTING, CN-
crvated, self-impoverished, is one of
the phenomena o which Moore’s
work draws attention. Hence for-
mulations yet more vile are called
forth to answer cadets’ needs to arm
and armour themscelves against con-
tempt and rejection.

When reaching climax with a
‘erogan’ (an especially ugly, but scx-
ually available girl), cadets are en-
couraged to yell {tofof themselves)
“atrocity!” Female genitalia are
‘where the chainsaw bit’. There ave
seven pages of ‘fuck’ compounds in
Cadet Langnage; ‘Abuse, terms of’
runs to hundreds of ¢ntries.

Women, Aborigines, New Zea-
landers [whosce future officers are
cducated at RMC), Tasmanians and
red-heads notably, if unrcasonably,
are victimised. So too are all the
companies of the cadet corps by
members of the other companices.
Intestine hostility is cevidently en-
couraged almost to the same extent
as antagonism towards thosc out-



side the corps, especially “accas’,
‘greenies’ and ‘poofters’ (the ‘two per
cent’, in the slang under-estimation
by corps members of their homosex-
ual strength).

Moore isadroll and crudite guide
through this thicket of incorrect
speech. As an English academic he
may have transmitted the ‘acca germ’
which “‘attacks the acca-immunce
system of a hitherto normal and
healthily unacademic cadet and
frenzies him with the sudden urge to
dosomeacademic work’. Moore was
at Duntroon in 1983 when a second
bastardisation scandal {less scverc
than that of 1969] hit the college.
His essay-length entry judiciously
covers the rites of passage that
bastardisation involved, in ways that
explain its relation to the linguistic

practices which his lexicon investi-
gates.

Whilce Simes had two glossarics
to hand, Moore’s gathering of cvi-
dence was more difficult and pro-
tracted. Questionnaires were circu-
lated; supplementary interviews con-
ducted. Both Simes and Moore docu-
ment the yearning hatred of inmates
ininstitutions for the things of value
inaworldelsewhere. Australian lex-
icographers, rcaders and writers
should be grateful for their labours,
for the deft intclligence that they
have brought to matcerial by turns
funny and horrifying, ultimatelv
bleak.

Peter Pierce teaches in the Centre
for Australian Studies at Monash
University.
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The Fabians

From Bernard Shaw to Gough Whitlam

HE PUBLICATION OF Race Math-
cws’ book on Australia’s early Fabi-
ans provides, for the first time, a
scholarly analysis of an important
thread of philosophical linkage be-
tween the British and Australian la-
bor traditions. Links between the
two traditions are clearly intrinsic
given the strongly British cast of the
ALD’s carly membership and of its
lcaders—J.C. Watson, Andrew Fish-
cr, Billy Hughes—nonce of them Fa-
bians as such. But there has been
little specific focus on it other than
through the lives of individuals.

Mathews, with his lifelong com-
mitment to Fabianism and his ca-
reer as a federal and state Labor pol-
itician, is probably the only person
who could have written such a sub-
stantial book.

[tisanimportant publication not
only because of its illuminating fac-
tual substancce but because of its

underlying message—that socicty
needs its true belicvers—in this case
the Fabians of Britain and Australia.
They were {and no doubt remaint a
motley human mix of practical
visionaries, arrogant intellectual ¢li-
tists and domincering cgotists, but
united by the certainty that socicty
isreformable providing reformers do
not lose their faith, Despite all their
failings, it would be a desolate world
without them.,

The book has a significant side-
effcce—onc probably unintended by
the author: it highlights many of the
key non-lrish Catholic taproots of
the Australian Labor Party. This is
important documentation, given the
strong public focus, particularly in
recent years, that Irish Catholic in-
fluence in the Labor Party has re-
ceived. The English Fabians had few
Catholics among early members.
Overwhelmingly, Fabianism was an
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English institution and, as such, rc-
flected English social idealism from
religious, agnostic,and non-religious
sources. The Catholics were a minor
influence compared with Anglican,
Methodists, Congregationalists and
other Protestant groups who—un-
like many Catholics—felt few
inhibitions about associating

themsclves with an avow-

edly socialist organisation.

ATHEWS TAKES FaBiaNIsM from
its English beginnings late in the
19th century to what he sces as its
antipodean flowering in Gough Whit-
lam’s modernising of the Australian
Labor Party and leading it back to
office in 1972, ‘Among Australian
Fabians, 1 am Maximus,” Whitlam
once declared in sclf-parody. Curi-
ously, in a work of such precision,
Mathews docs not scem to think it
necessary to raise the question ‘Why
is it called Fabian?’

The Fabian Socicty took its now
scemingly pretentious name from
the Roman general Fabius Cuncta-
tor whose creative tactics of avoid-
ing pitched battles enabled him to
defeat superior forces. That's as the
Encyclopacdia Britannica brictly
explains it.

Theauthor’s own thoughts might
have been interesting. Revolution-
ary Marxism was the stuff of pitched
battles—Fabianism was the politics
of quict permeation. The British Fa-
bians, led by such intcllectual lumi-
narics as Sidney and Beatrice Webb
and George Bernard Shaw, set out to
permeate the Conscrvative and Lib-
cral Partics with socialist ideas.

Once a viable Labor Party
emerged they focused their cfforts
there, and subscquently affiliated
with it. Shaw saw the Fabians as
becoming ‘the Jesuits of socialism’
They were unashamedly middle-
class and exclusive—the left-glitter-
ati of London. Trade unionists who
were attracted to the society were
haughtily marginaliscd by Shaw with
the comment that ‘cultural scgrega-
tionis cssential, indiscriminate frat-
crnisation fatal.’

