











the practicality of the distinction, unless one sort of
violence is to be judged morce ideologically unsound
than another, since it is more likely to reported sen-
sationally by the media.

Criminal sanctions for racial vilification arc cven
morc questionable. Incitement to racial hatred and
hostility, or hate specch as it is sometimes called, is
conduct by an offender or a group that is likely to
causc a sccond person or group to act in an adverse
manner towards a third person or group on the grounds
of their race, causing that third person or group to
fear that violence may be used against them because
of their race. Each clement—causc, likelihood and
grounds—would have to be proved beyond reasona-
ble doubt in order to secure a conviction. Advocates
of such laws concede that there is little prospect of
successful prosccutions—there have only been one or
two in Canada, for example—and arguc instead for
the symbolic value of the law.

Elliot Johnson QC, of the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody, advocated legislative
prohibition of racial vilification but expressed strong
reservations about its being made a criminal offence.
He concluded: ‘In this arca conciliation and educa-
tion arce likely to be more effective than the making
of martyrs: particularly when it is words, not acts,
which arc in issuc.” This approach has also been adopt-
ed by the Gibbs Committee on the Reform of
Australian Criminal Law, and by the majority of the
Australian Law Reform Commission in their report,
Multiculturalism and the Law.

Such a law may fulfil a useful purposce in a socic-
ty that habitually persecutes members of one cthnic
minority. But in Australia, most vilification is ¢x-
changed between members of warring minorities
whosc relatives are at each others’ throats back in the
home country. It would be a brave Dircctor of Public
Prosccutions who decided to prosccute the Greek ag-
itator and not the Macedonian organiscr. It would be
an unenviable task for the police officer, having to
decide whether to arrest and charge the Croat or the

Scrb. Presumably the advocates of this law would ¢s-
pousc a selective prosecution procedure under which
once would leave warring minorities to themselves
while making a show trial of the mainstream com-
munity member who had singled out onc racial group.

Such a law could be invoked not only by mem-
bers of the persecuted minority, but also against them.
Or would a sclecetive prosceution policy preclude that,
too? Take, for example, last year’s sometimes vitriol-
ic Mabo dcbate. For every clected politician who said
that Aborigines had not evolved to the stage of devel-
oping the wheeled cart, there was an Aboriginal leader
fulminating that whitce public scrvants were using
word processors as the modern-day cquivalent of
strychnine to exterminate his people. For every min-
ing magnate who claimed that Aborigines were stone-
age people with uncivilised ways, there was an
Aboriginal lcader alleging that white members of the
Liberal Party were like members of the Ku Klux Klan
crusading for blood. In such an atmosphere, cven
threats of criminal prosccution would have been coun-
ter-productive.

The criminal law is a very blunt instrument for
reshaping the hearts of racists and clearing the air of
racist sentiment. This proposed interference with civil
liberty would do nothing to enhance further the
human rights of the woman wearing the hijab. It
would not help in the resolution of inter-cthnic
conflict. It would do nothing to produce more rea-
soned public discussion about migration or Aborigi-
nal rights, which are the two key issues relating to
race and which play upon the public’s racial fears. It
would bring the eriminal law and its governors into
disrepute.

At this time, in this part of the world, thought-
police armed with criminal sanctions are not the
answer.

Frank Brennan SJ is a visiting fcllow in the Law
Program of the Rescarch School of Social Sciences,
Australian National University.
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ANDREW I'NTAMILTON

Making a land holy

VEN IN A YEAR occurieDd with ineffectual peace-
making, Yasser Arafat’s rcturn to Palestine has
deserved more than momentary attention.

On the surface, it is like so many similar enter-
priscs: to Kigali, to Mogadishu, to Phnom Penh to
Sarajevo. The mecting place is fenced off; the guns
grow silent for a moment; the cavalcade of cars comes;
the great men lcave; and the jackals return to their
pursuits. Prudent observers have learned to be wary.

But Arafat’s travels still seem notable, if only
because, at a time of so much fragmentation and hos-

tility, here was a gesture of peace-making and perhaps
the beginning of reconciliation. When so many are
marching shoulder to shoulder like lemmings going
over the cliff, the few who appear to be pushing the
other way bear significance and hopes beyond their
due.

But there was something more significant in Ara-
fat’s journcy. For the dispute in which he is a princi-
pal player has been of the most intractable kind. In it
the different groups involved call the same land their
own. Each has left its distinctive mark on it, and so
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cannot but sce and namc it differently. Therefore to
asscrt its own identity, cach group needs to deny the
history and identity of the others.

The casc is not unique: it was true also of the
Ireland of English rule. The Herberts, for example,
turncd the farms of Muckross into a garden estate,
incorporating within it the ruined friary as a folly.
For the native Irish, the friary had stood as a signpost
to their own religious culture, so that the fences and
landscapce which now framed it marked the land as
irrevocably alienated. When the land was thus turned
into landscape, it concealed from the later arrivals the
existence of earlier claims, and intensified the Cath-
olic resentment at their exclusion. That conflict is
still being played out in Northern Ireland.

In Palestine the conflict is even deeper. Here, not
two but three groups have left their mark on the land
and have shaped it into different and competing land-
scapes. And for cach of them, Palestine has become a
Holy Land.

Within the Christian ¢ra the Romans destroyed
Jerusalem and its temple, and lefe the site deserted.
Later, army veterans colonised and renamed it, and
to make it clear which people and whose gods be-
longed there, surmounted it with a great temple. The
landscapc showed that this was Roman land. A cen-
tury or so later, Constantine destroyed the temple,
used the material to build his own Christian basilica,
and also constructed churches in the existing shrines.
The deserts were shaped into monasteries. This was
now not only a Roman but a Christian holy land.

How important the landscape was to sclf-defini-
tion was shown by the anxicty Christians showed
when the apostate emperor Julian proposed to fund
the reconstruction of the Jewish temple. For them a
temple would have been as much of a desecration as
the building of a Roman temple had been for the Jews.

A few centuries later Palestine became holy to
Islam, too, and the holy places bore also their sites of
worship. They, too, gave their own shape to the land.
Afterwards, the Crusades, the Turkish empire, the
wars of our century and the establishment of the State
of Isracl have all given definition to Palestine as the
Holy Land. But there is no single and unifying con-
struction of the land. Visitors must give form to the
landscape by what is central in their tradition. Their
definition in turn conccals the c¢laim which others
make on the land.

All this makes the return of Arafat to Palestine
of great importance. It is a gesture across lines—a time
when one of the groups who claim this land as their
own can shape it into the Holy Land. It is also an
opportunity for learning a difficult task which Europe
has rarely lcarned or taught: how pceople who have
shaped the land differently can own it together.

Arafat’s journcy is finally of large significance
hecause it reveals the deeper cultural roots that make
the shaping of the Holy Land a matter for us all. In
this game our history makes us, not passive observ-
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ers, but players even as we observe,

The claim which the State of Isracl has upon Pal-
estine, for cxample, has depended in large degree on
support from the West, which is Christian in its cul-
tural origins. The moral claim to this support has in
turn been located in the recurrent perscecution of Jews
within Christian socictics, and most horribly, in the
post-Christian world of the Holocaust.

Similarly, Arab antipathy both to Isracl and the
West, and the ready denigration which Arabs reccive
in the West, can only be understood in the light of
the long resentment towards Islam as usurper of the
Holy Land. This resentment found expression in the
Crusades. Although the antipathy now finds expres-
sion through sccular ideologics, its energy is of long-
cr standing. When Saddam Hussein, Khomeini and
future disturbers of the peace come to Western atten-
tion they find their cartoonist long waiting for them.

Arafat’s return to Palestine is a powerful gesture
in a larger drama. If it is to be more than a gesture, it
will involve the same land recognising different
claims, and so being a symbol of reconciliation rath-
cr than of division. Not unlike our own land after
Mabo.

Andrew Hamilton SJ tcaches at the United Faculty of
Theology, Parkville, Victoria.
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DEDE IEALTHEK

Taking counsel

REMARKED TO Prneir Newman, after the inaugura-
tion of the National Council of Churches in Austral-
ia on 3 July, that his proposal had finally becn
accepted. Newman, an Anglican archdeacon from
Meclbourne, had moved at an Australian Council of
Churches meeting in 1988 that non-member church-
¢s be invited to consider membership in a more com-
prehensive and representative ccumenical body for
Australia. The colourful inauguration ceremony
at St Christopher’s Cathedral, Canberra, was the
eventual outcome of that motion.

Australia’s Catholic bishops agreed at their mect-
ingin April 1989 to sct up a working group of 10, five
from the Catholic Church and five trom the Austral-
ian Council of Churches, to look at the proposal. Lat-
cr, a representative of the Lutheran Church of
Australia joined the group. After a dozen mecetings,
cach of one or two days, and several interim reports,
the final proposal was put to the churches in October
1992, It was accepted by 13 churches during the course
of the following year: 12 members of the Australian
Council of Churches and the Catholic Church. The
Luthcrans decided by a narrow margin not to join at
this stagc.



Where the Catholic Church is concerned, this
could be described as part of a sccond ccumenical wave
to have swept across the church since the Second
Vatican Council. The first, in the 1960s and '70s, was
characterised by high hopes of reunion, joy in finding
new friends and enthusiasm for quick results. When
the hopes were unrealised, a certain coolness towards
ccumenism sct in. The second wave is more realistic,
It recognises that there are still serious differences
between the churches, but also solid grounds for them
to be together. The ‘basis’ of the new body is a carctul
and comprehensive statement of the situation: it
speaks of their being on a pilgrimage together. The
friendships arc no longer new, but they are deeper.
There is a strong sense of a grace and a cross to be
sharcd.

This wave has touched many parts of the world
to bring the Catholic Church into national councils.
Where Australia is concerned, there is an awarencess
that this is no longer the country that it was in the
1950s and '60s. Today, Australia is highly technolog-
ical and multicultural, replete with persons who have
had tertiary education and been touched strongly by
the sccular ethos. All the churches feel that there is a
nced for a new kind of ccumenical contact and co-
operation.

For this rcason a new name was proposed by the
working group, and accepted: the National Council
of Churches in Australia. With it goes a new logo,
depicting an adventurous ship on a stormy sea, sur-
mounted by a cross around which gather the stars of
the Southern Cross. This newness was also evident
in the two-day meeting of the council’s National
Forum on 4-5 July, at which spcakers constantly
stressed that this was a new body, not just the old
ACC with a rather numerous new member. The mood
was right for change. The old Faith and Order Com-
mission became the Commission for Faith and Uni-
ty. The Commission for World Christian Action
became Christian World Service. And the executive,
which will manage the NCCA during the next two
years, was given a daunting list of new tasks to un-
dertake.

The objectives of the new body include coming
to know cach other berter in all respects, ‘including
the arcas of spirituality, liturgy, theology, history,
sociology and culture’. ‘Councils of Churches’ have
become the hallmark of the ecumenical movement
in the 20th century because they give Christians of
many traditions the opportunity to meet, to share
discipleship, and to pray, study and work together.
The councils provide an environment for Christians
to understand and appreciate one another, and thus
to grow in mutual trust. This will be an outcome of
the National Council of Churches in Australia, and
it will make us all ready for what will be the ceumen-
ical challenge of the next century.

This outcome cannot be achieved by prayer and
goodwill alone. There is a massive imbalance between

the accepted objectives of the new body and the paltry
funding at its disposal to achicve those objectives. The
churches will need to show the seriousness of their
commitment by more generous contributions. At the
National Forum the Uniting Church ran before nerv-
ous delegates a proposal to set the tunding on a sound
basis. It deserves consideration.

Bede V. Heather is thec Roman Catholic Bishop of
Parramatta.
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FHILIY KENNEDY

Between the Rock
and a hard place

URING THE PAST 15 monTts Catholics have been
presented with four noteworthy documents from
Rome. The first was the Catechism of the Catholic
Church, which originally appeared in French on 11
October 1992, What Vatican [ (1869-70] never allowed
to happen has now transpired, and what Vatican II
(1962-65) never considered producing has now been
published. This new catechism is something of a
novclty, since it is essentially the product of the
Roman Curia rather than the fruit of an ccumenical
council.

The catechism was followed in August last year
by an encyclical, The Splendour of Truth, and in
January this year the curial Congregation for the Cler-
gy promulgated its Directory on the Ministry and Life
of Priests. In May, the Pope released his apostolic let-
ter On Rescrving Priestly Ordination to Men Alone.

Rcactions to all these documents, in Australia
and c¢lsewhere, have been mixed. Enthusiasm has been
tempered by bafflement, reception by hesitation, and
relief by anxicety. The documents themselves, and
their manner of production, raise two fundamental
questions: once concerning the authority that
underpins them, and another concerning the kind of
theological arguments they usc.

Impelling cach of them, obviously, is the author-
ity of the present Bishop of Rome, John Paul I1.
Through them, he clearly intends to exercise his
capacity to instruct the universal church. In different
ways, they retlect his vision of the church and its life.
They also capture the understanding of faith held by
many other Christians.

But a vision of truth, no matter how splendid, is
not the same as truth itself. Each of these documents
amounts to a corrigible attempt to describe aspects
of Christian lifc and belief at a certain time in history
and, strictly specaking, none of them can he regarded
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as a perfect statement of absolute truth. For Christian
faith, God alonc is absolute, supreme, entirely trug;
‘truth’ is an abstract term for the God of life.

That is why rcligious faith is so wonderfully sub-
versive: it regards nothing except God as completely
absorbing and alluring. No rcligion, no church and
no person, let alone any theory, practice, concept or
catechism, can circumscribe the plenitude of God.
This quartct of texts from the Vatican could well stim-
ulate individuals, now or in the future, to feel and
reflect about God, the world and its people in any
number of ways. As human crecations, however, they
can never be accorded incorrigibility or absolutencess,
since to do so woul  be to divinise them.

