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The
reluctant
Budget

HE 1996-97 BUDGET—IMMINENT as Eureka Street goes to
press, will be brought down in an atmosphere of crisis, at
least crisis accor  ngto the Howard government. It is claimed
that the $8 billion ‘Black Hole’ necessitates drastic spending
cuts. Does the Black Holc cxist, and if so, does it justity the
crisis measurcs?

On the first question, it seems likely that the Budget
outcome for 1995-96 will be around $4 billion worsc than
was predicted when the Labor government brought down its
last Budget in April 1995. Yet the projections for economic
growth, unemployment and other cconomic parameters
contained in the 1995 Budget were almost exactly correct.
There were no policy decisions between the Budget and the
election with any significant effect on revenue or outlays. In
these circumstances, an error of $4 billion is a startlingly
bad forccasting performance by Treasury.

It appcars that almost all of the shortfall will arisc
becausc tax revenue will not mect the Budget forecasts. A
re-examination of the Budget forccasts for 1995-96 reveals a
highly optimistic projection for an increase in individual
income tax revenues of 13.6 per cent, despite the absence of
any significant incrcase in tax rates or other measurces to
enhance incomc 1x revenue (the Medicarc levy was increased
by 0.1 per cent, but the effect of this measure was negligi-
blel. Tt is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the Keating
government’s desire to announce a return to surplus led to
pressure on Treasury to come up with optimistic forccasts.

Exactly the reverse point applics to the projections
supplicd by the incoming Treasurer when the alleged
discovery of the ‘Black Hole’ was announced. The new
projections for 1996-97 imply that there will be almost no
improvement in the Budget balance, despite the effects of an
increase in company tax and the absence of any planned
expansion. This seems totally implausible. It scems much
more likely that the coincidence between Treasury’s constant
desire for spending cuts and the government’s post-clection
need for an cxcuse to dump the promises on which it was
elected have resulted in a swing from extreme optimism to
extreme pessimism in revenue projections.
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Cut of the cloth

HE APPOINTMENT OF AN ARCHBISHOP is always a thing of
interest beyond the city that is his see. One reason why this is
particularly true of Melbourne, where, in July, Bishop George
Pcll was appointed to succeed Sir Frank Little, should be obvious
to anyone with even a passing knowledge of Australian Catholic
culture.

Although it galls a Sydneysider to admit it, Melbourne is
the intellectual heart of Australian Catholicism. Since at least
the establishment
of Newman Col-
lege at the Univer-
sity of Melbourne
in 1918, the open-
ing of the city’s
Central Catholic
Library in 1924,
and the first flowering of its Campion Society in the 1930s,
Melbourne has been in the forefront of the most stimulating
and innovative Catholic debate. Sydncy retained its seniority
in the ecclesiastical pecking order but Melbourne became home
to a tradition of intcllectual vitality. By this Melbourne was
able to rise above the rut of Catholic tribalism at those times
when Sydney dug in deeper. And Melbourne went on produc-
ing the more crcative and enduring goods, like answers to the
questions of who and why Australian Catholics are.

In Archbishop Pell Melbourne may yet have another
champion of this role. But his form suggests another inclination.
Dr Pell is a member of the Vatican’s Congregation for the
Doctrince of the Faith, Rome’s chief instrument in its drive for
orthodoxy. He has been associated with AD2000—the
censorious journal of a disgruntled Catholic rump.

And he is the leading episcopal advocate of Pope John Paul
Il's 1993 encyclical Veritatis Splendor (The Splendour of Truth).
This was a treatisc on moral teaching ar contained an
instruction to the bishops on how to get the Church’s message
across: ‘have recourse’, the Pope told them, ‘to appropriate
measurcs to ensure that the faithful are guarded from every
doctrine and theology contrary to it’. Liberal theologians, and
some outspoken priests, were soon to learn that “appropriate
measurcs’ usually come in the form of discipline and ostracism.

When the news of his appointment  roke, Archbishop Pell
gave a number of interviews in which he said that he secs his
task as one of unifying the Church behind the teachings of John
Paul I because this is the best way to restore the confidence of
‘rattled’ Catholics. It is still too early to tell what he meant by
this but it has an ominous ring to it.

Archbishop Pell may believe that his success will be micas-
ured in terms of the volume of dissent within Melbourne: the
less noise there 1s, the more united [and less ‘rattled’) Catho-
lics must be. If so, he will be confusing any silence he imposes
on Melbourne with the suffocation of what has been the most
lively and cxciting pocket of the local Catholic scene.

But there is another reason why Catholics generally should
be interested in Pell’s appointment. At their April conference,
the Catholic bishops issued a formal apology to the victims of
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sexually abusive priests and religious workers. This went much
further than their 1993 acknowledgement that sexual abuse by
some priests and religious had occurred in the past, and it
committed all the bishops to follow-up measures including
codes of conduct for priests and a study into the factors pecu-
liar to the Catholic Church that might lead them to abuse. In
other words, the bishops adopted a distinctly national approach
to the issue. They finally acc  ted that the conference, as the
peak leadership
body of the local
Church, had to
take the initiative
for the sake of all
Catholics—and of
the victims. This
marks a profound
progression in the bishops’ collective self-identification.

Until April, the bi-annual national Catholic Bishops
Conference had been viewed as part talk-fest/part administra-
tive formality. The notion that there was such a thing as a
national Church, like the opportunity after Vatican II to explore
collegiality as a way of expressing it, had never been taken
anywhere near as seriously in Australia as it was in the Amer-
icas or Western Europe. Consequently, the Church in Austral-
ia has been slow to develop a distinctive culture, it has been
particularly vulnerable to the dictates of Rome, and it has failed
to capitalise on its strengths and resources to take its full part
in the political, social and moral life of the country.

The April development was a tentative step forward. A
more cautious line may have prevailed at the conference had
not the NSW Royal Commission into Police Corruption been
publicising the clerical abusc scandal in the weeks before the
bishops met; a retreat remains possible while the most senior
clerics remain committed to a different model of Church.

And therein lies the rub. All the senior clerics are close to
retirement cxcept, that is, Ar  bishop Pell who, at 55 years of
age, can contemplate two decades as the second-most senior
churchman in the country.

Archbishop Pell is quintessentially Roman. By training he
is a product of Rome’s Propaganda Fide College; by outlook he
believes that all roads lead straight to Rome and all the answers
flow straight back again. This view allows no deviations, no
concessions to local differences. Rather than taking the
Australian Church into the 21st century, it is the kind of view
that would haul it back into a kind of pre-1960s ghetto.

The result, most likely, would be a paralysing, and
ultimately debilitating, tug of war between the old and the
new. That is why Archbishop Pell deserves our prayers—that
he might receive wise counsel and exercise sound judgment.
It is why the rest of the Australian Church nceds prayers as
well—that it might prevail cven should its heart start miss-
ing beats.

Chris McGillion is the opinion page - of
Morning Herald.






It’s OK up there

From Senator Barneyv Cooney

Frank Brennan's article ‘Once vote no’
[Eurcka Street, Tuly/August 1996)
deals with matters vital for the well-
being of this country. For example
Frank wecighs up the need or otherwise
for an Australian bill of rights and sets
out the change in his thinking about
this matter.

In the last paragraph of his article,
Frank suggests ‘A Senate Committee
on Human Rights could scrutinise any
bill proposing limitations on the stipu-
lated rights’ as a means of having Par-
liament test legislation against the
appropriate mecasures for a good
soclety.

In fact there are Senate committees
which largely do this already. T refer
to the Scrutiny of Bills Committee, the
Regulations and Ordinance Commit-
tee and the Legal and Constitutional
Committce in both its forms. Thce
work these bodics do shows that Frank
Brennan's strategy for maintaining and
cnhancing Human Rights is the best
way of doing so in the present circum-
stances operating in Australia.

Barney Cooney
Parliament House, ACT

Get it right

From Michael Kennedy

It fascinates mce as a unionist that
when there is discussion of the future
of unionism in Australia, writers
always skirt the fundamental issue of
membership. Jon Greenaway's article
‘Industrial Revolution’ (Eurcka Street,
June 1996 is such an article. One has
to ask why, as John Howard may have
put it, in 13 years of industrial sun-
shine has union mer crship fallen
from 56 to around 40 per cent of the
workforce? Why do unions only cover
some 30 per cent of private sector
employees?

I do not think there arc any simple
answers to these questions. It is more
complex than saying that the Accord
or long periods of relative industrial
peace undermined the necd for people
to be members. At some fundamental
level unions are failing to deliver what
members want—what else can explain
the decease in membership over that
time? The membership and the poten-
tial membership want more control of
the work conditions. Workers are being
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given more control over decisions in
their work and I think that they are
looking for that control in their work
conditions. Workers also want scrvice
from their union. In the new climate
unions will have to provide thesce serv-
ices as the Howard Government'’s anti-
union changes take place.

The union movement nceds to
look at reforming itself rapidly to
accommodate and survive the changes
that will come into place. I, like many
others, am hopeful that it will adapt
and learn to prosper. What it must not
do is sit back and let whole new areas
of work and cmployment grow up
without embracing and improving
them. The movement must make the
change to be relevant to the young,
women, migrants and those wanting
to work part-time.

If it can reach out to those it does
not now reach and hold on to its tradi-
tional base it may be able to turn this
legislation to its advantage. You have
to wonder however, if the union move-
ment had done this before, would this
‘industrial rcevolution’ have cver
started?

Michael K nedy
Balmain, NSW

About
persecution ...

From Meaghan Morris

In his comparison of an article by
McKenzie Wark about the Demidenko
debate with an anti-Semitic cartoon,

Raimond Gaita scriously misrepre-
sents Wark’s argument (Fureka Street,
July/August 1996).

According to Gaita, Wark suggests
that our past disposition to trcat as
unthinkable the claim that the Jews
got what they deserved “was mercly an
expression of the jaded, thoughtless
certainties of the Cold War’: Wark says
nothing of the kind. What he doces
argue is that Darville’s novel has
¢1 ged in the debris of the world
that the Cold War—and the cold war-
riors—have left us’. In other words: 40
ycars of ideological wartare and lurid
demonisation from both sides of that
battle [remember the real McCarthy?)
have degraded our culture’s capacity
for belicf.

[ find Gaita’s travesty distressing
preciscly because my view of the
Demidenko affair is much closer to his
than to Wark’s; [ thought Wark's frivo-
lous tone offensive and his remarks
about cvil silly. However, Gaita's view
1s more judicious than mine. [ am
horrified by the glib fluency of phrasces
like “the unacceptable face of anti-anti-
Semitism’ (not used by Wark, but by
not a few of my friends). Gaita is
capable of calling them expressions of
a resentment that needs to be dis-
cussced.

He is probably right. But Wark is
also telling an unpalatable truth. The
W .inson cartoon of Darville impaled
on a Channukah candelabrum did not
appear in a void and it was not made
‘thinkable’ only by Darville’s book. Yes,
it could have appeared in Der Stiirmer.
Swap the candclabrum for a hammer
and sickle, and it could have appeared
in many a Cold War magazinc.

More to the point of today's
conflicts, it is one of a whole series of
cartoons that have ridden the politi-
cal correctness panic by portraying
martyred artists (Helen Garner, David
Williamson) being tortured and even
crucified by twisted representatives of
mad minority groups—feminists,
leshians, academics. Turn on talkback
radio or watch TV, and you can add
‘ecthnic lobby groups’ and, ycs,
Aborigines, to the list. One does not
have to deny the uniqueness of the
Holocaust, treat ‘minoritics’ as inter-
changeable, or assimilate Helens
Garner and Darville in order to see that
the cartoons do all these things. Lagree
that Wilkinson raised this grotesque
‘art form’ to a whole new level, but
the other cartoons—which few cold
warriors protested when groups they
disliked were attacked—formally







was not really about the book at all.

I wanted to inquire into why the ‘event’
that is ‘Demidcnko’ happened, and, given the
irreversible fact that it has happened, turn it
into a premisce for thinking about things that,
far from deserving to remain unthinkable,
need to be thought. For Gaita it scems more
important to judge the book than to under-
stand it, and to prev  : ‘bad thoughts’ from
e¢manating from it than to originate new oncs.
For Gaita, Darville’s transgression into the
unthinkable has to be verbally punished by
invoking mor .aw. For mc, Darville’s trans-
gression prompts a collective inquiry into the
nature of the bounds it highlights through its
very excess of them. I have written down my
attempts to understand, in which I withheld
judgment. Some may find fault with that.
Gaita offers his judgments of me without first
understanding anything of what [ say. I find
that a far greater fault.