The Fabian socialism which came
to the Australian colonics in the
1890s found more cgalitarian soil.
Australia’s first Fabian was an Eng-
lishman, William Archer, whojoined
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the London Fabian Socicty from his
home in Victoria. He did not start a
movement here. The first cffective
antipodcan Fabian Socicty was
founded in South Australia by a cru-
sading young Anglican priest,
Charles Marson, who arrived in Ad-
claide in 1889, alrcady an active
member of the London Socicty.

He put a moral carthquake
through staid Adelaide socicty with
denunciations such as this one on
the treatment of Aborigines: ‘Their
tribal organisation broken up, their
game all killed, their lands annexed,
their sons made slaves of, and all by
people who talk about the love of
Christ and protess picty.’

It was a matter of hushed com-
ment that, within months of his ar-
rival, he entertained an Aborigine to
ted.

Marson broke with British Fabi-
an tradition by actively courting
working-class recruits—and promot-
ing a unity of middle-class intellece-
tuals with the labor movement, the
Single Tax (Henry Georgel activists,
and other socialist elements. The
Society declined soon after his re-
turn to England in 1893,

A Fabian Socicty was formed in
Mclbournc in 1895—but was dogged
by its closc association with Harry
Champion, a former English radical
intellectual, who soon after his ar-
rival here made an ill-judged inter-
vention on the side of the employers
in the watershed Maritime Strike of

1890. He wasnever forgiven
by unionists.

ATHLWS DRAWS A PARALLTE be-
tween the destructive effect of Chams-
pionand Shaw’s exclusivist views in
Britain, concluding that ‘Fabian so-
cicties have succeeded to the extent
that they have been included by and
inclusive of the labor movement,
and resisted scparation from that
movement.’

In the decades from 1890 to 1910,
Australia had four Fabian Socictics—
in cach case the instigator a London
expatriate.

Distinguished carly Australian
Fabians included Bernard O'Dowd,
Nettic and Vance Palmer, Tom Price
{first Labor Premicer of an Australian
colony: South Australial, Frederick
Eggleston, Walter Murdoch and John
Latham, though Latham later deter-

ANDREW DULLEN

mincdly shed his Fabian idealism
and joined the conscervative side of
politics.

The tirst Whitlam Ministry was
rich in Fabians Trank Crean, im
Cairns, Lance Barnard, Lioncl Mur-
phy, Clyde Cameron and Tom Uren.
Bill Havden wrote and lectured for
the society. Other political notables
identificd as Fabians by Mathews
include Arthur Calwell, the two John
Cains, Bob Hawke, Don Dunstan,
John Bannon, Neville Wran and Bob
Carr.

Despite their eribulations, Fabi-
an Socictics in Australia and Britain
have been think-tanks of incalcula-
ble value tor the Labor Parties.
Through Mathews' book we see more
clearly than before that, human flaws
notwithstanding, the mark of the
Fabian is a passion for social justice
pursucd through a faith in gradual® -+
and civilised processes.

Paul Ormonde is a Mclbournce writ-
cr. He was founder of the Pax peace
movement in the 1960s and was a
member of the editorial board of the
Catholic Waorker trom 1939 until its
last edition in 1976.

The codebreaker’s pilgrimage

$ LONG AS WE KEEP journey-
ing, we are all Odysscus. This is
truer of Martin Johnston than of
most, and not solely because John-
ston, from childhood on, passed so
much of his life in Greece. After his
family returned to Australia, he went
back there twice during his brict life.
His personal journcying came to a
sad close in 1990 when he was only
forty-two. The untimely deaths of
his famous parents, George John-
ston and Charmian Clift, and of his
two sisters gave his life a tragic un-
dertone; this was a tamily beset by
sclf-inflicted pain. Greeee lived dark-
ly in Johnston's imagination, but it
was buoyantly there too. His daunt-
ing crudition and sparkling intellect
give his various writings a richness
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and lightness thatrevitalise whatev-
cr tradition he uses. In a special way
he draws sustenance from Greek his-
tory and legend from the beginnings
right through to modern times.

So here he is, a onc-eyed and
blinded Greck-island dweller abjur-
ing his connection with Odysscus in
opening lines of “The Homecoming
|Cyclops Song 41"

Well, what was Odysscus good at?
{11 making things {2} lying

neither a <kill 've any use for. Don't

talk to me

about subtlety. I've travelled oo,

smiclt caique-decks’ tar and goat and

onions in milky dawn winds,

snoozed hunched in my fur on offal

wharves, and remember

prayer-flagged cairns, moon-pricstess-
¢s and pig-myths
on steppes beyond the writ of Amer-

tcan Express.

Here he is, juxtaposing ancient
and modern, his tone ranging as cas-
ily and briskly as onc supposes his
own conversation did, and showing
how there's life in the sonnet form
vet. The poem concludes with an
ironic nod to T.S. Eliot, his carliest
master, as all six of the Cvelops
Songs malke an oblique bow to John
Berryman's Dream Songs. Johnston
has cnough confidence in his own
powers to rousc the spirits of mighty
figures. Berryman's Dream Songs,
whatcever else they do, reveal an un-
forgettable voice and in this alone




move his work to the centre of con-
temporary concerns, enough perhaps
tonudge Robert Lowcll aside. Surcly
Berryman taught Johnston to loosen
his own voice and trust more in this
than in the heavy pressure he origi-
nally put on the innumerable and
densce references, a pressure which
sometimes makes his carlier work
airless. Now there is an casc of voice
that makes his last book, The Tvpe-
writer Considered as a Bee-Trap, a
fully maturc work.