[ do not intend to describe those texts here, nor
to illustrate their differences. Instead, [ propose to
comment on them as a unity, a symbol of the

manncr in which the Holy Sce now talks
about Christian faith and practice.

HAT MANNER 1§ MONARCHICAL rather than collegial,
stressing conformity rather than difference, and tak-
ing as its model of communication not a dialoguc of
tfriends, but a monologue delivered from on high. In
other words, the present pope and his advisers seem
to expect the people of God to be passively receptive,
rather than actively co-operative, in the never-ending
task of recasting and reinterpreting Christian faith.

In a bewilderingly complex world Pope John Paul
offers for believers’ digestion what he regards as cer-
titudes, rather than cagerly sceking their own expres-
sions of belief. With regard to the question of whether
women may exercise the same roles as men in the
church, the current incapacity of Catholicism’s hier-
archy to consult the sense of faith among the baptised
might one day vic with the acceptance of slavery, the
cruelty to infidels, and the vilification of Jews, as onc
of Catholicismi’s most regrettable blunders.

Assurcdly, the Pope is perfectly entitled to talk
and to tcach as he pleases. But what of other Chris-
tians and their leaders, who sce things otherwise and
wish to serve the church and the world by offering
diverse ideas and possibilities? Can they now speak
openly and honestly? Can they freely speculate, con-
jecturc and debate?

These questions can be put into a more ecclesi-
astical context simply by asking: what, in 1994, has
happened to Vatican II's doctrine of collegiality? Is
faith normally to be expounded by the bishops spealk-
ing together, or by one who rules over everybody? Let
us turn our thoughts, then, to the Second Vatican
Council, for it is against the backdrop of that event
and its teaching on collegiality that any balanced es-
timate of the present cluster of papal and curial docu-
ments is to be achicved. When the council’s 16
documents were published in the mid-1960s, they
were read with enthusiasm, for they seemed to be in-
formed, open d¢ AT v
Amid this concert ot praise, however, a discordant
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note went largely unheard. The Belgian theologian,
Monsignor Gérard Philips, predicted that many diffi-
cultics would arise because of the obscurity of the
conciliar documents, and subsequent history has vin-
dicated his judgment. For all 16 texts were compro-
miscs, sketching new theological visions while
making concessions to preconciliar ones.

Compromises often lead to trouble because they
satisty no one, and this is what has happened to the
collegiality doctrine. Of Vatican II's four constitu-
tions, only two were styled ‘dogmatic’. And the most
solemn, ‘dogmatic’ statcment of those two constitu-
tions is found in article 22 of Lumen Gentium, the
constitution on the church. It is here that we find the
proclamation of collegiality: the body of bishops, when
united with the pope, has ‘supreme and full authori-
ty over the universal church’. [Flannery’s translation].

Even before this tcaching was promulgated, on
21 November 1964, it had been compromiscd. Five
days carlicr, and against the wishes of the majority of
voting bishops, Paul VI had added a notc to the draft
constitution which insisted that the pope could act
with full authority on his own, at any time. In theory,
Vatican II's solemn teaching on collegiality had
brought to an end the 400-year-old Tridentine tradi-
tion that regarded the church as a pyramidal monar-
chy with the pope as its apex, but Paul’s action seemed
to fly in the face of Vatican IU's radical shift of
emphasis away from the Council of Trent (1545-63).

When Yves Congar was asked how he viewed
the net cffect of Vatican T, he replied by stating that
it ended the Tridentine cra for the church. That end
is far from assured today.

Since Paul VI’s intervention, the doctrine of
collegiality has been effcctively stymied, and today
any kind of ‘full and supreme authority’ exercised by
the whole body of bishops is nowhere to be seen. Even
synods have strictly limited agenda for discussion, and
taboo subjccts [often, those associated with sex) are
sidestepped. Roman centralism has again truncated
the notion of universal collegiality.

It must be said, however, th  even apart from
Paul VI's note, the doctrine of collegiality appears
shaky within the text of Lumen Gentium itself. For
article 22 also teaches that the Roman pontiff, as head
of the college of bishops, ‘has full, supremec and
universal power over the whole church’, and it is a
logical and functional impossibility for a single
organisation, like the church, to live with two sources
of full and supreme power. Of two claimants to
absolute authority, one will eventually prove to derive
from the other.

Docs this mean that the Catholic Church has onc
supreme power with two modes of operation: the bish-
ops as a collectivity, and the pope as their head? Do
we have a unified entity with a diversified operation?
Let’s say yes. But if the pope acts and tcaches alone,
ashap swithi ng ularitynow  ys, h
is his action collegial and co-opcerative? In what sense






True religion

From Al Drumimond
I've read with interest the debate in
your columns about the new Cate-
chism. All your correspondents have
missced the obvious controversy: the
Catechism uses the word ‘God’ often,
but never referring to Gary Ablect. The
authors uses the term to mean, as far
as 1can tell, some spiritual being that's
never played foothall in the AFL. Surce-
ly this obvious blasphemy from the
church should he condemned in your
pages.
That aside, Tenjoy reading Kareka
Street. Keep up the good work.
Al Drummond
Richmond, VIC

1 FIND THAT BEING PART OF A FOOTBALL
CROWD APPEALS TO MY SUBCONSCIOLS
NEED FNQ TRIBAL AFFILIATION; ALLOWS
FOR CA1 ARTIC EXPRESSION OF ELEMENTAL
EMOTILNS; AND PROVIDES A VICARIOUS
SENSE OF INVOLVEMENT IN A

TERRVTOR(AL CONFRONTATION /

1 JUST LIKE
: THE Pl1eS /

Man, O man!

From Anne Hunt, Principal of Loreto,
Mandeville Hall
Help, please. In the new Catechism,
‘man’ includes woman, we're told.
Then, in the Pope’s apostolic letter, we
arc told that ‘man’ cxcludes woman.
We just can’t understand!
Anne Hunt
East Malvern, VIC

By the letter

From P.]. King

Congratulations on upholding the re-
bellious spirit of Eurcka in abrogating
the instructions printed in red at the
beginning of the letter page. T am re-
ferring, of course, to the continued spat
between two Dominicans whose in-
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tentions are almost certainly light-
hearted cven if the subject is becom-
ing increasingly opaque. If any point
is actually at issuc here, who shall de-
cide when Dominicans disagree? Per-
haps it’s time to call in a Jesuit umpire.
I must applaud, however, the ten-
dencey to long letters, wishing enly for
a varicty both of writers and subjects.
There would be great savings in pro-
duction costs if all articles were in the
form of unsolicited letters. Who knows
if such an cditorial policy may assist
the emergence of another Sydney
Smith, arguably the greatest polemi-
cal letter writer of last century if not,
indeed, of any age? Perhaps he will be
named Melbourne Smich.
P.J. King
Springwood, VIC

Papal pedigree

From Rev K F McCarthy

A very eminent intellecrual lady, Dr
Susan Moore, dircetor of Sydney’s
Thomas Centre has clearly stated
‘Catholics who would defy the Pope’s
stand against women pricsts, don't
understand the principles of papal au-
thority”.

The authority of the Pope comes
from his divine office—it is not to pro-
motce factions secking status, but it is
explicitly to clarify, confirm and state
the teaching of Christ as stated in the
New Testament and based on sacred
tradition. The Catholic Church, cen-
tred in Rome, has always based its
teachings on both the Bible and sacred
tradition, whether this won any cur-
rent political or social contest at any
stage in the history of the world since
Christ rose to heaven. Those confused,

often aged, females who attack the
Pope for indicating the church has no
power to make a woman a priest ig-
nore the fact that our most vencerated
woman the Blessed Virgin Mary, the
Mother of Christ—true God and true
Man (at the same timel was excluded
from the Apostles by Christ and only
men were confirmed by Christ as his
apostles to rule and to hold all offices
in his church which has existed in an
unbroken line sinee Christ Himself in-
stalled the often foolish, aged, verbose
St Peter as the first head of his church.

Not only did Christ choose to take
the unlikely apostle Peter as head of
his church, but Christ stated that the
gates ot hell would never prevail
against it. Christ was God and man at
the same time and all his valid pricsts
are other Christs in a sacramental
scnse, daily offering the body and
blood of Christ up in the Mass during
which bread and wine become the ac-
tual body and blood of Christ.

It is tragic to sce misguided—otien
sincere females suddenly getting the
perverted idea women can be pricsts
or men are superior to women. Has any
man yct reached the status of the
Blessed Virgin Mary mother of God?

Kevin McCarthy
Concord, NSW

Words and deeds

From [.].C. Smart, Emeritus Professor.
Australian National University

I much enjoyed and admired Michacl
Smith’s review of Peter Singer's How
Are We To Live! (Fureka Street. June-
Tuly 1994]. Mostly Tagree with it, and
mostly, also, T agree with Peter Sing-
cr's fine book. Smith criticises Singer
for being ‘one of those philosophers
who think that there is no fact-of-the-
matter as to how we should live our
lives’, Singer has expressed to me some
reservation as to whether he has here
been correctly characterised by Smith,
since Singer builds universalisability
of desire into the concept of cthies. 1
prefer a wider definition, since it
scems to me that the choice between
non-universalisable principles (such as
that of cgoism) and cthics based on
universal benevolence is itself a choice
within cthics. I count cgoism as an
cthical theory, even though a regree-
table one, which clever cgoists will
keep to themselves sinee they will get
on beteer if they pretend to be altru-
ists. I want to indicate why, whether



or not Smith has correctly character-
ised Singer, his criticism is not a sound
one anyway.

My position, and that of other
‘non-cognitivists’ about cthics who
trace their ancestry back to Hume, is
roughly as follows. Science and histo-
ry tell us what the world is like. Eth-
ics is concerned with what to do about
it. In the end the difference between
science and ethies is like the difference
between the indicative sentence ‘The
door is shut’ and the imperative sen-
tencee ‘Shut the door’. Smith does not
like to think that non-cognitivism
may be true. {Note that non-cognitiv-
ism is not part of ¢thics but is about
cthics.) Non-cognitivism may indced
strike us as regrettable. Still ‘wouldn’t
it be horrible it this is truc?’ is no ar-
gument. Indeed, regret about the truth
of non-cognitivism looks to me a bit
like regretting that there are no square
circles. We cannot escape logic. Of
course non-cognitivism docs not rule
out the possibility of rational discus-
sion in cthics even when there is disa-
greement about ultimate principles.
Two persons may disagree about ulti-
mate ends but agree on certain inter-
mediate ends, and can discuss ways
and mcans of achicving these interme-
diate ends.

Smith’s own view scems to be
that rational persons with complete
knowledge of the facts and long
cnough discussion of them would al-
ways or usually converge on their ul-
timatc attitudes. This is possible but 1
sce no reason to believe it a Kantian
‘respect for persons’ echicist and [say)
a Benthamite utilitarian might disa-
gree about what to do even though
they knew and kept in mind all the
relevant facts. Values are a matter of
our desires or emotive attitudes. As
Wittgenstein said in the Tractatus, if
valuc were something in the world it
would have no value. It would be
something to which we could have
opposing attitudes, just one more thing
in the world.

Even if we converged on ultimate
cthical atritudes, as Michacl Smith
hopes, this would be only a fortunate
fact. We would have a onc-attitude
non-cognitivism but a non-cognitiv-
ism all the same. But anyway non-cog-
nitivism must be distinguished from
mealy-mouthed cthical relativism. In
expressing our attitudes we do not ex-
press agreement with others who ex-
press contrary attitudes. We can still
want to shoot Hitler.

Religious people are perhaps ul-
timatcly motivated by fear and love of
God to obey God’s commandments.
But what about God’s motives? How
would God decide what to command?
There is a question here for theolo-
glans: would not non-cognitivism
about cthics have to apply to God also?

]J.J.C. Smart
Canberra, ACT

Filed under ‘U’.

From Suzanne Fdgar, rescarch editor,
Australian Dictionary of Biography.
I enjoyed the excellent article by Mar-
garct Simons about David Unaipon
{Eurcka Street, May 1994 and the new
matcrial that it contained.

Perhaps, though, it is not quite true
to suggest that ‘very few Australians
have heard his name’. In 1988 the Dav-
id Unaipon award for Aboriginal writ-
ers was established and is madce cvery
year. That year also, an annual Un-
aipon lecture was instituted in Ad-
claide. In 1990 a full account of
Unaipon’s lifc and work, including the
fact that his parcents were Yaraldi
speakers, was published by Thilip
Jones in Volume 12 of the Australian
Dictionary of Biography, which holds
a rich file on Unaipon at its Austral-
ian National University office in Can-
berra. About 4000 copies of Volume 12
of the ADB have been sold to date.

A copy of Simons” article has now
been added to the ADB tile.

Suzanne Edgar
Canberra, ACT

End of the affair

From Betty Searle

Referring to Rory Mungovern’s thesis
on the Petrov aftair (Eurcka Street,
April 1994} it is unforcunate that more
mention is not made of the two fam-
ilies who became political refugees,
being forced to leave Australia after ap-
pearing at the Petrov Comimission as
Witnesses.

The Morris family, Dave, Bernice
and their two young sons were victims
of a slow boat to China. Dave, a Com-
munist Party member since the carly
thirtics, had been under sccurity sur-
veillance for many years before Petrov
defected. A highly qualified scientific
and technical engincer, Dave was con-
stantly passed over for promotion by
the Victorian Electricity Commission
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for whom he worked. He eventually,
as Mungovern points out, was hound-
cd out of his own profession. So he set
up his own business which was prov-
ing successful until he was called be-
fore the Petrov Commission. The
business then went into a slump and
the McCarthy boycott left the tamily
no place to turn in their own country.
Ajob offer came from the People’s Re-
public of China and the Morris fami-
ly, most unwillingly, became political
refugees.