Gaita may give his readers the impression
that I myself ‘must’ think that the Jews ‘got
what they deserved.” To me such a thing is
unthinkable. Gaita derives this statement [
did not make from a baroque extrapolation
from a series of misreadings of what1did say.
Gaita’s chain of insinuation begins from this
statement of his: ‘What can Wark mean when
he says that we should rethink the Holocaust,
tree of the illusion that there exists absolute
cevil and absolute innocence?!” Nowhere do 1
say we should ‘rethink the Holocaust.” T do
refer to ‘the grand fables of the carly 20th cen-
tury’—fascism, communism and liberalism.
I did say that Ricmer ‘defends’ Darville’s ‘han-
dling of the everyday quality of evil and its
presentation of the idea that evil is never
absolute, but always has a heterogeneous
quality.” Gaita has felt himself free to make
my qualified scepticism into an absolute one,
to transfer my scepticism about grand politi-
cal fables to scepticism about the Holocaust,
and to mix that with the attribution of
Ricmer’s reading of Darville directly to me.
Clearly, on the evidence here I can at least
claim that Gaita’s procedurc is careless.

Along the way, Gaita actually proves a
thesis from Riemer’s book that he makes a
half-hearted attempt to deny. As I read him,
Riemer claims that religious standards of judg-
ment about a work of art can’t be commu-
nity standards in a secular public life. This
for two reasons: a religious view ncecessarily
imposes on those of other religions, or those
of no faith, standards of judgment based on
beliefs that others do not and need not share;
and such a vicew cannot grasp the ethical
significance of the autonomy of acsthetic
judgment from other forms of judgment.

Riemer runs the danger of making autono-
mous ‘art’” a modern religion, and to that
extent his tastes are subject to his own
critique. Literature cannot function as a
‘higher’ sphere of judgment in relation to the
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rest of public life, any more than the various
religions. On the other hand, he limits the
degree of tolerance he himself is prepared to
extend to art, and he thinks the community
likewise can legitimately set such limits. He
will defend Helen Darville’s transgressions,
but not the ‘bestial’ female sexuality of Justine
Ettler's novel. Limited autonomy and relative
tolerance—Ricemer's is the language of a prag-
matic liberalism. I do not go ‘beyond’ that, as
Gaita imagines: [ think something quite dif-
ferent.

Art is not an autonomous sphere com-
poscd of art works and acsthetic criticism. Art
is a distinctive kind of practice, which I think
ought to be independent of moral constraints
in its cxecution, but which produces objects
that can become the starting point for all

\ands. The First W
rtof Ukraine was L
upation, encouragea

J anti-Semitic and pro-G

kinds of intellectual practice, be they moral,
cthical, political, or purely aesthetic. One can
rcad a novel to produce criticism, sermons,
philosophy, or another work of art. What 1 said
about Darville hangs on this view of the place
of artworks in the matrix of public life.

As a media studies scholar, what natu-
rally drew my attention was the wide range
of discourses which had appropriated
Darville’s book and set their distinctive can-
ons of judgment to work on it. [ saw the
wholc debate an example of what, in my
book Virtual Geography, 1 called a media
cvent. A singular event, of which Darville,
Ricmer, Gaita and many others are all jointly
the authors. It says very clearly at the end of
every one of my columns in The Australian
that I am a lecturer in media studies. It does
not say that [ am a literary critic or a moral
authority. My judgments are of the Darville
cvent, not Darville’s aesthetics, moral char-
acter or knowledge of history. I say what 1
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think from the particulars of who I am and
what I do and I contribute that to common
world. Beyond that I may usually remain si-
lent—Dbut certainly not unthinking. By what
right does Gaita claim to interpret what I do
not say? By what right does he claim to im-
pose on me his fantasics of what I ‘must’
think?

A goc Hublicint  ctual is to me some-
one who brings the particulars of who they
are and the particulars of what they can think
about into dialogue with others, each in their
particularity. What is true and what is just is
what emerges out of the common world,
where particular contributions have been
properly heard and adequately judged. On this
view, others in public life are to he valued
because they think differently, not in spite of
it. As in Spinoza, cach is a flawed fragment.
But we are capable of thinking beyond the
fragments, when our differences are assem-
bled in an adcquatc relation to each other.
Right thinking is differcnce in dialogue. Or
at least that’s a minimum requirement. Not
all ideas right. This is not relativism. But
all ideas, including wrong ones, exist for a
reason ar  nust not just be proven wrong but
comprchended in their cause. Even Helen
Darville must be comprchended, if she is
wrong, or that wrong thinking will not be
addressed in its cause but mercely suppressed
or ignored.

This is a conception of public intellectual
practice diffcrent from the old notion of the
intellectual as the representative of the
universal, as someone who embodics the
mind of God, the spirit of Man, the will of
the Proletariat or the resolve of the Free
World. That view secs the intellectual’s value
not in his difference but in the degrec to which
he represents the good of the community, and
acts indecd as if he were the same as the good
of the community.

The common world of public life is, on
this view, a combat in which superior repre-
sentatives must beat out lesser ones. It also
implies a hicrarchy of forms of knowledge that
is determined in advance. There is universal
knowledge, which is the same as the good of
the community, and below that, mere particu-
lars, and outside of that—what is wrong, and
thus excluded. T think Gaita’s procedure is
something akin to this. He certainly manifests
its most common fault—a blank inability to
hear what others say when they speak at all
differently.

My rcaders may think what they like of
me. But I think I may safcly put in the place
of Gaita’s terrible (in every sensel portrait of
me, these few points: [ am sceptical of gener-
alisations that go beyc . the facts. Such
scepticism is part of right thinking, not a
licence to think any silly thing; I believe that
the facts of the Holocaust require us to return
to them, always, and think again; the value



of Helen Darville’s transgression lies in the
reaffirmation, in its wake, of the historical
fact of the Holocaust, and its incitement to
writing and speaking about a whole range of
contemporary issues.

And finally, right thinking can only
pro  “from e assumption that we arc all
capable of thinking, and justice can only be
served when each particular way of thought
meets its limit in the thought of others, in
the common world made of public exchange.
If one proceeds from the assumption that the
other is thoughtless, one sees the other as
something less than one’s self, and presumes
to judge of this other, and on behalf of all oth-
ers, as if the way one thinks is adequate for
all people and events, without that assump-
tion first being tested. And when one tests
this assumption of a superior right to right
thinking, one finds it incapable of thinking
of us all, in all our differences, as at least
potentially thinking, ethical beings. It pre-
judges. Gaita prejudges. His thought is preju-
dicial. It is still a valid element in the process
of creating the common world of judgment,
but it is no substitute for it.

We all have our faults. The ethic of a
public life is the mutual honouring of faults.

McKenzie Wark
Sydney, NSW

A trained eye

From David O'Brien

I must express my concern and disgust at the
cutbacks in funding, particularly to
Skillshares but also to the CES, which the
Government has proposed.

The Minister (not personally, but through
an assistant in her department) replied to a
letter which 1 sent her and included a whole
paragraph on what the previous government
had spent on labour market programs. The
inference was that that money was wasted. It
seems to me a little ironic when all we heard
from the then Opposition was that the then
government wasn’t doing enough to bring
down the unemployment numbers.

The cutbacks are, in real terms, a hurtful
way of dealing with the very people who are
doing something to help the unemployed.
Already they have been hampered by things
such as ‘outcome performance biased fund-
ing’ and so on.

If the Government were to sce how their
cuts were affecting people, particularly the
less fortunate, a good example would be
Brunswick Skillshare which has been forced
to ‘axc’ the Arabic job club, modern office
procedures course, building and gardening
maintenance, security, and the advanced com-
puter course.

While this may not mean much to a lot of
people, it does to those who really need some

training. It is rubbish to say people will be
cmployed by small business. Has the govern-
ment seen how many people are unemployed
and how many small businesses there are?
Maths is not my strong point but I don’t know
how so many can be absorbed by so few.
Finally, I believe there was a strong com-
mitment by this Coalition Government dur-
ing election time, that there would be a
reduction in unemployment numbers. That
may well be, but the question is how can you
hide all 1ose untrained, unskilled,
unmotivated people who will not be able to
get work. At lcast in the past these people
were in training.
Br David O’Brien SDB
Brunswick, VIC

Stil wrong

From R.F. Holt

Paul Collins’ reply, in the Junc issuc of Eurcka
Street, to my criticism of his article ‘Coming
Clean’ [March, 1996} is, again, disappointing.

First, he inaccurately tries to label my
criticism as an example of some unmention-
able spook called ‘pre-Vatican II scholastic
logic’, namely the technique of reductio ad
absurdum. This is nonsense; in both informal
and formal logic the reductio is a positive
method of argumentation for proving a
proposition(s).

I was not arguing anything positively. I
merely analysed his argument by first
paraphrasing it and then making comment on
the reasonableness of its individual premises.

Paul Collins also contends that my para-
phrases of his premises were ‘simplistic and
incomplete’. By definition, any paraphrasc
must be ‘incomplete’ in the sense of not re-
peating the original word-for-word. A para-
phrase or summary can, however, be fair and
accurate. This is also what is at issuc and can
easily be cvaluated by any careful re-reading
of the article in question.

Second, Paul Collins discusses the history
of celibacy in a quite dogmatic, one-sided way
but makes no attempt to answer specifically
my questioning of whether it is cmpirically
true that the laity and religious would over-
whelmingly support optional celibacy, or
whether the very longevity of the institution
is not perhaps indicative of something other
than error.

Third, he reaffirms his belief that Richard
Sipe’s US figures can be extrapolated to Aus-
tralia. Clearly, readers already know what
Paul Collins believes in this respect. What
would be more interesting is whether the be-
lief is based on fact. Finally, the Pope is again
vilified as having ‘stymied the renewal of the
church’. There is no acknowledgement of any
achievements whatsoever and we are to just
accept that because Paul Collins believes
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something, then it is so.

In short, 1 feel vindicated in having criti-
cised the original article becausce the author’s
response was essentially irrelevant and not
able to confront and refute a single objection.

R. F. Holt
Ashmore, Qld

Open door

From Maria Faggion

in reference to the ‘Line on Women’ {Eureka
Street, December 1995) and ‘Do Not Pass Go’
{June 1996}, and the women-as-priests debate,
may I say that the Church is not showing
consistency in opposing ordination. Since way
back the Church has declared numerous
women saints: Joan of Arc, St Cathcrine of
Sicna, the two Saints Teresa and Thérese, and
SO on.

If women can be declared saints, and saints
are of enormous influence on the church, why
can’t they be pricsts?

Today, the geography and composition of
sex has all been mapped out, named, analysed,
and jotted down. It is no longer a mystery.
Celibates need no longer be afraid of it.

Life today is not the same as pre-war. We
have a very different future to face: if we are
not careful, we will all fade into “virtual real-
ity’.

Education has come a long way in mod-
ern times; women have benefited even morce
than men. So, if we don’t have enough men
with the required intelligence and Christian
charity, let’s have a few women to fill the
gaps, at lcast.

A better qualified Priesthood, with some
‘creative’ persons added (women are more in-
tuitive than men}, scems to me to be the way
to go.

Much as I love Pope John Paul.

Maria Faggion
Epping, NSW

S wt ¢« >or

From Dominic V. Crain

Ms Uhr, in her speech from which you printed
an cdited text (‘Do not pass go’, Eureka Street,
June 1996) is remarkable in that here we have
a woman wishing to be herself ordained, or
have ordained women, in an institution for
which she clearly has nothing but absolute
contempt.

I can only ask—why?

Putting Catholic tradition to onc side, she
distorts scriptural facts to suit her own ends,
and like many radicals throughout history
before her, it is the same old story, if you say
it long and loud enough, it becomes plausible.

It seems so very odd that if the Catholic
Church in its hierarchical institution is such
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an insufficient awareness of the inequality of power
between, for example, a priest and a parishioner, and
of the professional responsibility of priests and reli-
gious to guard the

sexual boundaries.

This professional

responsibility is

admitted in the

case of a

psychiatrist, for

example, but can

still be denied in

the case of a priest

or religious. In

relation to adults

there is still some

blaming of the

victims. There can

also be talk of the victims being difficult or emotional
or demanding or inconsistent. It must be remembered
that offenders do not usually pick on strong, intelli-
gent and self-reliant people, but on the weak and
vulnerable. It should not surprise that these victims
later have their problems and the diocese or

! institute must deal with them as they are.

N OFFENDER IS PERSONALLY RESPONSIBLE for the sex-
ual abuse, but more thought needs to be given to the
question of corporate responsibility by the diocese or
institnite or even the whole Church. Catholic family,
Cathc ¢ school, seminary/novitiate, priesthood/reli-
gious fe can be such a complete world that many
offenders can claim to be ‘creatures’ of the Catholic
Church, that is, they are what the Church made them,
with all their psychosexual immaturity, compulsions,
fears and anxieties. Clearly there is a difference be-
tween a person who in earlier years was accepted into
a seminary at the age of 12 and a late vocation who
enters at age 45. But it is not possible for the Church
to deny all corporate responsibility in all cases. In the
light of this, the
responsc to vic-
tims is based on
justice as well as
compassion.