We do not have enough, but
his distinctive voice we do have,
and nowadays voice is virtually
everything. Johnston’s debt to
Berryman is also acknowledged
in the sadlyincomplete essay ‘On
Berryman's Elegies’, which hap-
pily Tranter has salvaged for us.
Like Berryman, Johnston’s playful
mastery with voices and with tradi-
tion shows him a ‘trickster’'—Qdys-
seus still, cven when taking the Cy-
clops’ part.

Cyclopstorhispart has the meas-
ure of Odysseus, as he tells us in the
first song:

I knew
pertectly well what ‘Noman is hurt-
ing me’ meant.

Wearing the mask of Cyclops,
Johnston gives us ten words full of
pain and hidden revelation. Putting
a telling distance between himself
and pain was an carly habit in his
poctry: the title poem of The Sea-
Cucumber is an clegy for his father,
although dedicated to Ray Crooke,
and ‘Letter to Sylvia Plath’ is never-
theless ‘i.m. C.C.’ for his mother.

It is striking how much of John-
ston’s work is in memoriam. If this
distancing is the only approach onc
can bear, indircction, like tacking, is
a way of getting therc. Johnston’s
sustained practice of translating folk
songs and thc modern poctry of
Grecce is another indirect way of
homing in, as arc the chance illumi-

nations given by the art and
history he finds as a tourist.

F THE MANY WAYS OF journcy-
ing, Johnston’s usual modec is that of
a wanderer, with all the advantages
that implies for range of reference
and voice, and for case of movement,
for quicksilver effects. There may be

times when the voice in these po-
ems has something of the drifter.

There are certainly times when the
voice is that of a man driven to
scarch for verse that must be ap-
peascd or contronted: ashe putsit at
the end of his ‘In Memo-
riam’ for

dead po-
cts: ‘where the * blood pours
out the dead come to the feast’.
Odysscus too knew this.

Less anxious but carnest none-
theless, search is the whole point of
‘To the Innate Island’. Here, as the
title proclaims, Johnston’s outward
journcying is all inward.

A long work of twelve parts, it is
his most considerable and charac-
teristic poem. That a rclaxed jour-
ney, even a touristy dawdle, can he
the unnoticed preliminary for an
occasion of great personal signifi-
cance, has notable exemplars in the
climactic canto of Byron’s Childe
Harold's Pilgrimage and A.D. Hope's
‘A Letter from Rome’. These two are
given their moment of disclosure at
Lake Nemi, south of Rome and the
locus classicus for Fraser’s The Gold-
en Bough.

For his part Johnston, like and
unlike, tells us this loosce sequence
‘rummages around various versions
of—as it happens—Greece. It is
scarching, as hindsight reveals, for
the Phaistos Disc; finds it; fails, how-
evcer, to decipher it’,

Australian poetry, at the very
lecast from Christopher Brennan'’s
‘The Wanderer’ onwards, is footsore
with the search for meaning. Evenif,
as Hope’s poem terms it, ‘The Inter-
vention” happens, its significance is
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usually unelear. Indecd often enough

Australian pocts fear that to name
its significance is to jeop-
ardisc the experience.

F SOMETHING ‘RELIGIOUS” happens,

it is best to remain as silent as possi-
blc. One could argue, morcover, that
to get it right, one should get there
properly, and that requires the ascet-
icism of a pilgrim.
The asceticism of watching with
full attention, which is a kind of
waiting, is shown, for cxample, in
the cleventh part, ‘Water-Garden
Snapshots”

Or think of the moment
most poignant in the
process of

parting

suggested by a water-drop’s
almost less than momentary
moment’s detiance

of gravity, the point

at which its top goes
convex, as it splits

oft from what is becoming the next
drop.

He knows when to break ling,
does Martin Johnston; and how to
move to and fro between wry hu-
mour and intense statement:

The boat is loaded

with a second-hand phrenological
head,

a smuggled ikon of the Last Judge-
ment,

an insufficient supply of hard-tack,
apostcard of the Disc of Phaistos, gold
on bluc.

In the inner garden which we never
visit

the boat scems to be coming in, rust-
red sail,

the cat a cloud behind the bay-
branches.

Maybe in the intense moment of
cach line, a postcard carries as much
significance as onc could desire, or
hope for.

As to decipherment, the Phaist-
0s Disc cludes decipherment from
the scholars, Ventris [Michacl Ven-
tris, who cracked Lincar B] and all,
let alone Johnston.

It fits effortlessly into the reti-
cence and unknowingness of Aus-
tralian poetry:

EUREKA STREET

ABOVE: the Phaistos
disc, discovered 1908
and still undeciphered.
From the Mansell
Collection.
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OR A LONG Time GLUCK's Orphets
was the carliest opera still regularly
performed. Then, overtaken by the
expansion of the baroque repertoire,
it was neglected for a time and un-
dervalued. Its tone was too clevated,
its pacc too static.