Similarly, Fred Rose, renowned
anthropologist, was removed from his
jab as a lecturer and he too was denied
a job in his own profession. He was
offered ajob in his profession at Hum-
boldt University, in what was then
East Germany, where he and his fam-
ily reluctantly moved.

It would be interesting to examine
why it is that both of these familics of
highly professional men, who suffered
so deeply, becoming outcasts from
their own country, receive little or no
mention in most of the material writ-
ten and published about the Petrov
affair, It aftected all of us in different
ways but let us not forget those whose
lives were shattered by being foreed
out of their own country as political
refugeces.

Betty Searle
O'Connor, ACT

Father figures

From Erin White

Michael McGirr’s review {(Eurcka
Street, June-July 941 is critical of the
film Sirens because it praises Norman
Lindsay and overlooks his shortcom-
ings. This criticism misses the point.
The film is not about Norman Lind-
say. It’s about the contemporary cx-
pression of female sexuality and
sensuality. Tt celebrates this expres-
sion in the context of the widespread
cultural phenomenon of the ‘death of
the tather’, the joke of the film being
that Mother Nature has cfficiently dis-
poscd of the natural fathers of these
sexually aware young women. McGirr
suggests that the director, John Dui-
gan, might be hetter employed look-
ing at rcal questions such as the role
of God the Father in World War I, a
suggestion prompted by an carly Lind-
say cartoon. This cartoon alrcady sig-
nalled the death of the father, a death
that is never finally accomplished and
is still in process, as the Pope is cur-
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rently finding out in the women’s or-
dination debate. The expression of fe-
male sexuality which is related, of
course, to the death of the father is one
of the live issues of chis film and of
our time.
Erin White
Eastwood, NSW

Pills 'n’ ills
From a correspondent
Congratulations to Howard Willis for
his excellent and insightful essay (Eu-
reka Street. March 1994) on chronic
pain.

I had no intention of contacting
Willis until T read three words: ‘little
red pills’. My inquirics confirmed
somecthing I knew instincetively, that
he was referring to the same ‘litele red
pills’ T had been presceribed.

It was thercfore I read with genu-
inc concern and considerable alarm,

Regis

ition Fee $60, students $25

ALL WELCOME
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the letter from Paul Dignam [Eurcka
Street, May 1994) who, 1 suspect, has
never experienced chronie pain. 1
would wager it was from a theoretical
point of view.

It was a shame Dignam used so
much spacc discussing a 16th cenrury
philosopher, Descartes, and pointing
his critical finger at Willis.

I wish that he had dealt with one
of the very real problems of the near-
21st century, the situation chronic
pain sufferers find themsclves in
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through no fault of their own, and in
particular, the reluctance of the medi-
cal profession first of all to believe a
client, then to help them do something
about it.

That action is well within their
grasp with modern synthetic opioids.
Why is it that the chronic pain of can-
cer patients is treated with empathy,
but that of non-canecr chronic pain
paticnts is not?! Dignam ought to be
scriously concerned about the use of
tricyclic anti-depressants with chron-
ic pain.

I was prescribed the ‘litele red pills’
and was on 300 mg mode within four
days and was left on that dose with no
medically instigated review tor four
years. It had no cffeet on my chronie
pain, it made me ill and I eventually
got off it myself over about six months
and then took 18 months to get over
the cffects of this addictive drug.

Dignam may be interested to
know—TI have this in writing from the
drug’s manufacturer—rthat this drug
cannot be recommended for usc in
chronic pain hecause it has not been
approved for that purpose by the Ther-
apeutic Goods Administration.

The drug company spokesman ‘did
not want to listen’ when [rold him my
dosage, because the maximum recom-
mended dose is {on rare occasions) 250
my and patients should be “stepped up’
from 25 mg. He nearly freaked when' T
told him of a casc-history T have re-
scarched where the chronic pain cli-
ent’s GP put her in hospital and onto
tranquillisers, benzodiazapines and
450 myg of ‘little ved pills’. It took the
client three years to get herself off the
drug.

May Irequest Dignam to forget the
past and become active in the present?

Name and address
withheld on request

Jesuitry revisited

From D L Swingler

Your reviewer, Andrew Hamilton,
takes a curiously narrow view of
O’Malley’s The First Jesuits (Eurcka
Street, May 94). However, let it be said
from the outsct that Hamilton’s devo-
tion to the Society and its founders,
its teachers and its good works could
not be more sincere and loving,.

In his enthusiasm, he suggests that
there was, and still is, no substance in
the criticism of the Socicty. Putting
into one sentence what he considers

to be the embodiment of the crici-
cisms: ‘If God is God and the Gospel
is true, then to build fortresses and to
launch crusades against cnemics of
taith arc fully ridiculous enterprises’.

Would that these were the only
criticisms of the Society. From the
time of Loyola and his gencerals [1540),
through the Renaissance to the present
day, history, alas, documents sterner
stuff against the Socicty. For a moment
to have sworn absolute allegiance to
Pope and Council, a morce rapid fall-
ing out from this compact could hard-
ly have been imagined and invites
speculation that Loyola’s concept was
tlawed. But flawed or not, the Jesuits
far exceeded their calling by any judg-
ment. By 1764, Clement XIV had
bannced the Society after the Catholic
governments of Spain, France, Neth-
crlands and the Vatican, in that order,
had earlier outlawed the Socicty; its
very existence only saved from oblivi-
on by the succour of Catherine I of
Russia. Indceed the library shelves
groan with sccular and non-sccular
indictments of the Socicty; amongst
the most notable, the Provincial Let-
ters, 1656; the Dreytus affair, Vichy
France and the recent hiatus with the
Vatican. If members of the Society are
not instructed in these matters, mis-
takes will be repeated at regular inter-
vals.

It was indeed a far step from the
Spiritual Exercises that led the Jesuits
to pursue Jansenism and to engage in
polemic with a powerful adversary in
Blaise Pascal: In a comment on the role
of the Jesults in this matter, Krails-
heimer {translator of the Penguin edi-
tion of The Provincial Letters)
concludes: ‘In the long run, we know
too that propaganda basced on skill can
never prevail against the truth: The
Provincial Letlers are there to remind
us.’ Is it not time that ‘kecping com-
pany’ was interpreted from an honest
retrospective glance over the Society
and a return made to the ideals of
O’Malley’s First Jesuits.

D.L. Swingler
Park Orchards, VIC
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HERE 1S NO OTHER RELATIONSHIP
between two neighbours compara-
ble to that of Australia and Indone-
sia. In the past it was fraught with
suspicion and misunderstanding,
accusations and counter-accusa-
tions. It is now a relationship based
onablendof good will and prudence,
covering a wide area of trade and
commerce, politics and culture. This
would normally be smooth and fair-
ly problem-free if the two nations
and their respective peoples shared a
common culture and similar legal
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and political systems. However, not
only do Australia and Indonesiahave
very different cultural and political
heritages, but neither knows the oth-
cr very well. Prime Minister Paul

L Keating has done a great deal toward

rectifying the situation, by encour-
aging and pushing Australian busi-
nesses to look toward Asia, indicat-
ing the potentially cnormous mar-
kets for Australia’s exports. Increased
exports, it seems, is regarded as one
of the key answers to the cconomic
recession in Australia.
Those who have ventured and
persisted in their endeavours to
establish trade links with Indonesia
have a lot of success stories to tell,
while others who have stayed
hack to wait and scc arc begin-
ning to tread cautiously onto
the relatively new ground.
They have been encour-
aged to try this ncw
ground, because in
the past three
years the trend
toward openness
in Indonesia has been unmistakable.
This trend had also led to increasing
transparcency in the political system.
The path, nonctheless, is not smooth
all the way, yet.

Whilce the Australia Today Indo-
nesia 1994 trade and business fair
was going on full blast in Jakarta,
demonstrations and protests on the
streets were being quashed by uni-
tormed men. These were not dem-
onstrations and protests against the
trade tair. On 21 June three promi-
nent Indonesian publications, TEM-
PO, the nation’s leading news mag-
azine, De Tik and Editor, were

LJEWI ANGGRAENI

The politics of
neighbourhood watc

Australia and the delicate art of Indonesia-watching

banned by the government. TEMPO
and De Tik were closed allegedly for
editorial rcasons, while Editor was
closed for changing senior personnel
without secking permission from the
authorities. These reasons for clo-
sure, to Australian rcaders, would
sound strange indceed. It should be
pointed out her that the closures,
whatever the reasons given by the
government, have been a shock to
Indonesian readers. They were scen
as an abrupt reversal of the trend
toward openness that Indonesia had
enjoyed so far.

TEMPO'’s ‘crime’ - scemed to be
its reporting of the purchase of 39
sccond-hand warships from Germa-
ny, handled by the Rescarch and
Technology Minister, Mr B | Habi-
bic. TEMPO used as a news peg the
near-sinking of onc of thosc ships in
the Bay of Biscay, on 3 June. In the
cover-story articles it detailed the
escalation of the costs of the ships
from US$13 million to US$I.1 hil-
lion, and the subscquent disagrece-
ment between Mr Habibic and the
Finance Minister Mr Mar'de
Muhammadl.

Mr Habibie, who happens to be a
close confidant of President Suhar-
to, flew into a rage and rejected the
suggestions that the 39 warships
were worth next to nothing. This
was closely followed by the presi-
dent’s condemnation, on 9 June, of
the reporting as ‘people airing their
views whilc not knowing the situa-
tion very well, thus further mud-
dling the situation and sctting one
offieial against another’. He also is-
suedathreat then, saying, "We won’t
let them get away with it. We will









Getting the facts in to Gear

COIN IS EXCHANGED FOR A NEWSPAPER—Dboth ‘old
technologies’ in an information age of screens and
plastic moncy. But an unfolding story about the cov-
er prices of humble newspapers illustrates one of the
potential obstacles to an informed debate about the
newer communications technologies and the power
they confer. (For a sketch of the issues, sce Eurcka
Street, May 1994 pl1).

Can the media be trusted to provide the infor-
mation and access necessary to such a debate, or will
sclf-interest prevail as existing media manoeuvre to
exploit the considerable commercial opportunities the
technologies create? In crucial arcas, especially own-
ership, competition and copyright laws, the media will
want politicians to provide a favourable regulatory
environment. They may want bits of a privatised
Telecom.

Does the public interest align with that of the
media? Perhaps yes, if the technologies result in a
genuine ‘end of scarcity’ so that the risks of govern-
ment control, which are inherent in licensing, no
longer need to be taken. Perhaps no, if information is
to be so important to cconomic and social well-being
that traditional intellectual property rights ought to
be reconsidered and information declared a common
resource, like the ocean or the sky. Do the answers
depend on whether the media owners are local or
foreign? Does sovereignty matter if the globe is a
village?

Such are the questions these technologies raise,
and to reach conclusions which serve the public
interest will surely require, as a minimum, reliable
information, lively curiosity and tolerant forums for
debate. These arc traditional tasks of journalism. But
the vessels that carry most Australian journalism are
owned by the (mostly forcign) corporations with the
strongest incentive to control the flow of informa-
tion and limit debate.

A simple consumer issuc illustrates the poten-
tial. Australians buy an average of 18.8 million met-
ropolitan daily and Sunday newspapers cach week.
Print-media ownership is highly concentrated, barri-
ers to entry are virtually insurmountable and compe-
tition is conscquently limited, so abuse of market
power is obviously a risk. But the media have yet to
examinc the issue on their own initiative, as they
might, for instance, the prices of petrol or grocerics.

Never mind. In April the Communications Law
Centre disseminated original data which shows that
since 1984 the cover prices of newspapers have
increased much faster than the Consumer Price Index,
especially during the period 1991-94, when inflation
has been lowest:

Type of publication Percentage increases 1984-94

Total price  Average price

Mectro dailies (Mon-Fri) 129% 132%
Mectro dailies (Sat) 188% 188%
Metro Sundays 116% 96Y%
CPl increase 67.6% 67.6%

With this prima facic cvidence of abuse of mar-
ket power, we asked the Minister assisting the Treas-
urcr, George Gear, to order an inquiry by the federal
Prices Surveillance Authority and we released the
prices data to the media. To our knowledge, only two
papers, The Age (seven paragraphs) and The Sydney
Moming Herald (one paragraph) reported it. ABC radio
provided some coverage.

We wrotc letters to editors, for publication, not-
ing that even if they did not deem the data newswor-
thy, the letters page was traditionally a forum for
readers’ concerns. Since readers bought the paper, we
wrote, they might like to know about its price move-
ments and join the call to Gear. Only the Sydney Sun-
Herald published our letter {onc paragraph).

The Australian Federation of Consumer Organi-
sations and the Australian Democrats also pressed the
government for an inquiry, but you will not have read
about their activities in the papers.

Gear, who as a backbencher in 1990 was a vocal
supporter of a Prices Surveillance Authority inquiry
into newspapcer cover prices, has not been pressured
by the Canberra Press Gallery for a responsc on the
issuc. On 7 July he told us that although our data
suggested ‘that there may be some justification for a
PSA-style inquiry’, alas, for the next two years the
PSA would be too busy reviewing its past decisions
to prepare for competition-policy reform.

As Sir Humphrey Appleby might remark, it
would be a ‘courageous’ decision to order an inquiry
into whether the country’s two major newspaper com-
panics have weathered the recession partly by exer-
cising their market power. Advertisers, who buy space
and access to rcaders, would scem to be a scparate
market from readers, who buy information and en-
tertainment. Could the publishers justify using the
latter to subsidisec a lack of the former?

But if fear of adverse media coverage frightens
politicians away from the rclatively innocuous taks
of requiring further inquiry by a statutory authority,
what conclusions may we draw about the capacity of
any government to pursue the public interest when
tackling the big issucs of communications policy that
the new technologies pose?