There is a
permanent ten-
sion between the
needs of victims
and the rights and
needs of offend-
ers. While this
tension will
always exist, it is
all too easy for a
diocese or insti-
tute to find that it has in practice spent far more
money on lawyers and on offenders (treatment pro-
grams, place to live, activity to carry out) than it has

The Bishops’ Plan of Action

1. The Bishops and Leaders of Religious Institutes set
up in 1988 a Professional Standards Committee composed
of appropriately qualified professionals. The Committee will
continue to review and update, in the light of the discus-
sion that has taken place at the Conference, the principles
and procedures according to which the Bishops operate.

2. The Professional Standards Committee will take
advantage of the opportunity presented by the New South
Wales Police Royal Commission to make a submission and
will take account of any recommendations made by the
Royal Commission.

3. Dioceses and Religious Institutes will be asked to
engage professional and independent persons to make suit-
able case studies of how incidents of sexual abuse have been
handled and how well or badly the needs of victims have
been met and what might now be done to assist victims.

4. Likewise, Dioceses and Religious Institutes will be
asked to make a study of how an incident of sexual abuse
has been handled in relation to the community in which it
occurred, what lessons might be learned, what effect both
the abuse and the Church body’s response have had on the
community, and what the Church body might now do to
assist the community.

5. Meetings will be arranged through the counselling
services of the Church in which Bishops and Religious
Leaders might meet with persons who have suffered sexual
abuse at the hands of a priest or religious and hear directly
their stories, hurts, concerns and needs. The counselling
services of the Church are to be empowered to arrange such
meetings whenever they believe that this would be helpful
to both victims and church leaders.

6. A widely representative Committee is to be estab-
lished to prepare codes of conduct for priests and religious.
It will consult widely, and seek the advice of victims of
sexual abuse.

7. The Australian Catholic Social Welfare Commission
an Centacare Sydney will be asked to co-ordinate a study
of any factors peculiar to the Catholic Church which might
lead to sexual abuse by priests, religious or other church
workers. The study will include a review of the relevant
literature, interviews with experts and with relevant Cath-
olic bodies, and with those offenders who are willing to
assist.

8. In collaboration with the leaders of Religious Insti-
tutes, it is proposed that a program be established to treat
those clergy and religious who suffer from psycho-sexual
disorders. This program will contain a suitable spiritual
input.

9. The Professional Standards Committee will employ
a full-time Executive Officer to co-ordinate the above
projects an to assist it in carrying out this mandate.
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PASTORAL ASSOCIATE

The parish of Saint John the Apostle, West Belconnen, is
sceking to appoint a Pastoral Associate to work full or
part-time within our parish.

The successful appointee will become an integral
member of the Pastoral team partnering Fr John Rate
(Parish Priest) and Fr Roger Duggan {Assistant} and will
have primary responsibility for the continued develop-
ment and maintenance of the Parish home-based sacra-
mental programs and the promotion of small faith
development groups. He/she will also assist in maintain-
ing linkages with and between faith development groups
in our parish and our primary school, as well as assisting
in encouraging and facilitating the participation of all
parishioners in the full range of parish ministries.

The successful applicant will be a strongly motivated
and committed individual possessing high energy levels
and appropriate qualifications. Applications from married
couples who wish to share the Pastoral Associate role will
be welcomed.

Remuneration and associated conditions will be subject to
agrcement depending on the individuals’ circumstances and
preterred working arrangements.

Enquiries can bhe directed to either Murray Bruce
(AH (06) 254 0577) or John O’Heir (AH (06) 254 6780).
Expressions to interest supported with details of qualifica-
tions and previous experience should be forwarded to:

The Secretary
Parish of St John the Apostle
Blackham Street
Kippax ACT 2615

Denis Freney Memorial Scholarships
Up to $10,000

Applications are invited from people currently engaged in
(or about to commence) a research, writing or cuftural
project which is judged to make a contribution to the
labour and progressive movements in Australia.

The SEARCH Foundation will award scholarships to assist
with the costs of such a project. Priority will be given to
projects which have good prospects of publication or
other public use of the results, but which do not have
access to other funding.

SEARCH is an independent, non-profit foundation
established to assist activities which promote social justice
and the development of a more democratic and egalitarian
society. Details of its aims and objectives are avaifable on
request
Suitably qualified applicants should contact SEARCH for
detailed application guidelines.
Applications should be received
by 20 September 1996
Social Education and Research
Concerning Humanity (SEARCH) Foundation.
Room 608, 3 Small Street, Broadway NSW 2007
Phone: (02) 211 4164, Fax (02) 211 1407

SEARC.

ACN "N (096 976
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on victims. There is an ongoing problem of what to
do with offenders after they come out of prison and
there are no casy answers. It must be recognised that
in serious cascs the problem car ¢ the very right of
the person to use the title ‘Father’ or ‘Brother’.

I have no desire to defend the media’s handling
of these cascs. Indeed, some quite dishonest things
have happencd. There is, however, a scrious problem
when this is the only aspect of the matter that a group
of priests or religic s can talk about. To limit
conversation to a criticism of the media, no matter
how justified the criticism may be, is a form of denial
of the existence of the problem. After people have
finished blaming the media, they must admit that the
abuse has happened, that it has been widespread and
that we ourselves do not know just  ow much more
remains to be uncovered, especially when we go
beyond the current topic of abuse of minors and con-
sider all ~ ms of abuse. It is only when we acknowl-
cdge the reality that we can begin to deal with our
own sense of shame and humiliation and then have

the encrgy to move on from there and seck
the causes of abuse.

I HERE IS ALSO A NUMBER of impossible dilemmas fac-
ing the Church in this field. I shall here oversimplity,
but people with experience in this ficld will recognise
what I say.

If we ach a private agrecment with victims, we
are ‘buying thcir silence’, but if we do not, we are
putting them through the trauma of a court case. If
we set up an inquiry we are not believing the claim-
ant, but if we believe the claimant without an inquiry,
we are ju ing the accused without right of defence.
If we tell a person that we are unable to investigate a
complaint and they should go to the police, we are
rejecting the complainant and we are guilty of the
trauma that the police inquiry causes, but if we
investigate the matter ourselves, we are guilty of a
cover-up. If we house offenders and give them some
activity a | treatment, we are putting offenders before
victims, but if we do none of these things, we are
guilty of | tting untreated offenders out on the streets.

I have no magic answers to these dilemmas. It is
good to be awarc of them and then try to find the best
balance in cach particular case.

We should be grateful to those victims who have
had the courage to reveal the abuse they have suffered,
especially those who have revealed the abuse causced
by members of our own religious institute or diocese.

There must not be a complacent belief that the
time of crisis will pass and, without any special c¢f-
fort on anyonce’s part, life will then be back to nor-
mal aga: The revelations have been so shocking
that the very word ‘normal’ will ave a diffcrenr
mecaning after this.

Geoffrey Robinson is an auxiliary bishop in the
Archdiocese of Sydney.















has created a demand that is outstripping supply in most
Western countries. In 1994, about 40,000 Americans
were waiting for an organ transplant, five times the
number of people who donated an organ in the US that
year. According to the US Institute of Medicine (IOM]
in Washington DC, half of those on the waiting lists die
before receiving a suitable organ.

Short of a massive shift in public attitudes
towards organ procurement, transplant doctors are
having to look elsewhere. Some European nations,
such as France and Austria, have a ‘presumed con-
sent’ system requiring you to refuse the use of your
organs upon death, but even in these countrics, the
donor rate is dropping due to lower road tolls and im-
provements in public health. In many countries, in-
cluding Australia, doctors need written permission
from a donor, and even if that has been obtained, it
may be overturned by the donor’s family upon death.

The science of genetic engineering now appears
to offer a solution—a solution based on creating trans-
genic animals for usc as organ banks—and big busi-
ness senses a bonanza.

For a moment, consider the monetary value of a
sccond-hand organ. Hospital costs for a kidney trans-
plant typically total about $50,000, of which $10-
15,000 is the cost of collecting {‘harvesting’ is the
technical term) and transporting the organ from its
donor to the recipient. A transgenic animal kidncy,
collected on-site from an animal worth maybe a few
hundred dollars, would essentially eliminate the har-
vesting and transport costs, and therefore may be
worth up to $15,000. Harvesting a viable heart is more
costly, usually about $30,000, because the organ must
be collected and transported quickly by plane or hel-
icopter to the operating theatre. An animal heart suit-
able for transplant may be worth about $30,000.

Given that the annual demand for transplant
organs in Western countries is about 80 per million
of population, you begin to appreciate why animal-
to-human transplantation has got the company direc-
tors as excited as the doctors.

But two major questions are unanswered: Are
animal-to-human transplants safe! And arc they
ethical? The researchers themsclves are at odds over
the risk posed by unknown AIDS-like viruses cross-
ing the species barrier, while the ethicists are only
just beginning to ponder the tangled issues of cost-
benefit, informed consent and animal welfare. Time
is running out for a reasoned debate. In May this year,
the Melbourne Herald-Sun newspaper alleged in
breathless paragraphs that Melbourne’s Austin
Hospital was ‘gearing up’ for a pig-to-human liver
transplant. The page-one story claimed ‘the next
patient on the liver transplant waiting list is likely to
be hooked up to a pig’s liver if a human one is not
available’. The Austin denied the story as ‘specula-
tive in the extreme,” but there is little doubt such
procedures are likely to be attempted in Australia in
the next two to five years.

-

AL HE HUMAN BODY HAS AN ANCIENT and powertul detence mecha-
nism known as complement, so called because it helps the bet-
ter-known antibodies and white blood cells which guard against
intruders.

Complement comprises more than 30 proteins in the blood
which can attach to certain molecules on the surface of a foreign
cell, and trigger biochemical reactions which cause lysis—liter-
ally rupturing the cell’s membrane—or clumping of cells.

When cells and an organ from other species are attacked by
the immune system, the cascade of reactions initiated by com-
plement is known as hyperacute rejection. This process quickly
leads to the destruction of the foreign cells or the organ. To stop
the complement system attacking the body itself, each human
cell has proteins called complement regulatory factors (CRFs) on
its outside membrane which either prevent complement mole-
cules attaching to the cell, or destroy any complement which
manages to attach.

In order to overcome the hyperacute rejection that results
from the transplant of pig tissue into a human, genetic scientists
are exploring several research strategies. The main strategy is
one of counterattack, finding ways to ‘shoot down’ the comple-
ment proteins before they do too much damage. Researchers have
succeeded in inserting the human genes which express several
CRFs into the genetic makeup of, first, mice and more recently,
pigs.

When organs from these transgenic animals are exposed to
human blood, they survive for longer periods than organs from
unmodified animals. Some recently-published research showed
that heart grafts from a transgenic pig could survive in a baboon
for up to 30 hours, compared to one hour for normal pig grafts.

A second strategy proving fruitful is akin to the military use
of Stealth technology to hide your aircraft from enemy radar.
Human blood contains naturally-occurring antibodies to pig cells.
About three years ago, researchers found that 80 to 90 per cent of
these antibodies located foreign cells by detecting a particular
carbohydrate or sugar molecule known as GAL. This sugar occurs
in all animals except humans, apes and Old World monkeys.

Several research groups are busy looking for ways to reduce
the quantity of GAL in the cells of the donor animal. One
approach, which is to inactivate the gene responsible for the
offending sugar has been achieved in the mouse, but is not yet
possible in the pig. Experiments at St Vincent’s using this method
have produced transgenic mice with organs that last six to seven
times longer in human blood than organs from normal mice.

Some are tackling the problem by adding a human gene into
the animal DNA which makes the animal cell produce high levels
of a particular human enzyme known as H-transferase. This
enzyme competes with the enzyme which makes GAL. By this
method, lower levels of GAL ought to be made in each animal
cell, thereby making the cell a smaller target for attack by the
human immune system.

Other strategies include the introduction of human bone mar-
row into a baboon so its tissues can ‘learn’ to mimic some of the
immunological features of human tissues, while some research-
ers have already begun looking beyond the first hurdle of hyper-
acute rejection at the longer-term rejection problems which must
be conquered before xenotransplantation becomes reality.

—Brett Wright
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Animal-to-human transplantation, or xenotrans-
plantation, is a practice medical rescarchers and
surgeons have toyed with for decades {onc of the first
scrious attempts was a pig-to-human kidney trans-
plant in 1902). But ¢xpectations have remained low
duc to the immense immunological problems associ-
ated with cross-specices transplants (sce ‘Solving
hyperacute rejection’). Experiments conducted since
the 1960s have show  that non-human organs (usu-
ally from chimpanzces and baboons) can function in
humans and support life. Before the rise of the dialy-
sis machine, a small number of critically-ill renal
patients received kidney transplants from chimpan-
zees. Of these, the longest survival period was nine
months. Perhaps the best known case was the Baby
Fac experiment in 1984 in California where a new-
born baby with a fatal hcart condition received a
baboon’s heart. She survived for 20 days.