The current Australian Opera

production has been shaped by this
view, andisadcetermined attempt to
refute it. Instead of Orpheus being
presented as the spirit of music—
perhaps even with a suggestion of
androgyny, as when Shirley Verrett
would perform the part, her long
limbs and brown skin scrving to dif-
ferentiate her—there was David
Hobson, an idealised Everyman,
handsome and sexy. Indeed this pro-
duction {more than most) was about
a boy sctting off on a difficult jour-
ney to claim his girl.
Certainly it was not about a con-
trast between the realm of the bless-
¢d spirits and the underworld, for
our age has abolished both Heaven
and Hell. This production even man-
aged to merge them: some of the
gyrations of the almost unstoppable
dancing were apparent in both plac-
¢s. The underworld, in fact, had its
teeth drawn: instead of a writhing
chorus, loathsome and mcenacing,
half a dozen dancers provided con-
tortions while the others were ranged
lugubriously around the stage. The
wholc group joined in only at the
end of the scene, for the Dance of the
Furics: in view of the large slitted
hinge of the sct, this could have been
called the Dance of the Cheese Grat-
ings. And, despiteasuitably incttable
cerie blue light for Elysium, a post-
modern touch intruded with a carved
O loves E on the central tree crunk.
Had that graffiti been on the wall of
the underworld scene, it would have
come close to turning it into a nite
spot.

Still, the production was carried
by the superb performance of David
Hobson as Orphce. It is a huge and
taxing high tenor role, this French

JIM LJAVIDSON

Embrac ng ope a

version of 1774, but I have never
heard him sing better. The French
language and the declamatory style
seem to bring out the best in his
voice. Occasionally there was strain
in the high notes, but everywhere
else there was an almost blade-like
definition, plus some low notes of
surprising strength, Hobson's appeal
to the Furies had a lileing surge to it
which was singularly effective. Tao-
wards the end of the evening he be-
gan to tire, but fortunately was ade-
quatcly matched by Amanda Thane's
compelling Eurydice, hurt and dis-
traught that her husband will not
look her in the cye. {There were
some nice stage movements here,
too, with Orphceus being metaphori-
cally tugged back across the stage
every time Eurydice questioned him.)
Thane may have thrown away her
great Elysian aria, taken too fast tor
my taste, but hers was a memorable
performance. The Amor, Miriam
Gormley, sang prettily, but not with
the tarty manipulativencess the mu-
sic of the great aria with oboc ¢learly
invites.

Gormley also sang, at short not-
ice, as Iliain Idomeneo. The general
view has always been that this is a
Gluck opera by Mozart (it was com-
poscd while the older man was still
alivel. Foralong time the work shared
Gluclk’s neglect, being regarded as a
barcly stageable curiosity. But by
the carly seventies there were some—
given the curious shifts that occur
from timce to time—who were

prepared to describe it as
Mozart’s best opera.

HILL LACH O] THE Fouk produc-
tions I have scen has been better
thanits predecessor, Ineverexpected
any to surpass that of the Victorian
State Operain thelate seventies. But
this, as might have been expected, is
cxactly what Christopher Hogwood
gave us. In his hands the score pul-
sated, here lyrical and there insist-
ent, a strong scnse of dynamics in-
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forming the whole. U the strings
were somewhat overpowered by the
vast space, then at least this had the
cffect of emphasising the tone col-
our contributed by the other instru-
ments—further banishing any lin-
gering sensce of the static.

There were some outstanding
performances. Rosamund Illing as
Elettra was suitably ficry, singing
strongly and boldly but also touch-
ingly when required; opposite her
was Kirsti Harms as Idamante, suffi-
ciently forcetful and focused to make
this breeches role convineing. Miri-
am Gormley brought warmth and
colour to the role of Iia, so effective-
ly that one soon forgot her last-
minute inclusion. Others sang ably,
although Anson Austin did not seem
comfortable in the name part.

This production was in the Aus-
tralian Opcra’s ‘Drottningholm’
style, brought from Sweden by the
late Goran Jarvevelt and Carl Fric-
drich Oberle. Cosi Fan Tutte done
in this manner, with a cavernous
space, soft colours, and superb cos-
tumes, was given a veal cut and
polish, yielding many new insights.
But here a recyeling of the set from
La Clemenza di Tito did not have
quite the same happy cffect. While
one nowadays fully expects a mon-
ster to be deconstructed, done with
lighting if not exactly with mirrors,
it would have been pertinent to have
the sca more evident than as a rip-
pled lighting cffect scen through a
vast rotunda. This sct was all space
and boardwalk, walls and comices;
Mozart as a many-pilastered thing,.

Inone sensc this tugs the work in
the direction opposite from the once
in which Mozart himsclf was going.
fdomeneo. with its general lack of
ensembles, 1s for him a work of un-
usual lincarity. But what is fascinat-
ing about the third act, where' the
music suddenly reaches new heights,
is that cven when the composer fol-
lows the prevailing form most closcly
—complete with a Gluckian voice of
Neptune—his individuality keeps
bursting through. It is as though at
the very moment of mastering the
conventions of opera seria Mozart
gives notice he will abandon then

Jim Davidson tcaches Humanitics

at the Victoria University of Tech-
nology.
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LEFT: David Hobson,
as Orphee, Saint
Sebastian-stvle.

Photo courtesy The

Australian Opera, by

Kiren Chang.
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in most shows, ¢veryone scems to
play in the band at some stage and
the musicians perform in the air and
on the ground. The riggers arc often
scen in the comedy sketches and the
trapeze artists are involved in the
rigging; the tumblers act, as the com-
pany programme puts it, and the
actors tumble.

In the 1990 show, for example, there
were four diffcrent kit-drummers in
the first half hour and the musical
dircctor (Juliec Mclnnes) played
drums, saxophone and guitar before
she got to her main instrument,
which happens to be the cello. At
onc point, founding member and
then artistic director Tim Coldwell
played two trumpets simultaneous-
ly while, at another, two people si-
multancously played one cello. The
only people who don’t appear to per-
form in the circus itsclf are the ad-
ministrative staff.