Paul Chadwick is Victorian co-ordinator of the
Communications Law Centre.
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You just wouldn’t read about it

N 30 May Port Joiin Paul
issued his apostolic letter Ordinatio
Sacerdotalis, declaring that the
church had no power to change its
traditional exclusion of women from
ordained ministry. Amid the ensu-
ing controversy in the secular press,
The Sydney Morning Herald report-
c¢d that The Catholic Weeklv had
decided 'not to run any more letters’
about women pricsts. The word
‘morc’ raised a wry smile with this
reporter. As far as [ can recall, none
has ever been printed.

A few weeks carlier, the Austral-
ian Religious Press Association had
circulated among its members anin-
housejoke and cautionary tale about
the Archbishop of Hartford, Con-
necticut, who had allegedly stated:
‘A good Carholic paper is once that
puts the Pope and the bishops in the
best possible light. It puts priests
and sisters with their best foot for-
ward so that when a young girl picks
up the paper, by the time she is
finished she wants to hccome anun.’

The association, to which most
cditors of the church press belong,
holds an annual convention in con-
junction with that of the Catholic
Press Association. This year’s was at
Banyo seminary, near Brishane, and
for both organisations the main em-
phasis was on freedom. The Catho-
lic Weekly summarised the deliber-
ations of the Catholic Press Associ-
ation, and the paper’s cditor, Phil
Pcarman, was quoted as stating:
‘What came out of it was the issuc of
risk-taking. Fear not—that could
have been a motto that came out of
the conference. Jesus said we are not
to take fear.

A mcre three weeks later came
the letters’ ban, resulting from Ordi-
natio Sacerdotalis. Informed sourc-
esin Sydney archdiocese—none will
speak on the record—say the ban
was ‘suggested’ by the deputy chair-
man of the Weekly's board of direc-
tors, Monsignor William Mullins, in
the absence of the chairman, Fr Les
Cashen, who was overscas.

When the stand became known,
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Censorship and the Catholic press

the Weekly took the interesting
course of trumpeting its decision on
the front page: “The Catholic Week-
Ivmalkes noapology overits decision
not to publish letters on women’s
ordination. The decision is the only
logical one to make in light of the
Pope’sdefinitive teaching that priest-
Iy ordination is reserved to men.

‘Asanofficial organ of the church
in NSW—and as the leading Catho-
lic newspaperin Australia—we could
hardly be stating on page one the
Popc’s teaching trying to resolve the
issuc and promote unity while at the
same opening our letters forum to
further inflame this long-running
CONLTOVCTSY.

‘All newspapers reserve the right
toopen and close debate among read-
ers. It is cven more mmportant for
The Catholic Weeklv, as an archdi-
ocesan newspaper reflecting the at-
titudes of the church, to cxercise
this right in the pursuit of unity.

Tt is worth remembering that
the mark of a good letters page is not
somuch what is published, but what
is left out. The Pope has had the last
word on this issue and that word
could not be clearer ...’

The reference to ‘a good letters
page’ is interesting. Phil Pecarman is
a former letters-page cditor of The
Australian andTam aformer letters-
page editor of The Syvdney Morning
Herald. Holders of this position in
the daily press do exercise a kind of
censorship, but it is usually con-
fincd to matters of taste, legality (the
defamation laws are strong) and sub-
ject interest.

Until the late '70s The Syvdney
Morning Herald had a ‘bannced’ list,
though this was known to very few.
It was a list of pcople who were
considered taboo, however, rather
than a list of issues. [t containced the
names of 15 or so people (several of
them ministers of religion) who were
considered litigious or pains in the
neck. Some of the people named were
known to have crossed swords with
the then cditor, Guy Harriott, or to
have offended board members or

members of the Fairfax family. The
list was scrapped with the advent of
a new chief exccutive, David Bow-
man.

As a result of the controversy
over the Weekly's letters ban, two
parishes and about a dozen individu-
als, mostly nuns, phoned to cancel
their subscriptions. The two parish-
esonly ordered 10 copies cach, soit’s
no big deal.Your reporter, who has
an clephantine memory for trivia,
recalls an incident a decade ago that
showed the reverse side of this coin.
It occurred when a parish priest rang
the Weeklv to announce that he was
banning salcs of the paper from his
parish because of what he consid-
cred to be the paper’s radical tenden-
cies. To rub the point home, he had
a bonfire in the yard, ceremoniously
burning all 50 copies that had been
delivered earlier in the week.

The Weekly's then editor, who
might have been expected to be an-
gry, was secretly delighted. He
thought that being considered dar-
ing boostced his and the paper’s im-
age, allowing it to throw off all the
jokes about ‘The Catholic Weakly',
so he lcaked the story to the sccular
media.

Just how strong is the religious
press? The yearbook of the Austral-
asian Religious Press Association,
lists 132 Christian ncwspapers, mag-
azine and periodicals, notall of them
members. They have a combined
circulation of 1,737,686. Collective-
ly it is impressive, though many are
quitcsmall, with circulations of only
a few hundred.

To the above may be added about
30 publications representing non-
Christian faiths, whosc circulations
(with a few cxceptions) were not
available. At present, non-Christian
publications may not join the asso-
ciation, and neither can organs of
‘sccts’ such as the Jechovah's Wit-
nesses. Do the anti-discrimination
people know about this?

Some denominational papers are
more daring than others. Southern
Cross, the Sydney Anglican maga-



zine, once published a brief factual
report about the then Anglican Bish-
op of Canberra and Goulburn being
charged with a sexual offence. The
fate of the former Catholic Weekly
cditor who did likewise over the con-
viction of a Marist brother is well
known. And the presses of Mel-
bourne’s now-defunct Advocate
were once stopped so that a para-
graph reporting the drink-driving
conviction of an auxiliary bishop in
the diocese could be removed.

At this year’s religious press and
Catholic press conventions,
much of the time was devot-
c¢d to answering the basic
questions: What is our pur-
posc? And whom do we
serve?

In Australia, unlike Brit-
ainor the United States, very
few religious publicationsare
in private hands. Most arc
owned by their respective
denominations, andinmany
cases they are heavily subsi-
dised. Their ‘owners’” expect
them, not unreasonably, to
reflect the party line, and
Catholic Church authoritics,
in particular, regard their
newspapers as teaching or-
gans.

The late Bishop Thomas
Muldoon once told me that
thesimple faithful’ (a phrasc
still heard) thought every line
published in The Catholic
Weekly was revealed truth, hence
particular carc had to be taken in
such matters as the sclection of let-
tersto the editor. The following week
onc of hisown letters was published,

with the word ‘not’ acci-
dentally omitted.

N THE WEEKs AFTER the publication
of Ordinatio Sacerdotalis, the 'sim-
ple faithful” might casily have been
confused. I saw an clderly woman
leave her parish church with two
publications under her arm, cach of
which had been given a plug from
the pulpit. One was The Catholic
Weekly of 8 June, with its front-page
‘We Make No Apology’ statement;
the other was the June issuc of Aus-
tralian Catholics, which reported
the views of principals of theologi-
cal colleges, one of whom (Fr Paul

McCuabe, rector of St Patrick’s
College, Manly) stated that women
pricsts were ‘inevitable’.

In a comment to The Svdney
Morning Herald on the Weekly 'slet-
ters’” ban, the president of the Cath-
olic Press Association, Fr Robert
Carcy, was quoted as saying that
religious journals would ‘lose credi-
bility” if frecdom of speech was de-
nicd. This view was cchoced by a staft
member of the Weekly, talking in-
formally, who said he personally
supported the Pope’s ling, ‘but, surce-

THE FOOTBALL HERESY TRIALS
TAKE HIM AWAY, GO\AL UMPIRE —
AND MAY GOD HAVE MERLY

N His sou!

ly, we should be able to report what
ordinary Catholics are talking about
in their kitchens’.

Incidentally, organisations on the
farright—the John XXII Fellowship,
the Endeavour Forum and the Na-
tional Civic Council—claim that
they arc as much taboo in the dioce-
san press as, for example, Women of
the New Covenant and other groups
on the ceclesiastical left.

None of this answers the dilem-
ma faccd by cditors, who, according
to onc of their number in Brisbane,
asks himself daily: ‘Do Trun a ncws-
paper or a house journal?’ The prob-
lem is particularly acute for editors
of Catholic papers, who represent a
church that is increasingly pluralist
but whose strength [and to some
degree, appeal) has hitherto lain in
its ability to speak with one voice.
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mreﬂm“imms counterparts but a change of

For the diocesan press there are
‘safc’ controversics (Timor, the re-
publican debate) and ‘unsafe’ ones
(women’s ordination, clerical celi-
bacy, contraception]. Sometimes, an
‘unsafe’ controversy becomes a ‘safe’
onc. In the carly 1970s The Catholic
Weekly was not allowed to run an
interview with a Filipino bishop,
Francisco Claver, who opposcd Fer-
dinand Marcos. Later, Claverbecame
the paper’s hero, as did another
opponent of the Marcos regime, Fr
Brian Gore.

In the past five years the
Catholic papers published in
Adclaide, Mclbourne, Sydncy
and Brisbanc have cither been
shut down, reduced in format
or frequency of publication, or
undergone a change ot cditor
after the incumbent quarrelled
with the management over ed-
itorial (including budgctary)
control. The Record, published
in Perth, endured the storm
longer than its castern-states

format is now also being con-
sidered for financial rcasons.
The paper, though tame on the
Christian Brothers’ controver-
sy raging in its backyard, has
been more adventurous on oth-
cr issucs, particularly in its
treatment of overscas news.

John Lundy, when editor of
The Catholic Weekly, joked
about a wind from the south
blowing in an anti-clockwisc direc-
tion; the wind caught up with him
soon after he made the joke. After
Lundy’s departure, the Weekly pub-
lished a ‘vision statement’, prepared
by the incoming ceditor, Phil Pear-
man, which declared that heneeforth
the paper’s aim would be to ‘publish
the good news by concentrating on
positive storics at a time when the
sccular media is concerned with bad
news’.

Mcanwhile, advertisements for
the paper—ceven after the letters’
ban—continue to urge readers to
subscribe to ‘The new-style Catho-
lic Weekly: Open, Informative, Top-
ical’.

Alan Gillis a former religious affairs

reporter for The Svdney Morning
Herald and the ABC.
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Bound by hatrec

The tribal war in Rwanda has been reported as a unique and remote tragedy.
The truth is that the roots of ethnic conflict there are sadly like those of
cthnic conflicts elsewhere—including places much closer to Australia.

usumo FaLLs roAr ONLY 100 muires from the
bridge across the Kagera River that forms the border
crossing between Tanzania and Rwanda. Perhaps
350,000 people have tled across the bridge during the
past few months. The bodies of another 30,000—

murdered men, women and childven—have tumbled

The achievement
of peace in Rwanda
would involve
totally rebuilding
the country’s
political and

social institutions—
in effect, a
recolonisation,
though not I an
imperial power.

It would hav to
be an effort

the international

community.

down the falls, to be trapped in whirl-
pools, snagged on branches or carried
down to Lake Victoria, the source of the
Nilc.

The traffic across and under the
bridge is testimony to the latest agony
of Africa and the world—cthnic slaugh-
ter on a scale that deties the 1imagina-
tion. Those involved may scem so
remote from the experience of comfort-
ably scttled people that one wants to file
it away under ‘B’ for bizarre, and to think
that there are no lessons in it Yer the
perpetrators and the vietims are people,
like us, and those who ignore what is
happening in Rwanda may be doomed
to sce it repeated closer to home.
Rwanda tits into a pattern with Ulster
and Bosnia, with Azerbaijan and Kurdis-
tan, and cventually, perhaps, with Indo-
nesia and Papua New Guinea as well.

All these states, whether actually
existing like Bosnia or only dreamed
about like Kurdistan, arc artificial uni-
ties: cither results of, or reactions to, ‘na-
tion-building’ processes that involve the
suppression of communal and ethnic
identitics and the dominance of partic-
ular ¢lites. To sce the contlicts that have
marked these places as local outhursts
of irrationality rather than as part of a

broader logic is a mistake.
Rwanda is not quite, as some would have it,
simply the consequence of poor colonialism. Long
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before the purveyors of Europe’s three ‘Cs'—Christi-
anity, Commercee and Civilisation—arrived on the
scene, the arca was riven by war, slavery and injus-
tice. The more numerous Wahutu, short cultivators
of the soil, lived alongside the Warutsi, tall cattle
hevders and warriors. The Tutsi he - moved from the
Ethiopian highlands into central and southern Africa
during the 14th century, and in what is now Rwanda
they became tough overlords of the Hutu peasants, as
their cousins did with similar peoples in Uganda and
cisewhere.

Six centuries of concubinage and intermarriage,
however, have seen the groups merge to the extent
that ‘Tutsi’ now more accurately refers to a higher
caste than to a distinct cthnic group. More than 60
per cent of the Rwandan population is of mixed
ancestry and cannot clearly be said, except for reasons
of political advantage, to be ecither Tutsi or Hutu. As
alocal proverb has it, a Tutsi is a Hutu with 10 cactle.

Europcan colonists—tirst the Germans and then
the Belgians, who acquired Rwanda and Burundi as
part of Germany's reparations after World War 1—
brought order of a sort. Formal slavery and internecine
warfare were ended, but the colonists” interest in com-
mercial exploitation meant that they had little inter-
est in real justice. And their racism led them to sec
the dominant class as the intelligent and cducable one,
and to co-opt it into government service.

For 50 years the colonial police, army, and
burcaucrats werce all Tutsi, and a caste system that
had once possessed some flexibility became set in
stone. In the late 1950s, even betore the Belgians
bolted from the Congo, provoking the catastrophe
which overtook that country, the long-suffering
Rwandan Hutu rose up against their Tutsi oppressors.
The rising began a pattern of periodic massacres of
Tutsi by the Hutu, and of the Hutu blaming all their
problems on the Tutsi. In neighhouring Burundi, Tutsi
dominance continued much longer—there it was

Continued p22
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mostly the Tutsi who massacred the Hutu, which only
scrved to heighten the sense of righteousness among
Rwandan Hutus.