An organ transplanted into a human from an
unrelated species is subjected to a massive immuno-
logical reaction known as hyperacute re¢jection, so-
called because of the ferocity of the response, com-
pared with the more manageable rejection associated
with a organ from another human. Hyperacute rejec-
tion is a biochemical blitzkrieg which can destroy a
kidney or a liver within minutes or hours. The attack
is mediated by a group of proteins in the blood known
collectively as complement. If xenotransplantation is
ever to become a viable medical practice, the rescarch-
ers must first learn to repel an attack by complement.

The solution offered by genctic engineers is not
to suppress the imm e system of the recipient with
drugs, as you would with a human-to-human trans-
plant, but to modify the genetic make-up of a donated
animal organ to make it last longer inside the human
body. The high-profile leader of this research is David
White, the research director of Imutran Ltd, a British
biotechnology company. In 1992, White’s team at Cam-
bridge University developed the world’s first transgenic
pig by injecting human DNA into a pig embryo. e
technique produced a live otherwise normal pig with
organs and blood vessels v ich express certain human
proteins that neutralise complement and make the pig’s
cells less susceptible to attack by the human immune
system. Pigs are the favoured candidate for xenotrans-
plantation becausc they are more plentiful than
baboons or other primates, less likely to attract ani-
mal welfare objections, and large enough to yield or-
gans of usc in the human body.

Since White’s carly work, resecarch has proceed-
ed rapidly in Europe, the United States and Australia.
Last September, Imu  n was acquired by Sandoz, the
giant drug manufacturer and maker of Sandimmun
and Neoral, two important immunosuppressive drugs.
A statement issucd by Sandoz at the time said ‘resultes
from rescarch with primates recciving genetically-
modified pig hearts showced that Imutran had over-
come the problem of hyperacute rejection.” Trials in
humans are expected to begin later this year.
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Sandoz’s commitment is no isolated case. In the
United States, a $25 million firm, Alexion Pharma-
ceuticals, madce significant advance with the devel-
opment of a genetically-enginecred protein which the
company hopes will allow researchers to implant a
pig heart into a human. In July last yecar, Alexion
signed a $10 million deal to fund pre-clinical rescarch
into xenotransplants with US Surgical, the world’s
biggest maker of surgical staples. Under the deal, US
Surgical bought 10 per cent of Alexion.

Another US firm, the Boston-based DNX Corpo-
ration, has also been a leader in the xenotransplant
ficld. In August 1994, DNX entered into a joint ven-
ture with Baxter Transplant Holdings, a wholly-owned
subsidiary of Baxter Healthcare Corporation, a world
giant in health care products, with annual sales of $12
billion in 100 countries. Then in September 1995, at
about the same time as the Imutran acquisition, Bax-
ter bought out DNX'’s share of the joint venture.

These strategic movements and investments are
being watched closely around the world. Yet little has
been said to date about the impressive rescarch
activity underway in Australia, and the commuercial
interest this rescarch is attracting from overscas. A
tcam of 35 researchers at St Vincent's Hospital in Mel-
bourne have developed a transgenic mouse which
expresses  uman proteins capable of blunting com-
plement, d have begun to re¢produce the work in
pigs at Bu e Ltd’s rescarch piggery in Corowa, NSW.

1¢ rescarchers have also identified a promoter gene
which would ensure a high level of protein expres-
sion, and a technique for inserting scveral genes at
once into the DNA of the pig. These developments
and others by the St Vincent’s tecam are protected by
patents or arc the subject of patent

plications.
AN()THER, SMALLER TEAM of xcnotransplant re-

scarchers, bascd at the Austin Rescarch Institute {ARI)
in Melbourne, made headlines in the medical litera-
turc in 1993 with the discovery that pig cells contain
a particular sugar molecule that ‘gives away’ a cell’s
presence to human antibodics. This laid open the
possibility that if the gene responsible for the sugar
could be knocked out in a transgenic pig, then hyper-
acute rejection may be averted. Alchough the ‘knock-
out approach’ is not yet possible in the pig, the ARI
team is making progress by finding ways to make pig
cells express lower levels of the sugar molecule. They
too have patents protecting areas of their research.

Xenotransplant rescarch is also underway at
Melbourne’s Walter & Eliza Hall Institute, where a
tcam under Dr Tom Mandell is investigating the usc
of pancrc ic islets from animals as a cure for juve-
nile-onset diabetes. The condition affects 50,000
Australians and is the leading cause of blindness in
adults ar a major cause of kidney failure.

Overseas interest in the Australian work is well
cstablished. The St Vincent’s research was initially



funded by Baxter Healthcare Corporation to the tune
of $400,000, and the Austin research was conducted
until last year under an agrecement with Alexion. Ac-
cording to Martin Pearse, a senior scientist at St Vin-
cent’s immunology rescarch centre, the rescarchers
have a continuing legal obligation to Baxter. ‘If we
become commercially successful, they (Baxter) have
first right of refusal on anything that comes out of it,’
he said. The project is now funded through a $15 mil-
lion R&D syndicate involving Bresatec, an Adelaide-
based biotechnology firm. Bresatec, which is working
to market transgenic pigs that grow quickly and pro-
duce a high yield of lean meat, recently attracted crit-
icism from the Australian Consumers’ Association,
which argues that genetically-modified food should
be labelled.

ARI’s collaboration with Alexion—worth about
$100,000—cended with the arrival of US Surgical, but
Alexion retains the licence for some of the technology

developed here. The ARIis now looking for
=~  anecw commercial partner.

J. HE COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENTS here and overseas
are a significant concern because they appear to be
pushing the pace of rescarch ahcad of public debate.
Norman Ford, director of the Caroline Chisholm
Centre for Health Ethics in Melbourne, says
xenotransplant researchers have to demonstrate that
the costs of the procedure, financial and personal,
are matched by the bencfits. ‘First, you would be
putting people through a lot of hell, and that has to
be worth it for the patient. And second, there has to
be cost-bencfit; don’t ask the taxpayer to fund exot-
ic means of keeping people alive just as an ego trip
for a few doctors,” he said.

Moreover, almost nothing is reliably known
about the risks of infection arising from xenotrans-
plants. Most rescarchers feel the risk of unknown vi-
ruses passing from baboons to humans is substantial,
but ar¢ more comfortable about using pigs because
humans have lived close to pigs for thousands of years.
But similar views were held about the likelihood of
humans becoming infected by the agent which caus-
es mad cow disease.

What can we meaningfully predict about the be-
haviour of viruses and other agents in pig tissues that
have been genetically engineered to elude the human
immunec system!?

A report by an IOM committec concluded in July
1996 that clinical trials should move forward only
after carefully-co-ordinated federal guidelines and oth-
er safeguards had been put in place. The report ech-
oed warnings from Britain’s influential Nuffield
Council on Biocthics in March. The report also ex-
amined the problem of informed consent. How can a
single patient, especially one desperate to live, respon-
sibly give consent to a procedure which may produce
harmful cffects, such as the spread of a deadly new
virus, for the community at large?

The issue is not a hypothctical one. Late last year,
a transplant scientist at the University of Pittsburgh,
Suzanne Ildstad, gained approval from the US Food &
Drug Administration (FDA] to transplant bone mar-
row from a baboon into a critically-ill AIDS paticnt
in a last-ditch cffort to save his life. The experiment,
which apparently failed, was widely criticised by re-
scarchers, including some prominent transplant sci-
entists, for being premature and potentially dangerous.
Like much of the rescarch going on in xenotransplan-
tation, Ildstad’s technique is a patented invention.

In explaining its recasons for approving the exper-
iment, the FDA said there was little risk of the pa-
tient infecting others with an unknown virus as ‘it’s
unlikely he will survive long enough’. But a number
of virologists have said the FDA’s approval of this
experiment ‘opens up the door’ for further experiments
and the risk of a deadly virus spreading through the
human population.

Many scientists, here and oversceas, are in favour
of regulatory controls above and beyond the in-house
ethical review processes followed in hospitals and
rescarch institutions. Four Australian States have laws
governing in-vitro fertilisation, a well-understood
technology adapted from animal husbandry, but there
arc no laws specifically for the procedures entailed
by xenotransplantation. At present, parliaments in
Victoria, South Australia, Queensland and Western
Australia stipulate the terms under which a woman
may be assisted to conceive, but not the terms under
which she might receive a heart from a genctically-
modified pig.

The head of the molecular immunogenctics lab-
oratory at the Austin Research Institute, Mauro
Sandrin, has begun to organise the formation of a
committce to draft guidelines for Australian
rescarchers and gain public support for this research.
Sandrin, who believes pig-to-human liver trans-
plants are likely within three years in Australia,
says more research is needed on the risks posed by
viruses and retroviruses. ‘We don’t know what the
long-term immunological impact of thesc organs
will be, and we neced to get some public input,” he
said.

‘If the public says “We do not want to use ani-
mals for this”, we would have to abide by that deci-
sion.’

At the Alfred Hospital, Lloyd Samucl is prepar-
ing for another four-hour session on the dialysis ma-
chine. These days he personally inserts the large
intake and return lines from the machine into a mod-
ificd vein, without a local anaesthetic, and settles
down to watch television or work on his laptop com-
puter. At 53, he worries if it is too late for a kidney
transplant, when it comes, to help him rebuild a ca-
reer. ‘“The longer it goes on, the less chance T have of
putting it to use.’

Brett Wright is a freelance journalist.
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team, Wigan, earlier in the year.

The suggestion, however, is effusively
denied by Peter Fitzsimons, a former Rugby
international who is also a sports writer for
the Sydney Morning Herald. He believes
that Rugby’s star is rising so dramatically
that it will go it alonc now that the game
has turned professional:

‘Rugby just doesn’t need League’s busi-
ness,” he arguces. ‘1t may be that League will
increasingly need Rugby’s business. Basi-
cally the attitude of Rugby will he that the
leaguics can do whatever they want to do.

Fitzsimons docs concede that there will
be greater movement of players between
the codes, particularly from League to Un-
1on instead of the reverse which was previ-
ously the case, but that there will now be
open competition between the two codes
for the viewing customer. ‘The standard of
Rugby Union in the Super 12 has given the
game an enormous injection’, he believes.
‘In Australia, Rugby Union has for a very
long time been the poor relation of Rughy
League... and now things have changed
aroundl. It’s too carly to say that we are the
glamour game in town but it’s odd that
Rugby has come good in the public eye at
the precise moment that League is wob-
bling terribly.”’

Perhaps Rugbhy Union will be a test case
for the effect commercialism hasona game,
having for so long been protected by ama-
teurism. Apart from thereeent World Cups,
it only came under greater public scrutiny
when inter-Tasman rivalries were excited
by a Bledisloe Cup match. As Peter
Fitzsimons himsclf attests there is really
no way to tell if it will lose its ‘soul’, but
that within the game the thinking has
changed: "We've got to make this a televi-
sion spectacle; if it doesn’t live on televi-
sion it doesn’t live. It’s the name of the
game in the modern sporting age.’

While football fans in Sydncy or Brishanc
mightteel their patronage is being auctioned
to the highest bidder, in Melbourne, loyalty
seems to be more honoured in the breach
than the observance.

Markets, TV deals, star quality: these
are the bywords of a new era. And as the
games are increasingly played around the
country and around the world, television
underlines their character. No longer part
of ‘Usv. Them', the channel- surfing sports
fans of the future may be too ambivalent to
barrack.

Jon Greenaway, Eurcka Street’s assistant
cditor, learned his sport north of the
Murray.

HE OFFICIAL RESULTS OF THE Orymric GaMEs are based on the sporting
assumption that the world is one biglevel playing field. What if, instead,
we were to recognise that being dirt poor (for example) might affect your
track times? What if we were to refuse to concede that New Zealand and
China have equal populations? These questions began to gnaw at me as,
morning after morning, [ entered that curious state of altered conscious-
ness known as Channel 7. By the time my infant son had learned to lisp
‘Goodonyer Australia’, I had begun to look up global statistics.

The official results as they appear in the newspapers are based on a
ranking system to delight the heart of Norman May. Success is rated by
the number of gold medals, and where those are equal, mere silver is counted, and so on,
down to dreary bronze. This system yields a ranking, but what’s needed, if other factors are
introduced, is a score. The score in the table is calculated by allowing 3 points for a gold
medal, 2 for a silver and 1 for a bronze. The second column of figures shows the Gross
Domestic Product, expressed as a percentage of the United States figure. At $25,850 for
every soul within its borders, the US is the world’s richest country, and it seems fair to
assume that this constitutes some kind of advantage. The next column shows population,
and again, the more people you have (other things being equal} the more Steve Moneghettis
are out there pounding the streets. The final score was arrived at by this formula:

Score, multiplied by 100, divided by % US GDP per capita, divided by population.

The results will not be popular down at the stock exchange. Cubat The trade embargo
is clearly not working —or then again maybc it is, because the resultant poverty boosts the
figures nicely. Out of the top ten countries, seven are present or past Marxist states, and
others like them: Ukraine, Poland and Russia, all come in much higher than the US. Who
won the Cold War, anyway? These results will fortify John Major in his campaign for an
Institute of Sport becausc they strongly suggest that the winning combination is govern-
ment dollars plus dragooning.