Circus Ozhasrcceived moderate
but mostly rising levels of funding
from the Performing Arts Board of
the Australia Council and the Victo-
rian Ministry for the Arts, now
known as Arts Victoria, together
with support from the City of Mel-
bourne and various corporate spon-
sors, including Qantas for some years
and now the paper manufacturer,
Sorbent.

Nevertheless, there have been
some financially rocky years: losses
were reported on the Mcelbourne and
Adclaide productions in November
and December in 1990 (when the
cconomic recession’s effects were
increasingly being fele all over the
Australian entertainment industry)
and a Sydney season, scheduled for
January 1991, was cancelled. The
same year, however, saw the circus
back in the air for its fourth visit to
the U.K. and back home for the Mel-
bourne International Festival. Re-
cent funding grants—including a
just-announced ‘Playing Australia’
allocation of $269,515 for a massive
Australian tour next year—have
guaranteed the organisation’s sur-
vival and buoyant spirits for the fore-
secable future.

Circus Oz arguably reached its
artistic peak in its tenth anniversary
show in 1988. That show revealed
considerable growth in the strength
and maturity of a number of the
younger performers who had joined

inthe previous years. Increasing skill
in the Chinese elements (especially
the prodigiously difficult hoop div-
ing) was combined with a splendid
use of humour and comedy. The tra-
peze act, for example, became not
only a display of gracc and skill but
also a vehicle for some inspired
clowning. Furthermore, the incorpor-
ation of the traditional acts and ap-
paratusesinto dramatic sketcheswas
becoming increasingly assured. The
trampoline apparatus became the site
forabiting sketchabout the Bicente-
nary celebrations, while another
sketch involved the audience in a
portrayal of the arrival of the First
Fleet in the form of an invasion. The
1988 show was probably the one in
which the circus’ skills and

politics were most effec-

tively combined.
BY 1990, THE Ccireus HAD changed
somewhat, with an almost complete
cmphasis on entertainment. There
was virtually no sign of the political
cdge of previous years, although the
skill level and the entertainment
value of a very slick, professional
production remained very high. Tim
Coldwell was quoted as saying at the
time (in the Melbourne Herald) that
‘There is no point preaching
communism on this side of the world
anymore; there is not even much
pointpreachingitontheotherside...’

The most recent show—seen al-
ready in Sydney carlicr this year and
then in Melbourne for the Comedy
Festival, and destined for further
touring as the year gocs on—seems
to have maintained the entertain-
ment-first policy. The new Artistic
Director {Sue Broadway) hasengaged
long-time circus-member Stephen
Burton as Guest Director to com-
bine a very lively bracket of acts,
hased on some of the circus’” most
confident apparatuses and comicand
musical inventiveness, into a kind
of situation-comedy structure.

The premisc is of a seedy café
(Café Oz) bedevilled by vaguely in-
competent staff, demanding guests
and a bhizarre time-and-motion in-
spector, in which all the acts and
apparatuses arc given a kind of co-
medic raison d'étre. While some of
this works reasonably well—a won-
derfully funny plate-spinning act and
a breath-takingly skilful Lu Guang
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Rong balancing on umpteen layers
of glasses and cups on trays on a
restaurant table arc certainly en-
hanced by the café¢ sctting, for exam-
ple—much of it falls flat because the
company’s less-developed natural-
istic, TV-style comicacting tech-
nigue does not match their often
formidable circus skills.

On the other hand, some of the
newer circus members are outstand-
ing in thc air and in a variety of
ground-bascd balancing acts (in par-
ticular the redoubtable Lu Guang
Rongand the brilliant Anna Shelper,
who is developing into a very wor-
thy successor to Theresa Blake) as
well as in the well-cstablished arca
of anarchic comedy. Here, Tespecial-
ly liked Cheryl and Charlenc {Lisa
Small and Nicci Wilkes) as a pair of
cowgirls on a motoreycle, rounding
upatrio of feral supcrmarket trolleys
disguised as prize bulls. This is rare
sport indeed, and it makes great fun
out of the animal-taming acts of tra-
ditional circuscs! There is also ter-
rific stuff done with firc and with a
staggering range of cycles.

Otherrecentinnovationsinclude
a trend towards increased skills
specialisation. The decision to fo-
cus, for example, on a core band of
three {who arc really only musicians
and who play some lovely music
composed by Irine Vela)is one which
I thought worked very well. {Need-

less to say it wouldn’t be

Circus Oz if they didn’t.
MY FINAL AND BEST MEMORY of
this year’s show is of another mar-
vellous new act, in which the three
musicians are hoisted, still on their
chairs, into a kind of frege-floating
mobile which soars rhapsodically
over and around the central space,
while playing a bitter-sweet, Erik
Satie-like air of great poignancy.

Perhaps the new-look Circus Oz
should concentrate on performance
art work of this inspired kind in
future and ditch the less-successful
stituation comedy stuff. It would
certainly add another string to their
already distinctive—and distin-
guished—bow.

Geoffrey Milne is head of the Theatre
and Drama Department in the School
of Arts and Media, La Trobe
University.
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an irresistibly sophisticated, mon-
icd and young widow, of English
background, moves into the town
(Natasha Richardson). A diverting
comedy of manners [ think you
would call it: unbidden progeny of
The Importance of Being Earnest.

The script was written by Hugh
Leonard who is to Ircland what Dav-
idWilliamson is to Australia, except
that his outputis prolificand diverse
(1t includes heaps of TV adaptations,
novels, autobiography)and he is bet-
ter known internationally.