Though Rwanda is a lush country, it is denscly
populated and most of the population cke out a living
from subsistence agriculture. There is food, but little
cash for clothing or for such trappings of civilisation
as guns, radios and cars. Those who aspire to such
things dream of leaving ¢ farm to find work, but
the country is so badly provided with the basic serv-
ices required by industry that there is little work for
them to do. As in most Third World countrics,

the citics and the towns arc full of young
men trying to live by their wits.

IHHR DISCONTENT MAKES THEM politically manipula-
ble, and it is these young men who have been respon-
sible for many of the massacres. The reign of terror
has been so great that villagers have denounced neigh-
hours with whom they had always lived in peace, for
fecar that if they did not do so they would be consid-
cred unreliable. Out of fear, a man might find himself
denouncing his Tutsi wife’s relatives in exchange for
her life, and some have even tried to prove
their loyalty by taking up the clubs, hocs and
machetes themscelves.

Rwanda has never had the political sta-
bility and impartial judicial system that most
Australians assume to be the natural order
of things. Providing such stability—and there-
by fostering the belief that life and property
are securc and that those who disturb this
sccurity will be dealt with—is the first duty
of government. In pre-colonial Rwanda, how-
ever, a Hutu had no rights at all against a
Tutsi and the rights of onc Tutsi against an-
other depended upon social rank.

Since colonisation, village-level disputes
have sometimes produced fair results, since
community leadership involves a degree of
consensus. But widcer politics—including al-
most cverything related to the sharing out of
the cash, forcign aid or investment—remains
simply a matter of aggrandisement, and no
onc has cver expected otherwisc.

Rwandan Tutsis began filling the refu-
gee camps in ncighbouring countries from the
carly 1960s and periodic massacres of Tutsi
have continued ever since, with occasional
complications involving the scttling of po-
litical scores among the Hutu. Even before
the latest bout, which began in April after
the shooting down of an aircraft carrying the
then president, a Hutu, about 500,000 peo-
ple had been killed and hundreds of thousands
displaced.

In 1990 a Tutsi-dominatced army styling itself the
Rwandan Patriotic Front (RPF) in- iRv " " Hm
refugee camps in southern Uganda. Though only a
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fifth of the size of the official army, which was trained
and equipped by French soldicrs, the rebel force was
much better disciplined and soon began to gain
ground. Mediation by Rwanda’s ncighbours resulted
in the president accepting a power-sharing agreement,
against bitter opposition from the more militant Hutu
politicians. The latter included the leaders of the par-
ty militias—groups of young men called the inyara-
hamwe—which outnumber the official army.

Just who killed the president may never be dis-
covered, but most fingers point at rival Hutu politi-
cians. Officially, the Tutsi were blamed and a couple
of days after the event inyarahamwe youths went on
drunken rampages in the capital, Kigali—looting,
burning and killing anyonc suspected of being Tutsi.
The riots quickly became a revolt—moderate Hutu
politicians were arrested and executed—and then a
cuc for genocide.

Inyarahamwe were told to deal vigilantly with
any Hutu opposition and in the next two months
hundreds of thousands died and many more fled. With
the RPF continuing to make military gains, the refu-
gees began to include Hutu who fear retribution if a
Tutsi government comes to power. There are now
morc Hutu than Tutsi in refugee camps, and although
Tutsi reprisals have not matched the scale of the
pogroms carricd out by the Hutu, there is no doubt
that such reprisals take place.

Ultimately T'do not suppose it makes a lot of dif-
ference to the victims, but the massacres have ac-
quired an cxtra cdge of horror from the kind of
implements usecd—machetes, garden hoes and lengths
of four-by-two studded with penny nails. Nor has there
been anything secretive about them—bodies were
thrown into waterways to incite fear, and even in the
cities people were murdered in full view of outsiders,
including ‘peacckeeping’ soldiers who had heen for-
bidden to intervene. Not even the churches have been
sanctuarics, and some places sct up as sanctuarics
have only proved to be convenient killing grounds.

The steady success of the RPF may have reduced
the territory within which massacres occur (apart from
Tutsi acts of revenge), but it has not blunted the Hutu
zcal for murdering Tutsi. If anything, it has increased
it—the perpetrators know they can expect little mercy
if the RPF wins the civil war, and so arc morc intent
on completing their task.

The world has long known of the genocide in
Rwanda but has generally reacted with indifference.
Until this year, more had been written in the world’s
press about Rwanda’s gorillas and the threat that the
country’s high human birth rate poscs to

their habitat than about the continuing mas-
sacres there.

EVEN IN THE FIRST WEEKS after the president’s death,
much of the media attention was focused on the plight
ofv "’ ) “her by the mas: :sor © - RPF
advance around the capital. But the pressure tor in-



tervention has mounted. Since the ¢nd of the Cold
War, the notion has taken hold that the international
community should ‘do something’ about ethnic con-
flict in places such as Rwanda, Somalia or the former
Yugoslavia. But Rwanda’s remoteness, plus the bloody
noscs that some of the gung-ho interveners have re-
ceived elsewhere, greatly limit what is likely to occur.

After Rwanda gained independence Belgium con-
tinucd to provide some aid, but it ctfectively aban-
doned its old colony. Rwanda then sought help in
Paris, and got it. France cannot avoid charges of com-
plicity in what its Hutu clients have dong, but it would
be a gross oversimplification to think, as some old
leftics have maintained, that the French are motivat-
ed by commercial interest.

The Rwandan cconomy is not worth a cracker:
the country’s mineral resources are slight, its indus-
trial potential very small, and in the long term pros-
perity will depend on whether cash crops take the
place of the traditional subsistence farming. The
French stake in Rwanda is based on something sim-
pler and in some ways stronger than money: a senti-
mental affinity with Francophone ex-colonics, and a
desire to maintain French influence in the world
through fostering ties with them.

After a lot of hand-wringing but little action by
the world community, France sent in soldiers to ¢re-
ate safe areas for the Tutsi. But, becausc of past French
associations with the Hutu government regime, the
intervention is profoundly distrusted by the RPF. And,
like the Americans in Somalia, the French have not
found a strategy for bringing about and maintaining
peace. They are there to bury the bodies, literally and
mctaphorically.

Keeping the combatant armies apart is important
but it is not the biggest problem. The massacres are
going on behind the lines, not between them, and at
present neither side even wants a ceasc-fire, let alone
peace. The real task is threefold, and requires a de-
grce of commitment that has not been shown in in-
ternational interventions clsewhere

First, basic order needs to be restored so that peo-
ple can go about their daily lives in physical sceurity.
This is as much a police problem as a military one,
and only when it is resolved can the million or so
displaced Rwandans return to their villages. Sceond,
those who are responsible for the massacres need to
be brought to justice and, if proven guilty, punished.
What has happened in Rwanda goes well beyond any-
thing that could cxcuse a statesmanlike decision to
‘'wipe the slate clean’. And finally, there must be a
just resettlement of refugees and a mechanism for
arbitrating conflicting claims. This will not be casy:
some people have been refugees for decades, and their
lands arc now occupied by others who may not have
been complicit in their dispossession.

One cannot even hope for order after a free elec-
tion, as in Cambodia. An clection tomorrow would
simply mark out tribal demarcations and restore

Rwanda’s Pol Pots. The achievement of peace in
Rwanda would involve totally rebuilding the coun-
try’s political and social institutions—in eftect, a rec-
olonisation, though not by an
imperial power. It would have to be
an cffort of the international commu-
nity: given the limited resources of
other African countries, it is not a
task that could be taken on by Rwan-
da’s ncighbours. And, whocever under-
takes it, the task may prove easier to
shirk than to carry out. There will
undoubtedly be accusations of nco-
colonialism and fresh imperialisms,
and c¢nough moral ambiguities and
misjudgments to ensurc that cven
the well-intentioned can be
criticised.

UT IF THE WORLD CANNOT INTERVENT
in Rwanda, where the breakdown has
heen so profound, can it act to pre-
vent similar slaughter clsewhere?
During the Cold War, some countrics
managed to keep the lid on ethnic
violence by ruthless suppression, and
in any casc tension between the su-
perpowers served to focus attention
on a wider arena. But tensions in
some of the old Soviet satellites, the
atomisation of what was once Yugo-
slavia and the upsurge of nationalist
movements among groups such as the
Kurds are signs that cthnic rivalries
had merely been put on hold.

Closer to home, rulers of disparate regions such
as Indonesia and Papua New Guinea have put enor-
mous energy into nation-building—the attempt to
weld together one people from different groups. Be-
causc these cfforts have often been associated with
the political dominance of one group {in Indonesia,
the Javancesce), by marked political corruption and by
the suppression of civil rights, their long-term cffect
may well be to make the final explosions more horri-
ble. The rage and alienation of the raskols in Papua
New Guinea and the different patterns of develop-
ment in diffcrent regions of that country make fratri-
cide a continuing threat. In Indonesia, the need to find
a successor to President Suharto runs the risk of re-
viving the separatist movements of the 1950s and the
1960s massacres of Chinese, who are Asia’s cquiva-
lent of the Jews or the Tutsi when scapegoats are in
demand.

Australia has no particular national interest in
what occurs in Rwanda, but it has a high interest in
finding modecls for dealing with the sorts of problems
that confront Rwanda.

Jack Waterford is deputy cditor of The Canberra Times
and Eureka Street’s Capital Letter columnist.
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Since the end of the
Cold War, the notion
has taken hold that

the international
community should

‘do something’ about
ethnic conflict in places
such as Rwanda,
Somalia or the former
Yugoslavia. But
Rwanda’s remoteness,
plus the bloody noses
that some of the gung-ho
interveners have
received elsewhere,
greatly limit what is
likely to occur.
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Tapes

RAYNER

EN THOUSAND PEOPLE Wt to a
rally objecting to the redevelopment
of a polluted lake in Albert Park,
Meclbournc for the Australian Grand
Prix. Even the Victorian Premier,
Jeff Kennett, turned up uninvited.
But no one has camped outside Vie-
toria’s Parliament House to protest
about an illness threatening liberal
democracy in that state.

Thesc are the symptoms. With-
out a rcferendum, without cven
making a fuss, the Kennett Govern-
ment has amended the state’s Con-
stitution 34 times since the clector-
ate swept the coalition into office in
October 1992, On almost every day
of cach parliamentary session, the
Government has moved to trim the
powers of Vietoria’s Supreme Court,
hampering it even from listening to
the grievances of individuals about
government policy or the acts of its
Ministers or public scrvants.

By similarly phrased sections
tucked away at the back of four Acts
passcd in 1992, 15 Acts last year and

14 so far this ycar—
the pace has doubled
in the past six
months—the people
have lost the power to
ask a court to rule
whether particular
Government deci-
stons were lawtully
madc; toseek compen-
sation for resumed
land or assets; or to
determine whether a
minister’'s decision
was made for improp-
er purposes, for irrcle-
vant considerations or
without obscrving the
requirements of natural justice; or
simply illegally.

Whatcver attitude one has to-
wards judges and court proccdure,
these changes are tremendously sig-
nificant. Many civil liberties that
we take for granted, such as the right
to challenge arbitrary or unlawful
detention, were developed and pro-
claimed by the great judges of the
English Common Law Courts, the
ancestors of the Supreme Courts in
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the Australian states. True, the great-
cst ‘rights’ were founded on statutes
responding to specific political cir-
cumstances—Magna Carta or the
1689 Bill of Rights, for cxample—
butitis judges who have interpreted
and applicd these statutes. At cru-
cial times in our history , they have
protected individual liberties by in-
terpreting statute law and adapting
It to contemporary circumstances.

One of the foundations of our
legal system is the protection from
arbitrary detention provided by a writ
of Habeas corpus. Originally this
was just a way of bringing a pcerson
before a court for various purposcs,
including giving cvidence, but in the
15th century judges began to use it
to protect people from oppression.
Habeas corpus came to its fullest
flowering in 1772, when it was used
to free James Sommersett, a Negro
slave who had been brought to Eng-
land by his West Indian master: it
was uscd as an opportunity to state
that slavery was illegal under Eng-
lish common law.

In 1753 the great legal commen-
tator, Blackstone, referred to the
‘three great and primary rights, of
personal sceurity, personal liberty,
and private property’ and concluded:
‘But in vain would these rights be
declared, ascertained, and protected
by the dead letter of the laws if the
constitution had provided no other
mcthod to secure their actual
enjoyment ... Since the law is in
England the supremece arbiterof every
man’s life, libercy and property,
courts of justice must at all times
be open to the subject, and the

law be duly administered
therein.’

N VICTORIA, ALMOST 250 YEARS lat-
cr, these doors of the courts are clos-
ing. So why isn’t anybody screaming
about it? The simple answer is that
most pcople don’t know about it,
and if they did they would not un-
derstand what it meant. Morcover
there is little they could do about it,
because all thatisrequired to change
the relevant aspects of the 1975 Vie-
torian Const Bl it of

The case of the vanishing court

absolute majorities in both Houses
of Parliament. Since the coalition
has such an unchallengeable major-
ity ineach house, legislatively speak-
ing it is virtnally omnipotent.

The Commonwecalth Constitu-
tion, in contrast, can be changed
only after referendum, passed by a
majority of voters in a majority of
the states. I reckon that if the con-
straints being placed on the courts
were put to the vote in Victoria, they
wouldn’t get up. In all but 8 of the 38
referendums put to the clectorate
since Federation, Australians have
said ‘Thanks, but no thanks.” We
tend not to like change, when we're
asked; and in the present instance
Victorians aren’t cven being told.

It is not casy to challenge a pow-
crful government, but some people
do. When the Kennett Government
decided to closc down hundreds of
Victorian state schools in late 1992,
children and parents at two of them
complainced that the effect was dis-
criminatory—against boys, in clos-
ing the only co-cducational sccond-
ary school in Richmond, and against
Aboriginal children in closing the
internationally famous program at
Northlands Secondary College,
which provided disadvantaged stu-
dents with special cducation and
training.