Then again there’s Jamaica—and Kenya—and Ethiopia. Each of thesc provokes a
different logic. I stop short of saying the last shall be first—no set of numbers is that
beautiful. No, the figures are not influenced by Marxist thought: they actually come from
The World Factbook 1995, a publication of the CIA {Available on the Net at htp://
www.odci.gov/cia/publications/95fact/index.html.}

Australiaat 17th still looks pretty good, although outperformed by New Zealand, which
is a strain on the ANZAC spirit, and even Ireland, which is surely some kind of joke?
Britain’s popular press was carrying on about losing to Kazakhstan; it should cheer them
up to note that they crossed the line 38th in a tight-knit bunch with other big losers like
China, (35) the US {36} and Japan {39).

It won’t last. In four years’ time, the sporting machines of the former Sovict states will
have fallen into disrepair: the velodromes will be pinball parlours. That can only mean that
the wildcard will prevail, so get your money on outsiders. At the closing ceremony in
Atlanta, IOC President Samaranch called upon the youth of the world to assemble in
Sydney in the year 2000. Are you listening, Moldova?

Country Medal Scote % US GDP (per capita)*  Population {000,000)" Final Score
1. Cuba 51 4.87 10.9 96.0
2. Jamaica 11 11.80 2.6 359
3. Bulgaria 28 14.82 8.8 215
4. Kenya 14 4.53 288 16.9
5. Romania 35 10.79 23.2 14.0
6. Hungary 30 22.05 10.3 13.2
7. North Korea 10 3.59 23.5 11.9
8. Belarus 23 19.84 10.4 111
9. Kazakhstan 21 12.38 17.4 9.7
10. Ethiopia 7 1.47 56.0 8.5
11. Czech Republic 22 28.43 10.4 7.4
12. Ukraine 43 12.65 51.9 6.5
13. New Zealand 14 64.37 3.4 6.4
14. Greeee 20 34.31 10.6 5.5
15. Ireland 10 54.39 3.5 5.3
16. Russia 136 18.64 149.9 4.8
17. Australia 68 80.15 18.3 4.6
18. Denmark 15 76.83 5.2 3.8
19. Norway 13 85.76 4.3 3.5
20. Finland 10 62.44 5.1 3.1

* Calculated from The World Factbook 1995~

Bruce Williams’ day job is as Head of the School of Arts and Media, La Trobe University.
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civilisation capable of withstanding the mounting presence and pressure of Asia after Europe? Can
white Australia seek cross fertilisation, cconomic and other, from this modern, aware Asia and not
be fundamentally altered by it? The answers to such large, even aver-large, questions are blowing
in the wind, but it is perhaps worth flying a kite or two in scarch of them.

A little reflection on what we mean by Asia might be as well at this point. The word, and
thercefore the concept, is not at all Asian in origin. K.N. Chaudhuri obscrves that there was no
cquivalent word in any Asian language, though of course it has entered them now. But in Chinese,
for example, the word for Asia is not, like most place names in that language, a descriptive two-
character compound (as in Beijing=northern capital; Shantung=cast of the mountain; Hong
Kong=fragrant harbour), but a construct of three characters which, when pronounced in standard
Chinese, produces a sound approximating to the English ‘Asia’. It is a compound which would
have thoroughly confused Confucius, both linguistically and conceptually. Modern Asians are, of
course, not confused by the concept, and some now use it frequently, indeed glibly, to assert the
distinctiveness of their values and cultures to keep undesirables like Australians at arm’s length.
But in doing so they are behaving like Europeans, or at least using their terminology and concepts.

For Europceans the term was first used by Greeks and Romans to name quite limited regions,
but came to be extended to apply gencrally to the world cast of Suez. It helped, as did later saying
like ‘the inscrutable East’, to make some kir  of unified sense of that world. Whether or not any
such distinct Asian entity actually existed was secondary to the European necd to feel there was
once. Whatever it may be, it is certainly very diverse, a good deal more so than its putative opposite,
Europe, which is, heaven knows, diverse enoueh. But Europe, or a. at parr of it, at least sharces a
good stretch of history from Roman timies, ar  also a dominant religious tra  tion which for quite

a few centuries, made it not total nonsense to ca  the whole region Christendom. One cannot say

the same for Asia, despite the wide spread of Buddhism throughout the region. The religious,

cultural, linguistic and ethnic differences between, say, India and China, as well as other major

players in the Asian league, scem far greater than the word ‘Europe’ conjures up. Whether used by

Europeans or Asians, the term ‘Asia’ is a catch-all word, very indefinite in both its content and its
geographic extent. Does it extend west to the Middle East and to what Europeans call
Asia Minor, as well as south to Australia?

HITE SETTLEMENT IN AUSTRALIA BEGAN just over two hundred years ago, when European civilisa-
tion, with the British as its vanguard, was pushing forward very firmly and extensively in Asia.
Various European powers had been present in some force in Asia since the sixteenth century, but
the later decades of the cighteenth saw the British make a great leap forward by laying the founda-
tions of their extensive empire on the Indian subcontinent and knocking very firmly, though at
first politely, on China’s door to urge that ‘the central kingdom’ be more widely opened to the
outside world. Apart from these two most populous civilisations of Asia, its other regions, from
the various smaller states of South East Asia to the hermit kingdoms of the Far East, Japan and
Korea, either had already or were soon to feel the force of the Western presence.

From 1788 on the indigenous tribal peoples of Australia also felt it. Had they been capable of
putting together such a document they would no doubt have echoed the sentiments contained on
the Chinese emperor’s condescending dismissal in 1793 of the British and their urgings—'We have
never valued ingenious articles, nor do we have the slightest need, of your country’s manufac-
tures’. But neither great civilisations nor non-literate hunter-gatherers could escape the foree of
the expansion of Europe. Within a few decades China had been obliged to begin to open its doors as
the Europeans wished; British rule, dircct or indirect, extended over most of India; and British
scettlement, convict or free, spread over the Australian continent.

Just how far the British « onte ndtl Fi  Fleettoeas n v prompt Dy
its contemporancous push into Asia is a question historians debate but need not detain us here. It
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seems clear that British settlement in Australia was conceived at least in part as ‘a halfway housc
on the new trade routes’ to Asia, as Geoffrey Blainey has put it, by ‘harnessing the westerlies
across the Southern Indian Ocean, rounding Tasmania and then sailing past Norfolk Island and the
cast of Papua and New Guinea. This scems a strange way of sailing from the Thames to Canton. In
time of war, however, it had advantages, for it avoided the narrow Indonesian straits where French
and Dutch frigates could lic in wait’ (A Land Half Won). Such strategic considerations soon faded
however, and Asia did not become in any sustained or positive way a focus for carly
white Australian encrgies, interest or enterprise, as it surcly would have done had such
strategies remained relevant into the nineteenth century.
IH

ROUGHOUT THAT CENTURY, AND WELL INTO THE TWENTIETH, white Australia could avert its cyes
from Asia and look almost cxclusively towards Europe and the motherland. Nevertheless, to some
extent Asia remained always in the consciousness. Misguided convicts escaping from the first
scttlement are said to have imagined they could find some road out of Botany Bay to it, while the
gold rush years stimulated the fear that large numbers of Asians might find their own roads to
Botany Bay and beyond, prompting severely restrictive immigration policies from white Australia.
Asia was always there, if only remotely, uncertainly. Things are now a good deal changed, though
not entirely. Over-optimistic businessmen may substitute for the misguided convicts, and Botany
Bay airport provides too casy a road into Australia from Asia in the view of many white Austral-
ians. But the European-based empires that once provided a protective bulwark for white Australia
are gone, and the peoples of Asia now assert themselves in the world with a good deal of confidence
and success. Europe and the West remain tremendously powerful and influential, but the world

does secem to have moved back towards something like the old global balance, when no civilisation
dominated the whole, as was the case during most of white Australia’s history. There may well be
a down-side to this evening-out of world power if the predictions of the American political scien-
tist, S.P. Huntington, prove accurate, and a clash of civilisations becomes the dominant feature of
international politics. Better perhaps a dominant Europe than a rampant Islam or China. But there
can be no doubt that the place and power of the West in the next century will be very different
from what it was during the first two centuries of white settlement in Australia.

All this is obvious enough, though often obscured in the hurly-burly of day-to-day politics, in
the detail of Braudel’s ‘conspicuous history’. White Australians are probably rather more aware
than some, of the sweep of this long wave of history, however, because we are more out on a
geographical limb than most other white societies. South Africa is another even more exposed, but
we are well aware, and I think to some degree always have been, that our European-derived culture
does not match our geography very well. Hence the somewhat frenetic attempts of some to assert
that we are part of Asia. We have so far coped with this imbalance by a combination of good
fortune and a measure of good sense and flexibility.

The good fortune lies in the fact first that, though relatively close to the main lands of Asia we
are not all that close, and have well-defined frontiers. Second, for most of our history no Asian
country, save one, cver had a capacity to challenge our security seriously. When for a time Japan
did so, great and powerful friends were at hand to help defend us. We were united in the face of that

threat, as we were in the creation and implementation of the policies we felt we needed

to keep Australia white.
HOWEVER, THE WAR CHANGED OUR PERCEPTION of the wider world radically and we moved away
from our narrowly Anglo-Celtic traditions towards what is now called a multicultural society, a
society that since the seventies has even admitted a significant number of migrants from Asia to
its citizenship. Despite arguments over the proper level and best mix of our migrant intake, plus
concerns that too great a mix will produce a society lacking cohesion and any shared cultural

VoruMme 6 Numser 7 o EUREKA STREET

33



34

focus, over the past half-century Anglo-Celtic white Australia has shown a degree of flexibility
and, despite some pockets of protest, of general tolerance and acceptance toward others, including
Asians, of which it has reason to be proud.

However, there appear to be limits to this tolerance. In recent years the increased numbers of
Asians settling among us, whether legally or illegally, and in whatever capacities, have created
some resentments about such specifics as jobs and tertiary education places, as well as more gen-
eral, vagucr fears about the possible undermining or ‘smothering’ of our culture and way of life.
This has pron  ted demands for tighter restrictions on our only-recently liberalised immigration
rules, especially towards Asian migrants. No one, so far as [ am aware, is suggesting a return to the
old White Australia policy, which significs a realistic recognition that the world, including the
Australia of the late twentieth century, is not that of ¢ nineteenth or early twentieth. On that
basis the advocates of more restricted policies, even when they direct their arguments mainly
towards the Asian intake can, reasonably enough, deny any charge of racism. They are not racist in
any crude, graffiti-scrawling sense, and no doubt some of their best friends are Asian. But they do

insist that we have moved far enough away from the old, crudely racist-based policies;
T that if we move further our society may lose any cohesive cultural core.
(

Y CALL FOR A REDUCED PROGRAM OF MIGRATION overal . one thing, and this may be Terry Lanc’s
position as it was that expressed by Barry Cohen on the SBS program. But to call, as some appear to
do, for reductions aimed against particular, though ill-defined, groups is quite another. Such a
policy would mark a significant step backwards towards an irrecoverable past, and would not be
casily sustainable, cither nationally or internationally. It seems unlikely that white Australia could
now be united behind such a policy as it once was behind the old, overtly racist, restrictive poli-
cies, while among the now much morc aware-of-the-world and mobile Asians, it would be likely to
stimulate an already allegedly high rate of illegal migration, not to mention other possible reac-
tions. White Australia would then need to deploy an ever-larger proportion of its resources to
policing its borders and to secking out and deporting illegals.

A policy aimed at restricting all immigration to stabilise our population at a level deemed
acceptable on environmental or other grounds by some white Australians would also surely have
some difficulty in winning general acceptance, both within and beyond the country. Without
attempting to comment on the morality of, say, 25 or even 50 million Australians deciding to keep
the population at that level, (by one or two-child familv nolicies as well as immigration controls?)
I quotc this passage from an cssay by a recent cultur  counsellor at the Australian embassy in
Peking: ‘By virtue of its size, sparse population and, anparently, abundantly exportable natural
resources and primary products (wool and iron orc are e best known in China), Australia is seen

as a rich land given rather
unfairly to a small group of
whites rendered lazy, if not
slow and stupid, by the case
of their circumstances. Aus-
tralia is felt not only to need
people, but poses a challenge
to a Chinese sense of
proletarian justice, or at least
a sense of what the Chinese
could put to good use’ (Nicholas Jose, Chinese Whispers). Whether or not Phillip Adams is right
about China going into the next century as ‘the dominant political fact on carth’, there can be little
doubt that an attempt to keep this continent quite sparsely populated by heavily restrictive immi-
gration policies, especially of a discriminatory kind, would provoke some hostility and would sit
oddly with any other policies directed towards close economic and diplomatic ties with Asia.