Of course, the world tinds it cas-
ier to pluginto stock Irish characters
and themes because it has had a lot
longer tobecome familiar with them.
Hugh Leonard shares David William-
son’s unerring capacity topickupon
topics of the moment. Ican’t tell you
what the one in this film is without
spoiling the experience for you but,
given that the script has been around
for ten years, it is certainly au cour-
ant. Put that in the pot with lashings
of verbal and pretty-as-a-picture set-
tings, cxcellent performances (Joan
Plowright stands out), and mystery,
murder and a final twist to the story,
{ncver mind Mia Farrow to inspire
vulgar curiosity), and you have a
winner.

But to tell the truth it’s a perni-
cious film undcrneath it all. Hugh
Leonard says he wanted to write a
women’s story and that he wrote
this out of the fecminine side of him.
He has actually written a very tradi-
tional ‘Irish’ story where the blame
is hung on a few clichéd pegs—ma-
triarchy and the church in collu-
sion—and real men get off scot free.
And 1 do have a sense of humour.

—Margaret Coffey

Worries shared

No Worries dir. David Elfick {Great-
¢r Union, some rural and independ-
cnts). This is a funny, very sad but
mercifully unsentimental film about
refugees to the Australian coastal
citics: White Australian refugeces
driven from their properties by the
cighties rural crisis after generations
on the land and Vietnamesc refugees,
cscaping war and famine by sea.
Through the eyces of a rural Aus-

tralian, cleven-year-old Matilda Bell,
No Worries traces the dismantling
ofasmall, happy sheep farming com-
munity as weather, government pol-
icy and the banks force the mass
shooting of stock that can neither be
fed nor sold, humiliating farm sales
and the final loncly exodus, family
by family, Matilda’s included, to the
coast.

It israre to tind a film that focus-
¢s on a child’s experience of the loss
of home andfriends withoutdissolv-
ing into mush. But Matilda’s direct,
affectionate gaze gives even the most
gut-wrenching scenes a pragmatic,
positive edge.

When Matilda joins her new city
school, grieving and deeply culture-
shocked, it is the Vietnamese refu-
gee girl Binh who can connect with
her. No Worries does not just show
the best of the Australian bush char-
acter in the face of ruin, it places the
whole refugee experience, which we
tend to see as foreign and alien, se-
curely in the heart of Australian cul-
turc. The girl from the land and the
girl from the sea have felt the same.

Good rural scenes, a great script
and authentic characters, especially
Matilda, played brilliantly by Amy
Terelinek, make No Worries (rated
G) genuinely good movie going for
cveryone.

— Jane Buckingham

Quiet coup

The Lover, dir. Jean-Jacques Annaud
(Hoyts). The task of transfcrring the
Marguerite Duras novella to screen
presents certain challenges, and a
major one is how to decal well with
the crotic content. The advertising
would have you belicve that it's
somcthing like 9 ' * Weceks does Sai-
gonbut it mercifully avoids the soft-
porn traps it could get into. The love
scenes are lovely—lyrical, erotic,
involving one in the story without
brute voyeurism

The other challenges include
finding actors who can portray the
young Duras, herlover and her goth-
ically dysfunctional family with suf-
ficient depth and sharpness, convey-
ing the chaotic richness and squalor
of 1920’s Saigon and somchow let-
ting the extraordinary strength and
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poignancy of Duras’ experience im-
bue the whole. Well, the cinematog-
raphy and art dircction are wonder-
ful: the enormous wide shots of the
Mckongarelike astcamy Canaletto.
Some of the casting is inspired: the
dry, Gauloisc-stained voice-overs of
the incomparable Jeanne Moreau, the
ravaged face of Frédérique Meinin-
ger as Duras’ mother, are brilliant.
Unfortunately, the casting fell
down with the sclection of Jane
March to play the young Duras. Her
sulky prettiness is without the grav-
itas required for the part, and she
never convinees as a brilliant bud-
ding author, capable of objectifying
her difficulties into writer’s craft. A
young Morcau was needed. Tony Le-
ung, however, is marvellous as the
rich young Chincse lover, vitiated
by his wealth, unable to fight con-
ventions that part him from the only
strength in his life: his passion for
her. To watch his face as he sees her
is to believe in a kind of quiet coup
de foudre.
—Juliette Hughes

Stale meat

The Baby of Mdcon, dir. Pcter
Greenawaylindependent
cinemas).When Peter Greenaway
was in Australia last month pro-
moting The Baby of Mdcon, his
television appearances happened to
coincide with the screening of an
interview featuring Dennis Potter.
Potter, the dynamo of British televi-
sion, the man bchind Pennies from
Heaven and The Singing Detective,
is dyingof cancer. His long talk with
Meclvyn Bragg will almost certainly
be his last public statement. Potter
is himself atflicted with all of the
pathologies that batten upon his
characters. Hisskin itches, his hands
arc claws, his body stutters. But heis
cantankerously so much more than
the sum of his mortal afflictions. He
is also, and consciously, the embod-
iment of one possible direction in
which British culture might go.
The contrast with Greenaway
could not have been more marked.
Greenaway professces, and his films
evinee, a fascination with sex and
death. He is the anatomist of
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incorrorrigible folly, the exponent of
entropy. Potter, his life ebbing out of
him, is compelled by his own mor-
tality, passionate about the life that
goes on outside of the shell he inhab-
its. He sees his work as continuous
with political and social processes.
He has the vocational obsessiveness
of a man who wants to change the
world. But hc’s also savagely and
self-reflexively funny. Greenaway is
clever, schooled, and ironclad with
theorctical explanation. But you’d
hardly call him a wit. His films and
his analysis of them suggest the oth-
er turn that British culturc might
take.