The protesters asked the courts
for, and got, interim injunctions to
keep the schools open while they
pursued theirlegal rights. The North-
lands children won theircase, though
predictably  the  government
appcaled; in the meantime most
former Northlands Koori students
have abandoned formal cducation.

The Richmond casc was lost, but
not before protesting parents and
others at the school site had been
scen on international television,
being charged by rows of baton-wicld-
ing police. In an attempt to discredit
the protesters, alist of ‘communists’
and ‘professional agitators’ who sup-
posedly incited them was submitted
to The Age.

The Government amended
Victoria’s Equal Opportunity Act so
that complainants could be forced







JoN GREENAWAY

It’s one big happy country, sort of

IGHTY-FIVE THOUSAND PEOPLF
crammed into the MCG to scc a
game of rughy league? Yeah, sure,
and Ted Whitten was squaring up
opposite Sam Newman in the front
row.

It makes you wonder, doesn't it?
A brand of football that receives
virtually no coverage in the Victorian
media—it canonly be seen on televi-
sion at rude hours of the morning—
produces the biggest Mcelbourne
crowd this scason. What's going on?
Next thing Rules players will be
wearing shorts that aren’t five sizes
too small.

Where are the days when New
South Wales
and Qucens-

the future viability of their codes.
In an age of million-dollar sports
personalities and worldwide audi-
ences, the backyard no longer scrves
as the sporting nurscry. The next
generation of players and spectators
arc looking much further aficld for
gratification than they have in the
past. Indced a recent survey has
shown that the former baskctball
star Michacl Jordan is the most pop-
ular sporting figure among Austral-
1a’s youth. Not Mal Meninga and
not Gavin Wangancen, but Michael
Jordan: a man who has only been
scen in this country on TV screens.
And who knows, the coming of
pay TV may introduce us to a whole
new panthcon of jock-strap gods. 1

stuffed into the MCG that way.

Players will be able to score by
kicking a behind ora goal, for 1 point
and 3 points respectively, or scoring
a try for 6 points. Handballing will
be out—I'msorry, footy fans, but the
idea of hitting a ball with your fist
when other sports make implements
for that sort of thing is ridiculous, so
get with the times. In the amalga-
mated code, you'll only be allowed
to pass backwards.

Marking will he a feature of the
new game and to cncourage spectac-
ular feats cither of the two ficld
umpires will be able to award an
extra 15 metres for rip-snorters.
Tackling will be a matter of any-
thinggocs: tripping, head-highs, any-

TODAY'S GATE TAKING STANDS AT 4900, 000.
THE RATINGS ARE AT 30 IN ALL CAPITALS;
ADVERTISING REVENVE HAS REACHED $3.3 MiLLION,;

land ran with can just imagine cricket fields being thingshort of a gricvous bodily harm

ORDERS FOR SPIN-OFF MEIRCHANDISING HAVE

JUST TOPPED THE TWO MILLION MARK —

MICK, IF BAGOVICH MISSES THIS KiCK FOR
GOAL, HOW DO You FEEL THE BOND MARKET

CULP REACT?

DOMESTIC, OR \

the ball, the rest
kicked it and
only Albury-
Wodonga was
confused? Peo-

INTERNATIONAL ¢
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pleused to hide
any likings they
had for the ri-
val code forfear
of being slan-
dered as a here-
tic. Nowadays
they brazenly
profess their af-
fections in pub-
lic, withnofecar
of recrimina-
tion. [ can hear
my grandmoth-
er’s pet phrase
of ‘hose them down in the streets’
ringing in my cars as [ try to compre-
hend packed houses at the Gabba,
watching the Brishanc Bears, or the
MCG straining to state-of-origin
thump.

Of course, we all know that the
expansion of the two games owes
more to clever marketing than to
shifting allegiances. You don’t need
a Tina Turner or a Carl Lewis to tell
you that. But, strangely enough, the
respective administrations are not
competing with cach other as much
as they arc trying to sccure
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converted into ice rinks to cater for
the stampede of those wanting to get
into the enthralling challenge of curl-
ing—a Scottish sport involving
brooms and a round stonc with a
handle.

Don’t laugh. After all, this year’s
soccer World Cup was played in a
country that thinks Maradona is
cither the queen of erotica or a sca-
food pasta sauce with chilli. Yet in

Colombia the scries in-
spircd an assassination.

O I'VE GOT A PREDICTION FOR YOU.
Hold on to your pigskins for this
onc. By the year 2020 Australian
Rules and rugby lcague will have
merged into one code. Early next
century, the administrations of both
games will be forced to take drastic
measures to arrest their sliding
popularity and, with a little cajoling
from pay-TV consortiums, they’ll
combine forces to compete with the
more heavily markcted sports.

While I'm in a fortune-telling
mood I'll give the new rules a go as
well. The posts will stay pretty much
as they are for footy; except they’ll
be on what is more or less a rugby
lcague field, though with longer,
slightly curved sidelines to provide
the room for the 16 players on each
team. A few thousand more can be

charge.

Boundary throw-ins will be trans-
planted from Aussic Rules and after
aplayeris tackled it will be play-on,
with ball-ups if things get bogged
down. The scrum will be definitely
out—it’s time-consuming and peo-
ple may be tempted to change chan-
nels. Games will last 80 minutces,
dividedinto 20-minute quarters with
long ad breaks in between.

So what do you think? Are we on
a winner? To put some charge into
this Promethcus I'll give you a de-
scription of how the 2025 final scrics
might pan out.

ADELAIDE TRIUMPHS
IN A THRILLER

Adclaide defeated Townsville
by a solitary point in the deciding
game of the premicrship final
scrics at the Auslink-MCG yes-
terday, avenging its loss to the
northerners in the 23 decider.

In the aftermath, the final sc-
rics has been roundly touted as
the finest since the former ad-
ministrations rcached a detente
with James Packer’s rebels a dec-
ade ago.

Adclaide showed tremendous
courage to come back from a 21-
point deficit at the final Gatorade
infusion break.









I am sad for what I sce happening in the community of which I have been all my life a
member. I say this not in despair but in regret for the good folk, old and young, who are being lost
to us, who arc losing hope and belief in the relevance of the gospel message. For that, we their
clders are in part to blame. In part, also, those who rule the church are to blame; because they
have in many instances chosen authority over charity, because their legalistic approach to hu-
man life alienates our brothers and sisters and disfigures the familial image of the church.

Let me remind you of a passage in the Gospel of St John: ‘... The scribes and Pharisees brought
to Jesus a woman taken in adultery... They said to him “Rabbi, this woman was cven now taken
in adultery. Moscs and the law commanded us to stone such a one. What do you say?” Jesus said
nothing. He bent down and wrote with his finger on the ground. They continued to question him.
Then he lifted his head and said to them “He that is among without sin among you, let him cast
the first stonc.” And again he stooped down and wrote on the ground. The others hearing this
went out onc by one, beginning at the cldest. Jesus remained alone with the woman. Then he said

to her “Woman, where arc those who accuse you?” The woman said “Therce is no
I one, Lord.” And Jesus said “Neither will I condemn you. Go now and sin no more”.”

HAVE ALWAYS THOUGHT OF THAT as a particularly eerie moment in the gospel narrative. The old-
fashioned commentary uscd to be that Jesus wrote the sins of the accusers. That has always
seemed to me to be an unnccessary embellishment as well as an impossibly long catalogue. My
own guess is that he doodled, scribbled nonscnse symbols as an act of contempt for these so
clever and so cruel hypocrites. In any case, it is the only record of Jesus ever writing anything.
The first scurry of wind blew it away, or perhaps he scuffed it out with his own sandal. Who
knows?

The irony, for me, is that we who follow him have crected whole mountains of books over
his simple tcachings. We have written and sometimes forged whole volumes of decrctals and
canons and acts of the Apostolic Sce and admonitions and anathemas and condemnations of
death and excommunications of whole peoples ... and we have called it—what?—the excrcise of
the magisterium, the exercisc of the power of the keys. I beg leave to quote to you some lines I
wrote in Rome in 1969: ‘Ever since the Greeks we have been drunk with language; we have made
a cage of words and shoved our God inside as boys confine a cricket or a locust to make him sing
a private song. And look what great gob-stopping words we use for God’s simplicity—hypostasis
and homousion, a baboon chatter of human ignorance. We burn men for these words. We burn
men.’ And, let me remind you, we tortured and burned women, too, for alleged sorcery and witch-
craft. We did it in the name of the same God we claim to worship, under the same authority
which is exercised in the church today.

I confess to you, ladics and gentlemen that the older I get, the more T am haunted by the
contrasts between the two images: the dark man from Nazareth bowed over the temple pave-
ment, scribbling in the dust, and the huge and fecarsome array of hierarchies and legislators and
inquisitors down the centuries, entrenched behind their mountains of documents, demanding as
the price of faith obedience to their magistracy. The contrast creates a nightmare for many: a
nightmare of alicnation from Christ’s own simple summary ‘By this shall all men know that you
are my disciples, that you have love one for another.’ T tell you now, in the cold light of observable
fact, what I prophesied when I first returned to Australia 12 years ago: we are alrcady a church in
schism, a schism of indifference because those who regulate the church have committed them-
selves to a policy of sterile legalism, an historic romanita—'Roman-ness’—instead of a policy of
loving care to inform it and revivify it with the saving Spirit of its master.

On this point, let mc interpolate, here, a passage written by Archbishop Elias Zoghby, Vice-
Patriarch of the Mclkite Church, whose intervention in the Second Vatican Council on behalf of
the Eastern rites in the church was both powerful and productive. He speaks in this passage of the
diffcrences between East and West in the interpretation and administration of marriage laws: ‘We
must admit that there docs exist an ccclesiastical tradition of tolerance, clear and venerable like
every other tradition of the church which was accepted and practised by many holy fathers of the
East and of the West. The East has always followed this tradition of tolerance and has remained
faithful to it. The West maintained it for many centuries with the positive approval of many of its

bishops, popes and councils and, in fact, never attempted to condemn it in the East
L after the cessation of its practice in the West.’

OVE HAS BEEN LOST TO Us. Res ipsa loguitur—'the facts speak for themsclves’. Those among you
who arc pastors sce your congregations declining and the numbers of aspirants, men and women,
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to vocations in religious life declining also. Those of you who are parents are troubled because
your ch lren seem to find the moral and religious message of the church irrelevant to their needs
or alicnating in their lives.
I was in Rome during the wonderful, hopeful years of the Second Vatican Council. T wrotce for
Life magazine the obituary of the man [ most admired, the man for whom I felt an extraordinarily
deep and personal affection, the good Pope John XXIII. When he died on the very day of the
publication of my novel The Shoes of the Fisherman, I wept unashamedly and my tears splashed
on the autograph T was signing. Since then, I have seen the progress which was then begun—
which I saw and still sce as a progress of charity within the church—grind to a halt. T have scen,
on the other hand, the processes of alienation quicken and more and more people standing
outside the doors of the church, which seem closed against them becausce the cost of
I re-entry seems beyond their strength and the grace beyond their reach.

N A VERY STRANGE WAY, ladies and gentlemen, it scems to me that the role of authority within
the church has been distorted. The exercise of authority is not and cannot be a sclf-determining,
self-sufficing act like the act of creation. The only justification of the magisterium is as a func-
tion of ministerium, of service to souls who are the subjects and objects of salvation. To usc a
very ancient and primitive symbol, we are not the makers of fire, we are the carriers of fire for the
tribe which docs not know how to make it. On too many occasions in history the keepers of fire
have turnced into tyrants or cold-hearted conscrvators of that which they did not own.

We, the church, whether as a hicrarchic institution or as a familial body do not confer the gift
of faith. That is the direct gift of God. We accept the profession of faith. We confer the sacrament
of initiation, but taith is not in our gift. We should remember that. All those in authority should
remember that with great respect in all our dealings with one another. That which the faithful
find hardcest to forgive today is the unwillingness of their senior pastors to confront openly with
them the problems which they face in the world as it is today. Let us be very clear, ladies and
gentlemen: not all the enactments of popes or sacred congregations have been or are good, wisce or
even just. In the church, as in civil life, bad law brings the principle of law into disrepute. Dubious
law puts the principle in doubt. Law imposed upon people without explanation, with its processces
loaded against them ab initio, is of its very nature an injustice. A law beyond effective appeal is a
tyranny.

Why do I make so much of this? Becausc at this moment in this Pontificate, the church is
being governed by two negatives and a positive. The two negatives are non expedit ‘it is not
expcedient’) and non e opportuno ('it is not timely’). The positive is fiat {let it be done thus’). In
this kind of regulatory climate, there are no relatives. Everything is absolute. We c¢ven have a
huge catechism to which you can refer like a Iexicon of good and ¢vil but from which the reasons
of the heart seem conspicuously absent.

In today’s church, papal teaching on birth control is regarded by the majority of the faithful
as at best a directive that is dubious in theology and at worst an arbitrary exercise of the magiste-
rium. The question of a celibate clergy falls into the untimely category. The content and admin-
istration and the theology behind the marriage laws of the church are all questionable and this,
the most critical, the most divisive and the least just of all church legislation, is the one which
receives the least public attention from authority in Rome. There are many other solutions than
those provided in existing canons but they are not being addressed and in some cases are being
positively impeded by Rome.

In the past month, we have had a new fiat. The question of women clergy is closed. This, in
my view, is a profoundly political move. Already, scarcely a week after the event, Catholic jour-
nals in Australia have vetoed all reader correspondence on the matter. So, men and women of
goodwill are now in the position of having cither to remain silent on deeply-held convictions or
to make a public challenge, not only against a determination but against the person of a reigning
Pontiff.