Whitc Australia may well decide to try to pursue such policies  ut they woul  scem to require
creating, in the not very long run, some kind of fortress Australia. Given the ongoing globalisation
of the world,  parent in the rapidly increasing mobility of financial resources, information and
ideas of .k 1s, as well as of people, the capacity of nation states to control in detail many
important developments within their borders, and across them, is eroding. We are witnessing the
demise of the nation state, according to some theorists. Borders of all kinds are under increasing
stress, especially those of wealthy Western societies. Australia is fortunate in having no permeable
land frontier of the kind the US has with Mexico ut we too are we.  hy, technologi |y
offering attractive possibilitics, while our frontiers, though difficult of access, are long. Whether
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Sanctity doesn’t get a great press in Australia. It’s
not something which makes the front pages. The
church sometimes feels that it has less to say to mod.-
ern society than it once did. What do you think is
the church’s contribution? What is the language it
may use in order to get heard!

We should not confuse the real mind of people with
what is on the front page of the paper. We must
examine the media thoroughly. There is much good
in it but also a certain inability to cope with the real
mind of the people.

What contribution does the church have to make to
modern society! How can it speak in a way that peo-
ple hear?
I think, paradoxically that the church should not be
too much worried about what modern society thinks.
What is modern society? It is somcthing theoretical.
We have to deal with real people. Real people have
great despair, anger, desires, loneliness, emptiness of
heart. The church can give them very much. I think I
am actually very fortunate, lucky to have met so many
people—unbelievers also—who long for a meaning in
life. Maybe they don’t come to church very easily.
They have prejudices against the church but they want
something meaningful for their life. I said yesterday
to a journalist that I regularly meet people
who are far from the church.

-V ~ HEN [ INVITE UNBELIEVERS to speak about the rea-
sons why they don’t belicve, they come in thousands.
We have very good conversations. I always say to them
I don’t mind whether you belicve or not, I just ask
that you are thinking. If you want to think, you are
welcome. Many people want to think and want to
have reason for going forward in life with some hope.

How would you compare and contrast the struggle
to believe of the modern generation with, say, your
generation!

My generation received the traditional beliefs and
accepted them superficially. It was not driven to
strong decision. Now we are in a generation where
everybody thinks they can do whatever they want and
discover the beauty and the danger of frcedom. He or
she discovers that it is necessary to take decisions in
life and to have values and orientations.

I remember in my generation, for example, men
didn't listen to the sermon. They stayed out and when
the sermon was finished they went back into the
church. This is absolutely unthinkable today. There
are fewer people, but those who go want to go, and
they want a good sermon. They are very exacting.
They really want the gospel explained.

I say that Christianity is the most difficult read-
ing. You have in the gospels different readings for one
text. Easy readings are false readings. Difficult read-
ings are really the readings which explain all the prob-

lems. We have the difficult readings of life. Easy read-
ings are casy to accept but don’t really explain life
and death. This is what the church has to offer.

Are you saying that the church embraces society or
is at odds with it. You asked ‘what is modern socie-
ty!’ Where then is the church to pitch itself?

I am a bit uneasy in speaking of church and society as
of two geometrical things which have to be intercon-
nected or opposite. I speak of pcople and ideas. I would
speak of philosophers, thinkers, poets, people from
the sciences. Society is a general concept. It looks at
a general movement. There are persons. A person can
be trained scientifically or according to a certain
philosophy. With this you have to have dialogue. Not
so much with society.

I think in Australia a lot of the people who might be
searching never get to meet the church in any form.
You seem to have found new ways of bringing the
church to them. For example, your monthly dialogue
with Umberto Eco. Could you tell us about that!

I met with Umberto Eco, whom I knew already. We
were asked to write each other letters to be published
monthly by a general magazinc called Libera—not
religious but general.

We decided to write not by quarrelling but by
saying to each other what arc the reasons you believe
or do not believe. We took many problems. About life,
morality. The last onc especially was very much con-
sidered by non-believers. T asked him, ‘Please explain
to me how you, who are a non-believer, can found
your morality?’ He was in a certain uncasiness, but
he tried to give an answer.

There is another thing, which I call the chair for
non-believers. 1 had this idea: T am a believer but I
have in me a non-believer who claims every day his
rcasons. There is a struggle in me. I said, why not
give voice to this inner struggle? So I decided to ask
non-believers to come and to explain why they don’t
believe. Thousands of people came who didn’t come
to church. They didn’t want a sermon. They wanted
to be illuminated about the purpose of human life. I
did this for five or six evenings in the state universi-
ty. The difficult thing was to stop people from com-
ing because the place could only hold 1,400.

This is one way of contact. But there are many
ways. Every appearance of the church is the occasion
not so much to give a scrmon but to spcak about the
real problems of life which are without end. When 1
do these things [ always put myself in question. They
ask me to explain my interior ethic of these problems

and I put myself in the same position as

many others. We search.
Ihis is a new model of authority you're talking

about.

I don’t pretend to represent a new model of authority.
But I think a good example was Paul VI. He was a
great searcher. Each of us has problems. Dark points.
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Ditficulties. If we give expression to them and con-
front them with the gospel we see how much light
we see in our lives.

Do you encourage your priests to do that! Do you
think parishioners are ready for that!

Not all parishioners. This is more for intellectual peo-
ple. But parishioncers should be aware of the fact that
we are ready to listen to hard questions.

So yvou don't seek to provide an answer. Certainly
not in the first instance.

[ am certain that people cannot receive an answer if
their question is not spelt out.,

I'my thinking of the people who will read this: they

may say, ‘that's all right for him, his faith is not is

serious doubt. Mine is. '

I think that my faith is tempted as is the faith of eve-

rybody. I don’t think there’s a difference. I think that

if you read the great mystics, John of the Cross, Teresa

of Avila and the little St Thérese you sce the
most difficult temptation in faith. We are
in the same struggle.

Dr) vou ever get exhausted?

I am very often at the verge of exhaustion but I am

saved.

[ keep thinking that the Italy you describe, with all
its problems, 1s a much more spiritually minded
place, or has a spiritual tradition greater than secu-
lar Australia. Yesterday you were asked, 1 gather,
what you thought about a country which called its
leading footballer, Gary Ablett, God. Have you
wgained any impression about the secular style of our
society, which I think is a great challenge!

It is a great challenge. It is also an arca in which you
have many good things which we don’t have. You
don’t have anti-clericalism. It is very strong in  u-
rope. Italians are belicved to be religious people but
there is a good deal of superstition and superficiality.
At times it is harder to fight against superficial idcas
than it is to fight against non-believers.

I think c¢very country has to find the grace of the
place. T think your gracc is not the same as ours but
the problems are not very different. There is no place
where faith is casy; it requires a continuous struggle.
Also, it requires prayer and silence.

It's not done a lot in Australia. I'm thinking about
the Institution you describe, with its extraordinary
number of priests—I had no idea so many. The chal-
lenge in Australia is to work with the laity almost to
create a new style of institution. How would you
describe that challenge!

We have the same challenge: a great number of pricsts
but a greater number of people. In Milan we have five
million baptised pe _ e to look after. Of co  , they
don’t all come to church. If they all came, we wouldn’t
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have places in the churches. The priests are not
enough. We are starting to put together what we call
a pastoral unity—small parishes where we need the
help of lay people.

We have also ordained permanent deacons. We've
tried to form a laity, not to take the place of pricsts,
but to do the things which priests are not called to
do. Sometimes we want to clericalisc lay people, but
their place is in the professions, the family, in poli-
tics, administration and so on. But we need also the
help of many people who are ready to collaborate in
the church.

It might be good to end on structures. I notice that
the former Archbishop of San Francisco, John Quinn,
recently called for quite a lot of reform. He particu-
larly singled out the curia. He said we needed a more
collegial  vroach. He said he saw, at the moment, a
model of control rather than a model of spiritual dis-
cernment . He said this model of control reflected a
lack of trust in the Holy Spirit. I wonder whether you
agree with hinn?

He sent this paper to me—he’s a good friend of mine.
I met him two years ago when [ gave a retrcat in
California. I think it is a well thought-out paper, but
it should not be readp :mically. He is very balanced.
He tries to derive the consequence from what the Pope
has said in the last letter on unity.

He derives from that some insights which are not all
to be accepted as such, but are good points for dis-
cernment. I think it is a good contribution but I could
not have written the same thing. It was very much
appreciated, at least in Europe, by Protestants and
other denominations.

As for this point of opposing control and discern-
ment: it is hard to give a general judgment. T could
also examine mysclf in my diocese. But 1 try very
much for discernment. I think we have to teach people
to take decisions in their own scale and their own

competence. But they have to take the right

‘¢ision by listening to the Holy Spirit.

Or'tcn people feel paralysed by that moment of
waiting. You don't feel paralvsed!
On the ¢ trary, I feel very much excited. Because |
feel that this spirit which is working in me and in
every mz and woman of goodwill is the onc who
will guide us. We will make many mistakes. I have
made many mistakes. We always hope. We trust in
the Lord not to make too many or too bhig so we are
not discouraged. But the spirit is guiding us to cor-
rect mistakes and to make things better.

This is what works in the church, to answer your
first question. The Holy Spirit works. That's the
answer.

Carlo Maria Martini s) is the Ca1  nal Archbishop of
Milan. C ne Doog! 1journa , bro
and presenter of ABC RN's Life Matters.
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been professional enough. There is also the curious

notion of a professional foul, where even an amateur

player may be so unfair as to give away a free kick to

prevent the probable scoring of a goal. No doubt this

is not in the true amateur spirit, even though it is
easy almost unthinkingly to be tempted to
it in the exciter nt of the moment.

.~ V E ALSO HAVE THE PEJORATIVE WORD ‘amateurish’.
To have the amateur spirit certainly does not imply
being amateurish. To have the amateur spirit stands
to being amateurish somewhat in the way in which
being childlike stands to being childish. To be
childlike is to have the virtues of
a child, innocence, frankness,
curiosity, or whatever, while
being childish is to have vices
characteristic of children, such as
sulkiness, pronenesstot  rums,
and lack of concentration. 'Child-
like’ is a word of approbation,
while “childish’ is pejorative.

Thus I do not wish in the
least to imply that having the
amateur spirit need imply a lack
of professionalism. I am a profes-
sional philosopher, and yet I want
to extol the amateur spirit among
philosophers, as among other
academics too.

A lecturer with an amateur
spirit will enjoy lecturing and will
try to enthuse the students with
the subject matter. In doing so, he
or she will of course be cc  :erned
to inculcate competence. Turning
out enthusiastic ratbags is not what we should want.
Indeed enthusiasm motivates hard work. Remember
Phelps’ aphorism about lightheartedness and whole-
heartedness. Similarly an  ademic should publish an
article or book because he or she is delighted to have
discovered new arguments, facts, hypotheses or ex-
perimental results and wants other people to know
about them. Even purely pedagogical or exegetical
papers or books should be imbued with the mission-
ary spirit: ‘Here is great s ff—you must know about
it’. This attitude is of course by no means restricted
to academia. An engineer can be wildly excited about,
say, welding problems with steel tubes, just as much
as [say) a neurobiologist ay be excited by unravel-
ling the perceptual systems of insects. One may all
the same regret some {but not all) of the emphasis,
due to government pressure, on essentially R and D
work, some of which allows industrial firms to avoid
doing this work in their own laboratories.

Of late the biggest threat to the amateur spirit in
our academies has been e to government pressure
on universities. Partly in consequence universities
themselves have become managerial rather than
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collegiate. Vast bureaucracies have grown up. There
are reviews, quality assessments and demands for in-
formation. The situation is bad here and perhaps worse
in the United Kingdom. A year or so ago the Vice-
Chancellor of the University of Glasgow, in a column
in the periodic newsletter for alumni, pointed out the
escalating effect of government requests for informa-
tion. First they must go to the governing body of the
university. Then a lot of verbiage will have to go on
to the senior academic committee or board. At every
stage there is an escalation of verbiage and time tak-
en which could have been spent on teaching and
research. All this arises from lack of trust. In the old
days universities were trusted
to look after their own affairs.
University bureaucracies were
relatively small. At the Uni-
versity of Adelaide in my time
we had a great Registrar who
prided himself on keeping his
department small. He knew
everything and you could ask
him something at lunch in-
stead of sending him a letter.
Now the university is mana-
gerial and the Registrar's
department is huge. This in-
crease in university bureauc-
racy, due in no small measure
to government lack of trust,
means another reduction in
efficiency, since money spent
on administrators could other-
wise be spent on teaching and
research.