The Baby of Mdcon has many of
the familiar Greenaway trademarks:
it is multi-layered, visually gorged,
and shocking. It opens with a pro-
logue from a sexually coy version of
one of the four horsemen of the apoc-
alypsc: a powdered and parched fig-
ure, cowering over his own genitals,
recounts the cvils that blight the
counter-reformation countryside of
Macon. His words are distorted but
his tonguc is unforgettable: a quiver-
ing and coated lump of offal.

A baby is born to a warty, bald
monster of a woman. The court au-
dience (this is a play within a play
within a film, of course) cheer, bar-
rack and marvel at the birth. The
child’s virgin sister pretends to be
his virgin mother, and exploits the
baby’s apparent power to restore fe-
cundity to the land and people. She
draws the attention and finally, the
vengeance of the church, which, in
this script, brooks no competition.
Seduction, disembowelment, rape-
to-death and the child’s dismember-
ment follow.

What to make of itall! Thefilm’s
contrived structure foxes response.
The characters are set up to repel,
the church-as-patriarchal-villain is
a cardboard thing here. The exploit-
c¢d child is ambiguous from the
start—manipulated out of innocence
into the kind of knowing sexuality
familiar in pre-Raphaelite painting.
Atrocity piles on atrocity but none
of it seems to matter very much. The
Baby of Mdcon is more about jaded
appetite than the moral outrage to
which Greenaway lays claim.

—Morag Fraser
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Nobody can like Cannes can

he Adventures of Priscilla,
Queen of the Desert dir. Stephen
Elliot (Cannes Film Festival). Aus-
tralia’s main offering at Canncs this
year is essentially a one-joke movic,
but at least the joke is a good one. It
is not the joke implicit in the film’s
theme, i.c. the plight of two trans-
vestites (Hugo Weaving and Guy
Pearce] and a post-op transsexual
{Terence Stamp] who find them-
selves surrounded by homophobic
rednecks in places like Broken Hill,
Coober Pedy and Alice Springs. Nor
is it the joke in the casting against
type of Stamp and Bill Hunter (the
rugged Aussie bushman who falls in
love with Stamp’s character, Berna-
dettel]. No, Priscilla’s real comic tri-
umph is an hilarious spoof of that
silly, pretentious, overrated icon of
Australian cincema, Picnic at Hang-
ing Rock. To watch three drag
queens,resplendent in their Les Girls
headdresses and tailfeathers, mimic
the vacuous schoolgirls of Picnic as
they ascend a barren outcrop in the
middle of nowhere, was to think,
briefly, that Priscilla’s other tedious-
ly obvious gags were worth sitting
through. As Clint Eastwood, who
was president of the Cannes jury
this year, might have put it: Picnic
has had it comin’ for a long time.
Not that Clint, Catherine
Deneuve, Kazuo Ishiguro and the
other jurors had to decide Priscilla’s
merits, for it was part of Un Certain
Regard, the festival’s B-team of films
which arc included in the Official
Selection though not as competitors
for the Palme d’Or. But artistic une-
venness has never been a commer-
cial hazard in the cinema, and if
hype alone can make a success of a
film, then Stephen Elliott and the
Australian Film Finance Corporation
should be confident about Priscilla’s
prospects. The film was unlcashed
onfestival goersatamidnightscreen-
ing, attracting pretty much the sort
of audience it will need when it is
released commercially: not the carn-
est cinéphiles who attend daytime
screenings in Canncs, and not the
tuxcdoced glitterati who attend carly
cvening sessions; just people who

want to, well, party. And a party was
what they got, complete with drag
queens all tinselled and tasselled for
the occasion.

The hype was appropriate, and
honest, for therc are two gatherings
in Cannes each May. There is the
Festival Internationale du Film, the
artistic prop, and running concur-
rently with it, the Marché Internat-
ional du Film, where the world’s
distributors and c¢xhibitors come to
buy and sell—though not, as a Mcl-
bourne independent exhibitor who
comes here each year assured me, to
haggle. The industry’s gradations of
power are too clear for the Marché to
resemble any textbook model of a
market.

In the case of Muriel’s Wedding,
the other Australian film attracting
attention from festival crowds
(though as part of Director’s Fort-
night another sidebar to the main
event), hype and merit happily coin-
cide. Miramax snapped up the North
American and British rights to Muri-
el, ahead of competiton from Gold-
wyn and New Line, and like her
androgynous sister, Priscilla, she
was pronounced hot by the traders
along Cannes’ boulevard of beaches
and hotels, the Croisette.

Bill Hunter also has a key role in
Muriel, both films have considera-
ble funatthe expense of AGBA songs

{a diplomatic achievement, given
that AIBA insisted on reading the
scripts}) and both arc the work of
writer/dircctors. (In Muriel's case,
P.J.Hogan—and if you think his usc
of initials instead of his given name
isanaffectation, consider the identi-
ty problems facing a rising Austral-
ian film maker named Paul Hogan).

But the similarities are acciden-
tal, for Muriel manages, as Priscilla
does not, to be consistently funny
while telling a simple morality tale,
whercas Priscilla’s attempts to make
scrious points—about tolerance of
minoritics or differences between
city and country—come overasjerky
and episodic, ascries of interruptions
to the drag-queen gags.