I will not make that challenge in this assembly. T will simply remind you all that in the
context of church history the greatest stain upon our reputation as conservators of the gospel
truth has been that it takes us decades and centuries to admit our mistakes, and that it is only
God who can repair the damage they have caused. I do, however, have to raise with you the big
question as to whether the magistracy of the church has the right, for any issuc of law or disci-
pling, to deny to the people of God their access to the saving word and to the channels of grace. 1
submit that we should expect more from our hierarchy ti y 7 abe ’ of
God being sufficient to us all if only we co-operate with it. To me, an clderly man standing on the
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ridge and looking across the dark valley into eternity, the only answer is a continuous dispensation
of love and the tolerances of love. We live at the heart of a dark mystery—a tooth-and-claw
creation made, we say, by a loving God. Saved, we say, by a crucified redeemer. The visible fact of
the matter is that the world for millions is a sad, sorry and a mad place, and Christ himself had to
plead the ignorance of those who were crucifying him.

I do not deny the principles of authority as a necessary clement of the ministry and of support
and love which holds any community together. I do warn in the strongest terms that the impru-
dent or misguided or arbitrary misuse of authority will only increasc the present alienation of the
Catholic community and of those who are their brothers and sisters in spirit in other commun-
ions and, indeced, in other religions.

In some strange and frightening fashion the tratfic of communication within our church has
tor a long time now been on a one-way street from the heights to the plains where the people live.
Morc and more Catholics, men and women, are better educated than some of their pastors. They
know better how the world wags and how great are the needs of ordinary people. It is they who
sustain the charitics which still affirm our common humanity but their voices are not heard.
Catholic newspapers, religious programs on television and radio, are distressingly bland and
correspondingly irrelevant. Pastoral reports and the reports of nuncios to Rome are filtered and
coloured. Who, we ask ourselves sometimes, who but God hears the cry of Lazarus at the gates?

Let me read you now something which I wrote as far back as 1959, in The Devil's Advocate.
The Bishop of Valenta is addressing Blaise Meredith: “ “... the church is a theocracy ruled by a
pricstly caste of which you and T are members. We have a language of our own—a hicratic lan-
guage if you like—formal, stylised, admirably adapted to legal and theological definition. Unfor-
tunatcly, we also have a rhetoric of our own which like the rhetorie of the politician says much
and conveys little. But we are not politicians, we are teachers, teachers of a truth which we claim
to be essential to man’s salvation. Yet how do we preach it? We talk roundly of faith and hope as
if we were making a fetishist’s incantation. What is faith? A blind leap into the hands of God. An
inspired act of will which is our only answer to the terrible mystery of where we came from and
where we are going. What is hope? A child’s trust in the hand that will lead it out of the terrors
that rcach from the dark. We preach love and fidelity as if these were teacup tales, not bodics
writhing on a bed and hot words in dark places and souls tormented by loneliness ... We talk to
the people every Sunday but our words do not reach them because we have forgotten our mother
tongue.”’

And, lest it be thought that my plea is too personal, my attitude too subjective, let me recall
to you the final article in the Code of Canon Law: In ecclesia suprema lex salus animarum. (In
the community of the faithful the supreme law is the welfare of souls.) We have to ask, and we
have the right and the duty to ask, how far, in today’s church, that supreme law has been breached
by cxpedient policy or by the exaggerated usc of authority. Let us never forget the unwritten
codicil to the assumption of papal power. That no Pontiff, however much of a reformer he may
be, will directly countermand or contradict the prescriptions of his predecessors. There will be no
rchabilitation of c¢ven permissible ideas by the successor to the present Pontiff,

whoever he may be. The fear of damage to the teaching and governing authority will
override everything,

HICH BRINGS ME BY A ROUND TURN to the question poscd by the subject of this talk. What do' 1
sec as the future of the Catholic Church? In the short term, under the present pontificate, 1
believe that the same trends will continue. The schism of indifference will spread. The number of
candidates for service in religious and priestly life will continue to decline. Expressions of disa-
greement and contention within the body of the faithful will continue. There will be a massive
protest by women and a continuing alicnation of women from the celibate oligarchy by which
the church is presently ruled. We will see more and more examples of two differing phenomena
within the church: The first, the emergence of more and more rigorist groups, louder and more
emphatic in their professions of allegiance to the ancient ways of the church by which it scems
that many undcrstand only what happened after the Council of Trent.

We shall sce other charismatic groups, expressing the enthusiasm of cven earlier times in
praycr groups, in brotherly and sisterly associations within the congregation. But the deep hurt
and division within the church will still remain within the post-Vatican Il generation, who will
see the fading of the hopes they had invested in the updating and renewal of the church. They will
continue their tillage of whatever part of the vineyard they work in, but some of the heart will be
gonc from them and they will wear the ills of the church not with the joy of the children of God
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but like a penitential hair shirt. Meantime, by the mere fact of shortage of vocations the faithful
will be distanced still further from the ministry of the word and of the sacrament.

How then will renewal come, because come it must? Even popes and curial cardinals are
mortal. There are disagreements and disscnsions in every one of the corridors of power, however
much they may be hushed, however softly the dissension is expressed. So, I ask again, how will
renewal come? [ have to say what I said at the beginning: I believe in the power of the Spirit. I do
not know, I cannot predict, how the Spirit may cxpress itself to renew the life of faith and hope
and, most importantly of all, of charity within the community.

I believe, though I cannot prove, that there will come a surge of power from women within
the church, morc and more of whom are highly trained educators, philosophers and theologians,
more and more of whom will give challenge to patriarchal mindscts—as St Catherine of Sicnna, a
girl in her carly 20s, once gave challenge to and heaped moral reproach upon the delinquent
papacy in Avignon. There was a martial vigour in what she urged upon Gregory XI: Siatemi nuomo
virile ¢ non timoroso ... ‘Be for me a virile man and not a coward.’

I shall not be here to see the renewal, though Thope for it and pray for it and give my testimony
on the ¢rying neced for it. It is not my wish that the testimony should incite dissension but rather
that it should lead to a curative communion between those high and low in the church who arc
all, in the end, brothers and sisters under the skin.

If cach of us were locked in a silent room, deprived of all sensory reference, we should very
soon become disoriented and, finally, insane. The person who would probably endure longest
would be the one who was practised in withdrawal, in meditation, whose lif¢c had an outsidc
reference to God. The fact is, you sce, that we live only in communion—not only with our present
but with the past and the futurc as well. We are haunted by a wholc poctry of living, by lullabics
half-remembered and the sounds of train whistles in the night and the scent of lavender in a
summer garden. We are haunted by grief, too, and fear and images of childhood terror and the
macabre dissolutions of age.

But I am sure—and this is the nub of my testimony—that it is in this domain of our inner-
most daily lives that the Holy Spirit establishes his own communion with us. This is how the gift
is given, which we call grace: the sudden illumination, the sharp regret that leads to penitence or
forgiveness, the opening of the heart to the risk of love. Authority is irrclevant here. Authority is
the one-eyed man in the kingdom of the blind. It can command us to everything except love and
understanding ... So what am [ trying to tell you? Peter is dead and Paul is dead and James the
brother of the Lord. Their dust is blown away by the winds of centurics. Were they large men,
little men, fair or dark? Who knows? Who cares? The testimony of the Spirit made through them
still endures ... ‘Though I speak with the tongues of men and of angels and have not charity, [ am
become like a sounding brass or a tinkling cymbal.’
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ness of the charges if proven correct,
I must inform you that charges and
counter-charges of the naturc of those
in your correspondence are not unu-
sual among these {Jewish) people.
Oninvestigationitis generally found
that the informant is actuated by
religious or national bias and that
the charges made cannot be substan-
tiated.’

The Australian Sccurity Intelli-
gence Organisation did investigate
specific allegations but, according to
Suzanne Rutland, ASIO was often
reluctant to pursue the cases since
the people under investigation were
considercd useful tools in its cam-
paign against possible communist
infilerators and spies. In 1951 the
agency’s director-gencral, Coloncl
Spry, commented on a request from
Yugoslavia for the extradition of war
criminals: ‘Whilc this matter appears
to be an extension of Yugoslav inter-
nal politics, it must be stated these
two men represent a body of Yugo-
slavs who cause infinitely less trou-
bleto thisorganisation than the great
body of their fellow immigrants.
They are unceasing in their cam-
paign against communism and can
and do assist ASIO to the limit of
their ability.’

The Ervin Viks case is a crown-
ing example. The Special Investiga-
tions Unit’s final report says that in
February 1961 the Soviet govern-
ment had requested Viks” extradi-
tion to face war crimes charges. In
the Cold Waratmosphere of the time,
many didnotaccept the Soviet charg-
es at face value but saw them as
propaganda to discredit emigrés who
had fled communism.The Austral-
ian embassy in Moscow took the
charges far more seriously. 1t cabled
Canberra: “The Soviet authorities are
likely to have amassed a great deal of
convincing and probably accurate
reports of what actually occurred,
since they are painstaking and effi-
cient in this respect.” The then
Attorney-General, Garfield Barwick,
ignored that warning in favor of ad-
vice from his senior bureaucrats and
rejected the extradition request. He
gave a number of legal reasons, such
as the Australian government’s
refusal to recognise the legitimacy
of the Sovict occupation of Estonia.

In March 1961 Barwick told Fed-

eral Parliament that the case brought
abhorrence of war crimes into con-
flict with the nation’s right to allow
men who had entered Australia ‘to
turn their backs on past bitternesses
and to make a new life.’ In his view,
it was time to ‘close the chapter’
Viks was tried in absentia, found
guilty and sentenced to death. (Viks
actually died of pncumonia in
Australia 22 years later). The embas-
sy in Moscow sent another cable,
recording the Soviets” displeasure at
Australia’s lack of co-operation and
advised: ‘It is obvious that Viks, who
during the fascist occupation of
Estonia spontancously guided mili-
tary executions of innocent Sovict
citizens, is one of those war crimi-
nals whose delivery was specified by

the Allied wartime agreements.’
The embassy cable did not
prompt Barwick to reconsider his
decision. The Attorney-General’s
close-the-chapter comments make
good sense for victims of the war,
but are little short of sophistry
when applied to the likes

of Viks.

O SUMMARISE, SEVERAL LLEMENTS
combine to explain why both the
Chifley Labor government and the
Menzies coalition governments al-
lowed war criminals to enter and
scttle in Australia. First, they fol-
lowed the example of the British and
Americans, as articulated by Win-
ston Churchill who saidin 1948 that
itwas time ‘to draw the sponge across
the crimes and horrors of the past—
hard as that may be—and look to-
ward the future.” Second, the screen-
ing procedures were inadequate.
Third, the Cold War mceant that fear
of communism outwcighed the past
crimes of fascists, who, as Spry ac-
knowledged, were valuable in the
fight against communism.

Anyone inclined to forget the
intensity of the Cold War should
remember that in Britain and the
United States intelligence agencics
went further than ASIO and actively
recruited Nazi war criminals to help
fight communism. Klaus Barbie is
only the most famous example of
this chilling policy. Readers want-
ing to know more this can look at
Tom Bower’s book, Blind Eye to
Murder {1981), and Christopher































FPAMELA FOULKES

Women, rower and the early church

HE TITLE OF THIS BOOK is somewhat
misleading. Certainly it takes as its
startingp: 1t thefactof women’s lead-
crship in the carly years of the Chris-
tian church. We are introduced to a
number of the more important women
lcaders such as Mary Magdalen, Lydia
at Philippi, Phoebe, the deacon of
Cenchreae, the teacher Prisca and the
apostle, Junia. It makes it plain that
women, at least in Christianity’s earli-
est years, functioned in the church as
apostles, prophets, tcachers and pa-
trons. However, to call them priests is,
at the very least, anachronistic. There
is no evidence of the existence during
this period of an hicrarchical priestly
model of sacramental leadership as we
understar it today, cither for men or
waomen.

I found it disappointing that the
book merely skims the surface of the
biblical and ecpigraphic evidence for
the way in which women did exercise
various lcadership roles in the forma-
tive years of Christianity. The major
thrust of Torjesen’s work is the explo-
ration of the social and political mores
of the gentile Greco-Roman world
which provided the context for this
new rcligious movement. This is so-
cial and religious history rather than
biblical sc  larship or theology. She is
most interesting and valuable in her
discussion of the gendering of Greco-
Roman society, with its distinction
between the public and the private
domain, and the way in which this was
transferred to the ordering of church
life. Women’s management of house-
hold affairs and their right to a voice in
the private domain, though sometimes
questioned by jurist and philosopher
was, nonetheless, a fact of Greco-
Roman life. The distinction is
expressed clearly by St John Chrysos-
tom in the 4th century:

‘Our life is customarily organiscd
into two spheres: public affairs and
private matters .... To woman is as-
signed the presidency of the house-
hold; to man, all the business of the
state, the marketplace, the adminis-
tration of justice, government, the
military, and all other such enterprises
....]A woman] cannot express her opin-
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ion in a legislative assembly, but she
can express it at home.' (The Kind of
Women Who Ought to be Taken as
Wives. p.113).

Thus the leadership of women was
acceptable whilst the church was based
in private households and identified
with the social structures of the private
sphere.

Torjesen goes on to explore the link
between thissocietal division between
public and private spheres and the vir-
tues deemed acceptable for men and
women. The distinction here is be-
tween the cultural symbols of male
honour and female shame. The male
virtues included courage, justice,
authority, self-mastery. They were in-
tegral to the male quest for honour,
and were expressed in public. Women
were assigned the virtues of chastity,
silence and obedience. These belonged
to the private sphere and were expressed
principally through the preservation of
sexual purity; that is, the guarding of
female shame.

The available epigraphic evidence
demonstrates that, cven when a wom-
an was accorded public honour, as a
patron or benefactor of the communi-
ty, it was for her private and family
virtues that she recceived praise.
Torjesen notes, for example, the
inscription on the statue of one Aurcelia
Leite, erected by the city of Arncac in
recognition of her wealth and intlu-
enceincity politics. Priestess and hold-
er of the powerful office of gymna-
siarch, five times recipient of public
honours she is, nevertheless, praised
as ‘chaste, cultivated, devoted to her
husband, and a model of all virtues’
(p123).