Some of my younger aca-
demic friends tell me that because of this sort of thing
administ.  ion takes up 20 per cent of their time. Sup-
pose for the sake of argument that all these reviews,
quality assessments and the like eliminate five per
cent inefficiency. Then there could well be a net loss
of 15 per cent. Consider the question of dead wood in
universities. (I speak here of the older pre-Dawkins
universities, of which I have some cxperience.) In my
subject I find it very hard to find much that is dead
wood. Certainly there are some who publish nothing
or little, but this often comes from modesty or per-
fectionism rather than an inability to do so. Such peo-
ple can be fine and lucid lecturers who keep up with
their subject and who are far more valuable than some
who on paper might look better on ‘publish or perish’
criteria. But suppose that there is two per cent of dead
wood. Wi 1d it not be better to carry this dead wood
than have the other 98 per cent wasting so much of
their time on reviews, quality assessments and dead
wood eradication meetings? Moreover now that ten-
ure is so much reduced (an anti-dead wood measure)
lecturers are distracted from their proper work, by
worrying about the future and filling in the long and



unnecessarily complicated job applications that
nowadays seem to be the norm.

I have said that publication should come from
having something to say that one believes is worth-
while and from having the missionary spirit. I applaud
the desire to publish from these motives. I plead and
plead with younger colleagues when they delay pub-
lication through modesty or perfectionism even
though they have something important to say. It is a
shame when their fine manuscripts stay in a drawer
and the philosophical public are unable to read them.
It is the pressure to publish from ‘publish or perish’
motives that I deplore.

Actually those who publish from this motive, or
mainly from it, are less likely to be the ones who have
something interesting to say. To satisfy the publish
or perish mania, second-tier journals get started to
accommodate the articles that do not get accepted by
the first-tier journals. Then third-tier journals to
accommodate articles that miss the second tier. And
so on it goes. (See W.V. Quine, Theories and Things,
Harvard University Press, 1981} Then libraries have
to buy the journals. This costs money and library
shelving space even though most of the articles are
read by few pecople other than their authors and the
referees. Is this really the ‘productivity’ that govern-
ments speak of? It is, I gather (fortunately I retired
quite a few years ago), the case now that the length of
articles is taken into consideration. Is this not an in-
vitation to reject one of the most admirable of liter-
ary virtues, namely conciseness? Thus I would argue
that reliance on the amateur spirit would reduce
bureaucracies and waste of academic time, and would
increase efficiency and the right sort of productivity,
the unmeasurable sort.

Sometimes, of course, the fact that an article has
few readers may not be a criticism. The subject matter
may be a difficult one. My father once asked the very
great astronomer Eddington how many people would

understand a book that Eddington was writ-
S ing. 'Six’, said Eddington. That is all right.

IMILARLY I DEPLORE THE USE of student-staff ratios
so much to determine the structure of faculties. Some
subjects, such as classical languages attract few
students but are highly deserving all the same. Math-
ematical physics has few students becausc few stu-
dents are clever enough to learn it. There is a danger
that university faculties will be numerically domi-
nated by the softer subjects. There is also a danger
that the less soft departments may be tempted to at-
tract more students by putting on soft or Mickey
Mouse branches or offshoots of their subjects. This is
self-defeating. What is the good of getting more stu-
dents in this way if you have to appoint Mickey Mouse
lecturers to teach the Mickey Mouse courses? Indecd
there is a danger that, over all, the giving of money to
universities on the basis of student-staff numbers may
lead to depressed standards even in the totally de-

manding subjects. Governments like to maximise the
number of posteriors on lecture room seats so as to
reduce unemployment figures. An English friend of
mine had her lectures assessed by an educationist. It
was in what had been a good polytechnic and which
had become a university. The chap said ‘Your lecture
was good but it was too academic’. She said ‘T thought
this was supposed to be a university’. The chap said
‘We are competing with television’. It makes one want
to weep. There must be better ways to deal with the
unemployment problem.

This lack of trust, leading to government reviews,
quality assessments, and judging by outside research
grants, comes partly from cultural cringe. In my sub-
ject we philosophers know how highly Australian
philosophy is regarded overseas, especially in USA and
UK. I am sure that the same thing applies in many
other subjects, astronomy, chemistry, mathematics,
medical sciences, and so on. With more knowledge

on the part of bureaucrats and politicians

there would be more trust.
A WORD AGAINST EMPHASIS on outside research
grants. In some subjects, such as mine, most of us
need only a pen and paper {or perhaps a laptop). We
should be praised (and not disadvantaged) for doing
good research without troubling the taxpayer. (I con-
cede that nowadays some younger philosophers may
need grants to provide relief teaching, now that stu-
dent-staff ratios are so bad.) We know that our best
universities are good by world standards. There is a
story told to me in 1950 by Father Finn, Rector of
Aquinas College, University of Adelaide. God was
pleased with the three orders, the Dominicans, the
Franciscans and the Jesuits and said that he would
give each a boon. ‘Deepen our apprehension of the
distinction between essence and existence,” said St
Dominic. ‘Deepen our traditional humility and piety’
said St Francis. ‘What about you?’ said God to St Ig-
natius. Ignatius said, ‘We have been doing pretty well,
just leave us as we are’. It would have bheen well if all
vice-chancellors had told this story to Dawkins at the
time of the notorious Green Paper.

Let me end with another Phelps story. {This essay
is meant to be both wholehearted and lighthearted.)
When Phelps was young, Tommy Case, the President
of Corpus, a philosopher and old cricketer, came up
to him and said ‘Young man, philosophers are like
mules. They never produce anything, but they try very
hard’. A nice story, though grossly unfair to philoso-
phers. (Indeed Case himself had, in an idealistic age,
commendably written a worthwhile philosophical
book Physical Realism.)

Be that as it may, as an Australian let me say
‘Better an unproductive mule than a productive

rabbit.’

J.J.C. Smart is Professor Emeritus of Philosophy,
Australian National University.
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—he .ight in the hill

E SHAPE OUR BUILDINGS and
aftcrwards, our buildings shape us’,
Winston Churchill said, speaking of
the rebuilding of the House of Com-
mons after World War L.

When Australia’s Parliament moved
from its temporary house on Camp Hill to
an amazing bunker set inside Capital Hill,
it had immediate impacts on the lives of all
of the denizens: the ministers, who colo-
nised about half of the space and made it the
centre of exccutive as well as legislative
power; their staffs, increasing in size and
power relative to the bureaucracy; the pub-
lic administration, increasingly losing
power to activist ministers and minders;
backbench government members, now
more isolated from all of the other players
but far better cquipped with facilities;
Oppositions and their staffs, increasingly
called upon for comprehensive detail of
their alternatives; and the media, vastly
increased in size and resources but also
more restricted in access to the players.

Not all of the changes are functions of
the new architecture; some of the planning
fo wedrather thanled the shiftsin power.
But the organisation of a building—itself
the size of a large country town—and the
way in which it cither supports and rein-
forces or denies or hinders power relation-
ships, has had a marked effect on federal
politics and administration. From the point
of view of the public not all of it has been
good, though not all has been bad cither.
Just which is which depends, of course, on
tundamental idcas of how things should be.

The building, for example, is well
adapted for any transition into a republic,
even if it lacks, so far, a presidential suite.
For the public, it is as much identified
with ¢xecutive government in action as
with parliamentary government: it is the
television backdrop for the announcement
of Cabinet decisions or extra-parliamen-
tary statements by ministers. Prime
Ministers have set aside space for presi-
dential-style statements or pseudo-submis-
sion to press cnquiry, and very few
ministers now usc offices in departiments.
The public service waits in the corridors,
and e¢ven non-cxecutive politicians must
make appointments, They will not readily
run across the masters in the ordinary
intercourse of the building.

It has weakened the power of the indi-
vidual parliamentarian and emphasised his
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or her remoteness from the real decision-
making, but it has strengthened the hand of
parliamentary committecs and groups of
politicians who organise together. And the
geography has helped build up the power of
a Scnate, in which Government has lacked
numbers, yet has also helped make some
politicians and journalists strangely oblivi-
ous of how that power balance has changed.

This book, which would scrve well as a
general political science text, consists of
reflections about power structures and bal-
ances, made by various playersin the House
on the Hill. Its origin lies in seminar papers
given by cach of the authors to a public
policy course at the Australian National
University.

John Kerin, who ended his career as
Minister for Trade but was also Treasurcr
in Bob Hawke’s dying days, discusses styles
of Cabinet government and dealings with

2bureaucracy, the media, ministerial staff
and parliament. These are his golden rules
for practitioners: ‘You are always on your
own; other people will alwaysletyou down;
you will incvitably let others down; in the
long run, the best policies arc the best
politics, but do not tell the rank and file, the
Prime Minister or the mob; policy analysis
always beats the divining of chickens’ en-
trails, opinion polls or the consensus of
cditorials; some of the best policies are
carried out by stealth; the choice between
scizing the moment and compromise is
always vexed; and (quoting Enocl  owell],
“all political careers end in failure” ’.

Ian Sinclair argues that Cabinet, the
barometer of success of government, is be-
coming less accessible, but that ministers
nced to shed administrative burdens and
add to their creative time.

Fred Chaney’s rueful discussion about
lifc as a minister and the frustrations of
being in a shadow Cabinet ends with a tale
of a press gallery corridor party, and some
wonder at the stamina of Paul Keating and
Peter Walsh in taking on all-comers in de-
bate. It led him to recall being told of a
journalist’s being reproved by Paul Kelly in
the carly 1980s for writing a favourable
article about Chaney and Aboriginal affairs:
Chaney, declared Kelly, would go nowhere
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in politics. ‘Given Kelly’s consid-

erable influence in the media over

the next 10 years, I wonder that I

lasted as long as 1did and curse the

t . thatI had neither the intellect
toimpress Kelly nor the stamina to impress
his lesser colleagues’.

David Hamer, John Langmore and David
Connolly reflect on opportunities and
obstacles confronting backbenchers, com-
mittees and oppositions. Two very experi-
enced burcaucrats, Vince Fitzgerald and
Sandy Hollway, discuss some of the chang-
ing balances between the public service and
political advisers, and on lifc in the modern
ministerial office. Hollway, now Secretary
of Employment, Education Training and
Youth Affairs, at one stage ran Hawke's
office, ar later, as a Deputy Secretary in
the Prime Minister’s department played a
critical advisory role to Keating, particu-
larly on Mabo. The shift of power to the
minister’s office, he argues, should not be
resisted by the bureaucracy, butacceptedas
legitimate and value-adding: it is the job of
bureaucrats to establish with such pcople a
relationship with is ‘both intimate and
proper’.

An old-style political adviser, Patti
Warn, looks at the modern minder, be-
moans the lack of training, and worrics
about codes of conduct. Ministers sceking
to change the way Australia works, neglecet
the workings of their own offices at their
peril, she says. Stephen Mills, a former
Hawke (and Gareth Evans) speechwriter
discusses how those offices are put together.
Hawke was a successful politician, Mills
says, because he was skilled at explaining,
through his speeches, the purpose of the

oftenpainful or simply unexpected
decisions the Government took.

ICHAEL L’ESTRANGE, now a person of
power in the new government’s Cabinet
office, discusses the role of opposition staff
and different ways of devising opposition
strategies. And two very experienced
journalists, Mike Stckctee and Michelle
Grattan, discuss the press gallery at work,
and the problems of having different dogs in
the same kennel. Steketee argues that the
media are not overly powerful: the great
bulk of the press gallery’s output is driven
by prioritics set by Government or
Opposition.

Grattan discusses the simultancous



intimacy and isolation of life at Parlia-
ment House: it is still a hard building to
‘work’. The modern press gallery, she says,
is ‘much more socially fragmented; po-
litical journalism has become more a job
and less a way of life. Formal academic
qualifications of gallery journalists are
high, but, partly because of high turnover,
a sense of history is generally lacking’.

Showing that her own sense of it is in no
way deficient, she cites a speech by Joe
Gullett, attacking Menzies for hardly ever
attending to debate in Parliament and
giving an impression that Parliament did
not matter.

Jack Waterford is the editor of the Canberra
Times.
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The defence rests

AUSTRALIAN

policy elitesregard

economic change

in Asia as un-

equivocally a good thing. Think of the ex-
port opportunities! Political change in Asia
is another matter. It creates instability and
ultimately threatens our national security
in a far more disturbing fashion than any-
thing during the Cold War. To our policy-
making elite, stability is represented by
President Suharto, kept in power with the
help of Australian-trained Special Forces.
The threattoregional securityisrepresented
by pro-democracy demonstrators.

Danger and Dread Frontiers poses a
refreshing challenge to the neo-realist
foundations of a defence policy established
by Labor and largely continued by the Coa-
lition. Edited by two academics, Graeme
Checseman and Robert Bruce, the book
consists of a serics of interrelated essays by
nine authors who attack the unquestioned
assumptions behind the notion that secu-
rity is synonymous with the possession of
military power. As the authors note, the
orthodox debate in Australia proceeds as if
issues such as poverty, human rights, envi-
ronmental degradation and conventional
arms control had no bearing on the security
of a nation’s citizens.