The visual humourin Muriel uses
rapid takes close | ¢






ERRY O’BRIEN AND ANDREW DEN-
TON, interviewing controversial film di-
rector Peter Greenaway on consecutive
nights in May for their two quite differ-
ent programs, took pretty much the
same line with this purveyor of images of rape, dismem-
berment, cannibalism and assorted bodily wastes. Both
Denton and O’Brien went into terrier mode: fearless de-
fenders of common decency, nuggetty little rovers in the
football game of life, small boys in the crowd bravely
hinting to Mum that the emperor has no clothes.

Greenaway was bored out of his skull by this line
of attack, a response he made no attempt to hide. It was
disquieting to watch two of the best interviewers on Aus-
tralian t :wision, confronted with the task of talking to
so complex and perverse a subject about the more dis-
turbing aspects of his work, floundering in Greenaway’s
chilly air.

Almost as if the producers had predicted that the
boys would need all the help they could get, both Late-
line and Denton made generous use of the technical re-
sources that television has to offer. Lateline had multiple
styles of presence: pre-recorded interviews with erstwhile
anti-censorship agitator Richard Neville and university
lecturer rbara Creed; a four-way hook-up with Green-
away, film producer Sue Milliken and writer-director Ben
Lewin all looming down from large screens like refugees
from Saturday Night Clive; and the live, ‘real’ O’Brien
in his usual moderator’s chair. The following night, Den-
ton provided an elaborate Greenawayesque set, all black
andred: gold, minions gliding about in the background
with flickering torches and flowing robes, camera angles
and focus parodying Greenaway’s own directorial style-
all of which quickly became irritating, and clashed nas-
tily with the black aggression of the conversation.

Meanwhile O’Brien, spluttering slightly in a rare
if brief betrayal of his own feelings, was reduced to ask-
ing ques ns like ‘But where do you draw the line?’ Of
the six  ople on the Lateline screen that night, Ben
Lewin came across as by far the most open-minded, like-
able and sane, courteously resisting the edgy, anti-intel-
lectual tut-tutting by which he was surrounded, and
getting 1 re interesting comments out of Greenaway
than anybody else did. Barbara Creed, while intellectu-
ally unexceptionable, seemed unable to get out of tutori-
al mode and make a few concessions to the medium;
while the best and indeed only positive thing about the
interview with Richard Neville was that by comparison
itmade e Milliken look quite good. ‘Ai think,’ he said
at one point, pseudo-British orotundities well to the fore
and humour wholly unintentional, ‘it’s a lort of
pretintious crep.’

Denton, the following night, hinted brattily that
some might say Greenaway was a hypocrite and a fraud,
and resorted to various shock tactics to try to jolt him
out of his sang-froid, which didn’t work. How did Green-
away like the set, Denton asked. ‘It’s very clean,’ said
Greenaway suavely. ‘My sets are usually much dirtier
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than this.” Denton seized the large silver fruit bowl on the
table and tipped it over, sending pomegranates and pine-
apples rolling and bumping across the table and splat onto
the floor. ‘Oh. Well, here, have this,’ he said. ‘Have some,
please. It's all rotting, especially for you.” Greenaway gazed,
glazed, into the middle distance and made no reply.

Shortly afterwards, during a conversation about screen
violence and the varying levels of seriousness with which
it can be represented, Greenaway pointed out that Disney
characters are always beating each other up with no ap-
parent ill effects, ’... whereas, if I'd made that movie, Don-
ald Duck would have been in hospital for at least six
months, he would have had brain trauma, and he would
have remembered the experience for the rest of his life.’
Denton couldn’t wait to jump in. ‘If you'd made that
movie,’ he said, his voice cracking slightly, ‘Donald Duck
would have had his guts eaten out by Mickey Mouse in
front of his children!’ This time Greenaway’s very British
eyebrows travelled all the way up to the crown of his head
and started back down the other side.

Both interviewers were, in short, sur~+isingly and
unwisely rude; they then seemed surprised v en Greena-
way responded accordingly. The moral of the whole thing
seems to be that when people are affronted, nauseated,
disquieted or disgusted, when their own particular bodily
anxieties are conjured up and then simultaneously con-
fronted and denied, their IQs drop by about fifty points.
Even Denton, normally sharp as a little icepick, seemed
unaware that his own impending new fatherhood just
might be colouring his attitude to a man whose latest film
features a dismembered baby. Ben Lewin was the only
person on either show to speak about the importance of
private anxieties in individual responses to Greenaway’s
work, or to indicate a willingness to believe that some
distinctions can be made among the propositions, ‘This is

a bad film’, ‘Greenaway is a bad man’, ‘Greena-
way is a wanker’ and ‘I feel sick.’

A.STONISHINGLY NEITHER DENTON NOR O’BRrIEN seemed
able, much less willing, to articulate the possibility that
one might want to represent appalling human behaviour
in art for reasons other than a morally bereft desire to tit-
illate, disgust or shock. Greenaway’s attempts on both pro-
grams to answer seriously the questions about violence
and bodily mayhem were largely ignored. Nobody except
Ben Lewin attempted any real conversational exchange;
Denton and O’Brien simply sat waiting for him to pause
for breath so they could sink their teeth back into his ankle.

‘Have you ever noticed,” asks one Helen Garner
character of another, ‘that Australian men, even in their
forties, dress like small boys? They wear shorts and  ongs
and little stripey T-shirts.” That’s what it was like. Den-
ton and O'Brien, each in his own way a sophisticated crea-
ture as a rule, had turned up intellectually clad in shorts
and thongs and little stripey T-shirts to an occasion clear-
ly calling for black tie.

Kerryn Goldsworthy is a Mu.uourne writer and teacher.
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