As Christianity outgrew the bounds
of the household, it moved from the
private to the public sphere. One ex-
pression of this shift is to be found in
Tertullian’s treatise, On the Veiling of
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Virgins.: "Young women, you wear your
veils out on the streets, so you should
wear them in the church, you wear
them when you are among strangers,
then wear them among your brothers.
(De Virginibus Velandis 13}

Here the rules of propricty for wom-
en that applied in the public thorough-
fares are now transferred to the inner
sanctum of the church. The female
lcadership possibilitics within the pri-
vate houscehold churches were nolong-
creonsidered appropriate as male mod-
cls of authority and order were trans-
ferred from the political life of the city
to church order. Church documents
increasingly fulminated against wom-
en performing the now public duties of
baptising, prcaching or teaching.

Torjesen supports her argument for
the transference of the gendering of
Greco-Roman socicety to church life
with an exploration of the influence of
Grecek philosophical concepts of sexu-
ality on thc carly church fathers. We
arc, through Augustine in particular,
the heirs to Aristotelian dualism and
the belief that women were incapable
of rcason and the control of the passions
and, therefore, inferior in both nature
and spiritual capability. Scxuality be-
comes sin, and woman its source. The
book pursues this question of the
church’s attitudes towards scxuality
and the resultant denigration of wom-
cn into the Middle Ages and the Refor-
mation. Its discussion of the develop-
ment of Christian asceticism and the
subsequent struggle to enforce clerical
cclibacy provides even more evidence
of the continued marginalisation of
women’s roles within the history of
the church. However it is here that the
treatment becomes too general and |
believe the book loses its focus.

Written for the general reader rath-
er than the scholar, When Women Were
Priests does provide a provocative an-
alysis of some of the philosophical and
political roots of church prejudice
against women. It makes the hicrar-
chy’s continued attempts to justify
such sexism on theological and scrin-
tural grounds cven more scandalous

Pamela A. Foulkes is a biblical scholar.















gimmicks worked: this Hamlet car-
ried a gun, but the climactic duel
with rapiers in Act 5 was plausibly
sct up as a test of skill wholly in
keeping with the spirit of the world
Hamlet and his opponents inhabitin
the play.

Bell’s Richard III was interest-
ing: he directed, and played the king
himsclf {as a barcly hunch-backed
politician, so that references to his
‘deformity’ and being ‘scarce half
made-up’ took on emotional and psy-
chological overtones] in a bizarre
world as much space-age as medic-
val in appearance. Scott-Mitchell’s
set used a series of brooding, move-
able walls towering over streets peo-
pled by characters looking as though
they were dressed for some kind of
surrcal fancy-dress party. {The cos-
tume designs were by Sue Field.)
The king’s armour appeared to be
fashioned from videotape and com-
puter parts; the Lady Anne (bare-
footedinalong red gowniwasa cross
between The Wizard of Id and Vogue;
James Wardlaw [the company clown
as Buckingham!} was done up in a
huge, high-necked multi-coloured
cloak, looking like the frill-necked
lizard which is the company’s logo,
while the Citizens in Act 2 were
styliscd creatures from the world of
George Grosz. To complete this
mélange of styles, Anna Volska's
Queen Margarcet looked [and was
playced) like Dickens’ Miss Havi-
sham.

For all that, it was an impressive
production over which Bell strode
like a corrupt colossus. The political
element of the production {largely
abscent from the first version of Ham-
Iet) took on considerable foree, even
though Boswecll field was hopelessly
cluttered. In the futuristic visual
circumstances of the production,
Richard’s cry forahorse’ also sound-
ced a shade odd. In 1992, the BSC
managed to complete a five-
month tour, mostly in commercial
theatres in Brisbance, Sydney,

Newcastle, Mclbourne
and Canberra.

OR THE COMPANY'S 1993 TOUR
(whichreccived Federal Government
funding for the first time, in the
form of a Playing Australia grant of
$90,000), a lively and extremely

youthful Romeo and Juliet (dirccted
by Bell) replaced The Merchant of
Venice in the repertoire. (To give an
indication of the youth of these pro-
ductions, Tammy McCarthy played
Ophclia and Romeo’s mother!)

Many commentators saw this
production as the company’s most
cven and satisfying to date. The en-
semble acting had gained strength
and depth (Stollery added a remark-
ably thuggish Tybalt to his other
roles, Patrick Dickson excelled as
Friar Laurence, Bell himself—argua-
bly the nation’s most illustrious ‘sup-
porting actor’'—did the authoritari-
an Prince, Grant Bowlcer’s Mercutio
was a highly polished gem and Vol-
ska shed modern light on the part of
the Nurse), and the verse was spo-
ken by actors who showed, for the
first time in many cascs, that they
knew what they were saying. Above
all, the very young, very sexy and
very able Romeo and Julict (Danicl
Lapaine and Essic Davis, fresh out of
acting school] ¢nabled the play to
speak to its young audicnce with
great freshness and conviction. And
didn’t they just lap it up!

The Bell Shakespeare Company
has a strong commitment to youth.
As wellasobviously selecting young
people for its main-house produc-
tions while on tour, since its incep-
tion the company has performed
master classes for students and vis-
ited 60 to 80 schools a year as part of
its ‘Actors at Work’ program. I have
no doubt that its performance style
has also been consciously adopted as
a means of appealing to the young:
the highly colourful and eccentric
non-period costuming is part of this,
but so too is the marked tendency to
extract as much humour as possible
from the plays and the characters.

There was some surprise, then,
in the decision to wait until this year
to introduce a comedy into the rep-
ertoire and, in some quarters, that it
should be The Taming of the Shrew.
Forthose slaves to the dreaded polit-
ical correctness, the play still poses
some problems, but this irreverent-
ly knockabout production secems to
have bowled over most critics (with
its Vaudeville-night framing,
Stephen Curtis’ consistent, ultra-
modern costuming, and such delight-
fully tricksy gimmicks as Tranio
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totting up on a smart yellow person-
al computer the asscts he plans to
offer as gifts to win the clusive hand
of Bianca). And by putting together
the company’s three greatest assets—
Bell as director, and Christopher Stol-
lery and Essic Davis as Petruchio
and Katherina—the decision scems
to be handsomely vindicated.

But alas, Bell can’t direct cvery-
thing. Inacomplete turnoverof plays
this year, Macbeth also came on for
the first time (Hamlet being dropped
after three years, Richard 111 after
two and Romeo and Juliet after just
one) and the fact that it has turned
out to be a grave disappointment has
to be laid at the feet of its director,
David Fenton, and of company poli-
cy. Bell clearly must act in a number
of productions, and clearly he must
alsodirect some of them. Sometimes
las in the Romieo and Juliet) he can
manage both, but it is asking too
much to expect him to do it all the
time. He needs a good, permanent
associate dircctor who can share in
the development of a house style but
who can also be given a free hand to
direct productions with the same
flair and intelligence that Bell him-
sclf ¢xhibits.

On the strength ot The Merchant
of Venice, Carol Woodrow looked
likely todo thejob. (Merchant is still
the production which had the clear-
est directorial and interpretative
sense at the first attempt; Hamletr—
good though it becamc—only got
there by degrees.) On the strength of
Macheth, (with its heavy-handed
Space Invaders location and mili-
tary symbolism, its prosaic approach
to the language, wooden characteri-
sation, and its trendy dependence on
gimmicks) David Fenton doges not.,

Still, despite arocky four years of
operation, it is carly days yet. Even if
the company only brings us one win-
ner cach year, it will carn its place in
Australian theatre.

The present Shrew-Macbheth tour
continuesin Canberra (4-20 August),
Perth {25 August-17 September),
Hobart (29 September-8 October)and
Launceston {11-15 October).

Geoffrey Milne is head of the Theatre
and Drama Department in the School
of Arts and Media, La Trobe
University.
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and James Garner, the original Mav-
crick, as Marshal Zane Cooper (!}
scem to have amarvellous time ham-
ming it up together.

The story is set in the old West of
America, and Maverick the roman-
tic, poker-playing gentleman is mak-
ing his way across the prairies to-
wards the world’s first polcer cham-
pionship to be played for a half-mil-
lion kitty with a required stake of
$25,000. Maverick has two major
problems. He is short of the original
stake and Evil Forces are conspiring
to prevent him reaching the game.

Mel Gibson basically plays Mcl
Gibson in Lethal Weapon, having
swapped his V8 fora pony. Although
his mannerisms can be annoying, as
Maverick he is very likcable. Jodie
Foster waltzes through the part of
the light-fingered Annabelle. If you
add James Gamner (for old times’
sake), Alfred Molina looking sinis-
ter and clearly in need of immediate
dental treatment, James Coburn as
an cvil presence, Graham Greene as
an Indian with an cye for commer-
cial exploitation and Danny Glover
inanuncredited appearance as abank
robber, the result is a pot-pourri of
satisfying nonscnse.

Richard Donnecer’s direction
should be made compulsory viewing
for the Lightning Jack tecam, as an
cexample of what you can do to
achieve a box office success with
minimal story but tons of flair. As it
is, stand by for Maverick I1 plus.

—Gordon Lewis

Coens meet Capra

The Hudsucker Proxy, dir. Joel Coen
(independent cinemas) continucs
Joel and Ethan Cocen’s fascination
with America in the 1940s and '50s
or, more preciscly, with America’s
sclf-image in the Hollywood films of
that cra. In Miller's Crossing the
brothers Cocen adroitly pastiched one
classic Hollywood genre, the gang-
ster movie, and in Barton Fink they
unravelled, then restitched, Tinscl
Town itsclf. Hudsucker goes a step
further, grappling with the conflict
between small-town decency and
big-city opportunism. It is the gospel
according to Frank Capra and Pres-
ton Sturges.

The film opens with a man (Tim
Robbins) clinging to the windowsill
of askyscraper high above the strects
of New York, stecling himself to
jump. A clock above him is ticking
away the final scconds before mid-
night on New Ycar’s Eve 1958, and
he shivers as snow falls around him.
Wecare put in mind of James Stewart,
poised to leap from the bridge at the
opening of Capra’s I[t's A Wonderful
Life, and allusions to that film and
other Hollywood classics are piled
thick all through Hudsucker. {There
is cven a good angel, as in It's A
Wonderful Life, though in true Coen
style he is shadowced by a bad angcl )

When Hudsucker opened at this
year’s Cannes festival, many critics
complained that it was too self-in-
dulgently a buff's movie. It must he
admitted that, cven though youdon't
have to spot all of the film’s allu-
sions to enjoy it, doing so certainly
helps. But the Coens owe a more
basic debt to Capra: like him, they
can spin a damn good yarn and find
just the right cast to play it.

Robbins, who has the most ver-
satile idiot grin in Hollywood, is
thoroughly c¢ngaging as Norville
Barnes, a dupe manocuvred into the
presidency of Hudsucker Industrics
by that company’s scheming vice-
president (Paul Newman). As the
villain, Newman almost pastiches
his own career with a virtuosic dis-
play of manncrisms that recall just
about every role he has had from
Cool Hand Luke to The Color of
Money. And Jennifer Jason Leigh, as
a streetwise reporter who sniffs out
Norville’s incompcetence but falls for
him anyway, proves once again that
cven her truly excruciating voice
can drip with sex appeal.

Finally, in Hudsucker as in
Miller's Crossing and Barton Fink,
the Cocens’ satirical intent never
quitcoverwhelms theirobvious love
of the films they are pastiching.
Capracorn has a long, wondertul life
ahcad of it yet.

—Ray Cassin

Loss of spirit

The House of the Spirits, dir. Bille
August (Village). Isabel Allende’s
magical realist novels use elements
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of the supernatural and the spiritual
to weave their disparate elements
together. So, although Bille August
obtained Allende’s permission to

write a screenplay of The House of

the Spirits, onc wondered how the
complexitics and subtletics of her
narrative might be handled. Would
this production end up looking like
an upmarkct Ghostbusters?

The story follows the fortuncs of
the Treuba family in a South Amer-
ican republic that, although uniden-
tified, bears a strong resemblance to
Chile, where Allende’s uncle, Presi-
dent Salvador Allende, was assassi-
nated in a bloody coup in 1973. Co-
incidentally, this family saga, which
begins in the 1920s, ends in the ’70s.

The central character is Clara
(Mcryl Streep), who from child-
hood has possessed uncanny

\ a
psychic abilitics. Clara and her &m"‘"k‘}

ambitious husband, Estchan
Trcuba {Jeremy Irons), arc
mismatched, but not so Clara
and Ferula [Glenn Closel,
Estchan’s spin-

stersister. Their

relationship r/ék'
stirs his jcal-
ousy, and
through this web of family rela-
tionships we are shown the pas-
sions and politics of this family:
itisastoryabout thwarted hopes,
and about the cssential spiritu-
ality of people—the futility of
revenge and the value of forgive-
ness.

Or at least it should be. Bille
August certainly hasn’t made
another Ghostbusters, but the
subtlety of Allende’s writing is

notreflected in his film. Literary (\' \\/ \
N~ (G

works almost never translate di-
rectly into film, of course, but
with some of them the margin
for crror is small, and this is one
of them.

There are good things in the
film—Closc¢’s performance as
Ferula, fine cinematography and
some audience-pleasing action
sequences. But if you're after a
film that holds togcther from
start to finish, and which is faith-
ful to Allende’s novel, this is not
it. It might have the look of the
original house, but the spirit is gone.

—Brad Halse

EUREKA STREET

53












	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45
	Page 46
	Page 47
	Page 48
	Page 49
	Page 50
	Page 51
	Page 52
	Page 53
	Page 54
	Page 55
	Page 56