Instead, Australian security is sought in
a return to a 19th-century-style balance of
power. Never mind that the balance often
collapses into war: Australia’s best hope is
to keep the US ‘engaged’ in the region and
to ‘enmesh’ its own military forces more
closely with those of its South East Asian
neighbours. That way, China, Japan, Korea,
Russia and India might just be held in a
delicate equipoise. Meanwhile, Indonesian
generals and their Australian counterparts
will have participated in so many joint
exercises that there will be no room for
misunderstanding between the two coun-
tries. Moreover, there will have been so

many intelligence

‘swaps’— backed

by a media finally

bludgeoned into
‘understanding Asia’— that dissidents
should no longer pose a security threat by
advocating self-determination for IrianJaya,
East Timor, or Aceh.

David Sullivan’s chapter highlights the
way in which the roles of scholarand policy
adviser have become dangerously inter-
twined in developing a defence posture
which can construe the plight of the
oppressed as a threat to our national secu-
rity while féting their oppressors as our
strategic saviours. Sullivan says that crucial
assumptions about security issues:

have so thoroughly seeped into official
defence policy and planning that (some)
defence academics and defence officials are
for all intents and purposcs now one and
the same. The university has become the
dumping ground for career officers and ci-
vilians seeking refuge from the rigid nature
of bureaucratic life. The institutional sym-
biosis of university and government con-
cerning Australia’s defence became most
noticeable under the tutelage of Professor
Paul Dibb: present head of the ANU's Stra-
tegic and Defence Studies Centre and
former/present scnior defence bureaucrat.

As Sullivan observes, Dibb is in the
unusual position of holding down a schol-
arly job while insisting that his prescrip-
tions for the ‘real world’ are uncontaminated
by theory. When he talks, for example,
about the balance of power as the central
organising principle between nation states,
he claims that he is merely making an
observation which ‘remains true’. Another
contributor, Lachlan Strahan, notes that
Dibb adopts an inflexible realist model of
the rise and fall of great powers in which he
‘accepts the a priori premise that large pow-
ers must fight for supremacy; he antici-
pates conflict and, therefore, the need to
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build up a formidable array of weapons to
meet the impending challenge’.

The chapter by Jim George traces the
dominant policy edifice back to a nco-real-
ist view of international relations as a form
of ungoverned anarchy which can never-
theless be understood in rational terms as
the outcome of nation states engaged in the
utilitarian pursuit of self-interest. To take
two examples which have emerged since
the book went to the printers, neo-realists
succeeded in subordinating concerns about
global warming to the interests of thc Aus-
tralian coalindustry. Likewise, if thc Ameri-
cans weren’t so antagonistic, Australia
could now be in a position to brandish a
nuclear ‘mailed fist’ along the neo-realist
lines advocated by Labor’s Foreign Minis-
ter, Bill Hayden.

It is all a long way from the more pro-
gressive notion of internationalism which
once shaped Labor’s perspective and ap-
pears to have persuaded the Coalition For-
eign Minister, Alexander Downer, to ban
land mines and condemn Port Moresby’s
recent assault on Bougainville. But Downer
is being rapidly pulled into line as the
security orthodoxy asserts itself just as
surely as its economic counterpart retains
bi-partisan support.

Labor’sdecisions toacquire the furthest-
ranging conventionally powered submarine
in the world and additional F1-11 strike
bombers, project military power far from
its shores. With the Coalition’s subsequent
decision to boost the Army’s mobility,
Australia now scems well placed to return
to a policy of ‘forward defence’ as predicted
in Cheeseman’s chapter.

Cheeseman and Bruce note that the idea
for the book came from a conference Aus-
tralian Defence Force Academy conference
in December 1994 to mark the release of
the Keating Government’s Defence White
Paper. The ‘self-reverential and triumphalist
tone was encapsulated by the declaration of
one of the participants at the conference
and drafters of the White Paper, Paul Dibb,
that “no one had laid glove on it”’

This claim provoked Cheeseman and
Bruceinto organisinga response which tries
to recognise that human history is replete
with examples of the folly of adhering to
orthodox perspectives ‘which act like intel-
lectual Maginot Lines, ignoring alterna-
tives, resisting dissent, and preventing
adaptation to change’. Notwithstanding
Dibb’s boast, the authors have succeeded in
laying a glove upon the orthodoxy.

Brian Toohey is a freelance journalist and
radio commentator.
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All in the tellir g

N Treasvrr Istavn, Alan Sandison drolly
remarks, ‘a parrot gets the last word, and
turns out to be a two-hundred-year-old
deconstructionist’. The parrot, named for
the infamous pirate Captain Flint, although
it is actually a female, exclaims ‘Picces of
cight!” and Stevenson’s wonderful tale is
done. But not done with: its study forms an
arresting section of Sandison’s first-rate, if
cumbersomely titled critical study, Robert
Louis Stevenson and the Appearance of
Modernism. Sandison, known for his
bt iant work on the literature of imperial-
ism, The Wheel of Empire, followed
Stevenson’s path, lcaving a chair at Strath-
clyde, in Scotland, to head south, where he
was Professor of English at the University
of New England, Armidale, for eight years
until his retirement in 1993.

Sandison’s intention is to explore a
remark of Gertrude Stein concerning ‘a
future feeling’, a proleptic modernism which
she detected in Stevenson’s fiction. (But
she discovered it everywhere, especially
ncar at hand.) Convincingly Sandison dem-
onstrates that Stevenson was a proto-mod-
crnist whose writing was imbued with
concerns for authority and ‘self-engrossed
textuality’, with ‘ceaseless questing among
forms’, a self-consciousness alert to his
own practices. ‘My theories melt, melt,
melt’, Stevenson avowed, ‘and as they melt,
the thaw-waters wash down my writing
and leave unideal tracts—wastes instead of
cultivated forms’.

Stevenson’s polished, relentlessly var-
icd works arc anything but ‘wastes’, not
cven the last of them, The Weir of
Hermiston, left unfinished at his death. To
the world he gave the classic studies of
beleaguered children, Treasure Island and
Kidnapped, which once wereread by young
people who cherished these stories into
adult life. He revised the Arabian Nightsin
two volumes of stories; after a long delay
wrote Catriona, scquel to Kidnapped,
produced one of the elassic horror stories in
Strange Case of Dr Jekvll and Mr Hyde (the
absent article suggesting the sensationalis-
ing bent of a newspaper headlinel; wrote
extensive travel literature (although any
exertion might have been fatal foroneinhis
tubercular condition), besides novels for
which he is still renowned, such as The
Masterof Balluntrae and others now nearly
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forgotten. ‘What is Prince Otto?’ Sandison
properly, if a touch sardonically cnquires.
His reading of Stevenson’s books sends
us eagerly back to them, through judicious,
often unexpected turns of analysis, and
phrase. That Stevenson is ‘a scrious theo-
rist in the art of fiction whose concerns are
very modern’ is demonstrated at more length
than was needful. Sandison’s own theory is
always most agile and illuminating when
directed to the particulars of texts. For
instance he understands that Stevenson’s
is essentially a melodramatic imagination,
alert to the vertiginous sense of loss which
can suddenly disrupt the most placid of
lives. The dissection of terrors, imposed
from without, or generated by characters’
own inadequacics, is onc of Stevenson’s
master themes.
While Sandison persuasively suggests
¢ influence of Stevenson’s fiction on
Joseph Conrad, one comparative context is
not offered at length. Sandison might have
dissected Stevenson together with other
fervid imaginations of the 1880s and 1890s:
Rider Haggard, H.G. Wells, Conan Doyle.
Source-hunting will only explain in part
this ultimate phase of Romanticism, with
its remarkable flowering of invention and
prodigality of strange story; its discovery of
correlatives in exotic lands and London
streets for the flights and torments of the
carly modern consciousness. In the words
of an acutc admirer, G.K. Chesterton,
Stevenson’s romance realises the ideal
‘which is promised in its provocative and
beckoning map; a vision not only of white
skeletons but also green palm trees and
sapphire scas’. Stevenson wrote Treasure
Islandina cottage in the Scottish Highlands,
one wet September, to amusce his stepson
Lloyd Osbourne. The book made him rich
and famous; gave him the means to seek
such an island for himself.
Notwithstanding that he had written
‘For my part, [ travel not to go anywhere,
but to go. I travel for travel’s sake. The great
affair is to move’, Stevenson settled into
legend in Samoa, rejoicing in the honorific
‘Tusitala’, teller of tales, while remaining
sufficiently nostalgic to dress his extended
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Samoan household in kilts. His walking
tours of Europe have been brilliantly
retraced by Richard Holmes in Footsteps
(1985). Journeying to the United States,
Stevenson married an older woman, Fanny
Osbourne. This has licensed much psycho-
logical speculation, some of which Sandison
entertains, Stevenson was, he says, ‘the
only child of devout Calvinist parents who
doted on him and on cach other’. He had
‘personal difficulties with procreation and
heredity’ [this is obscure, not necessarily
snide) and perceived himself ‘as genuinely
and irredecemably trapped in, if not child-
hood, at least late adolescence’. Of mar-
riage, Stevenson sagely advised that ‘no
woman should marry a tectotaller, or a man
who does not smoke’. And let him have the
last word on his parents’ legacy: ‘the children
of loversare orphans’, Stevenson mordantly
observed.

Four time, early in the 1890s, Stevenson
came to Australia, having sailed across the
Pacific from Samoa. He met J.F. Archibald
at the Bulletin and visited Julian Ashton’s
artists’ camp a Balmoral in Sydncey. There
arc scenes in the Sydney Domain in the
novel The Wrecker {1892) which he wrote
with Lloyd Osbourne. Féted by the Austral-
ian press, Stevenson used its attention to
inveigh against missionarices, profiteers and
others kinds of European and Amcrican
who preyed upon the people of the Pacific.
In Samoa he died suddenly of a cerebral
hacmorrhage. Prudently he had written his
own cpitaph:

Here he lies where he longed to be;
Home is the sailor, home from sca,
And the hunter home from the hill.

Stevenson’s veritable home became
Government Housce until it stood once too
long in the way of a cyclone. But he lives.
To re-read Treasure Island is to summon
something of the wonders and clarities of
childhood. Here is a world where Blind Pew
tips the black spot to Billy Bones, Isracl
Hands climbs the mast to murder Jim
Hawkins and pirates really do sing ' Yo-ho-
hoand abottle of rum’. Sandison be thanked
for bringing a great writer in a minor kev
back within our ken.

Peter Piercei: yrlecturera ‘National
Centre for Australian Studies, Monash.















for some innocent fun. But then George
falls in love with a single mum called Lace
(Kyra Sedgwick] and the fun turns serious.
This is a romance. No, George is dying of a
brain tumour. It's a medical malpractice
film. Wrong again. The tumour has liber-
ated George’s brain from all normal con-
straints. The penny drops for the final time.
It’s a film about the inner sclf. It’s about
teaching kids that cating apples is impor-
tant so that the apple can continue its
journey; death is a stage in the journey.
There is no real pain in living, an idea
which can be refuted by the simple fact of
sitting through the last hour of this arduous
film. Phenomenon could well be to New
Age Spirituality what The Ten Command-

ments was to biblical fundamentalism.
—Michael McGirr SJ

I don’t wanna ...

Kicking and Screaming dir. Noah Baumbach
{indcpendent). Amongst the torrent of
twenty-something, lifc-in-a-bucket-of-
chips movies that the dedicated cinema-
goer has been wading through of late, the
odd onc has managed to avoid the descent
into banality which has claimed the others.
Kicking and Screaming is onc of these.

The film succeeds as a story because it
tackles the trivial head-on, via five disarm-
ing, teckless characters: Chet, the crudite
sophisticate, Otis the neurotic, Max the
cynic, Skippy the try-hard, and Grover the
jilted lover. A group of friends, having fin-
ished university, who aren’t exactly strid-
ing out into the great wide world to carry all
before them. Hamstrung by their
idiosyncracices, they spend an centire year
doing absolutely nothing, yet somehow
managing to get themselves into the stuff
of life: love, rejection, and betrayal. When
these greater moments arrive, Baumbach
ensures that they are well disguised by the
commonplace. The cffect is not unlike
Raymond Carver doing comedy. There are
no jokes in this movie, but it is very, very
funny.

At the centre of Kicking and Screaming
arc the memorics Grover has of his time
with Jane. She left him to go to Prague, and,
by his way of thinking, turn into a bug and
complain about American coffee. His writ-
ing, mixed with the re-creation of their
courtship, colours the world around him.
The only real disappointment of this film is
that it doesn’t really go anywhere during
these sequences, and overall the effect would
have been improved without them. At the
end, though, we still have the whimsical

portraits of five slightly bent fellas trying
desperately to stunt their growth.
—Jon Greenaway

Duh M AH!

Mission Impossible, dir. Brian De Palma
(Greater Union).

There has been a lot of busy people
running from TV studio {and archive) to
movie set in the last few years, trying to
couple the popular reach of television with
the blockbuster summer movie {The
Flintstones, The Fugitive, The Addams
Family and many more). The results havce
been patchy at best. Inflating a television to
the size of playhouse doesn’t give you
cinema. And with the rise of product place-
ment you're often not even missing out on
the ads. In the race to win the TV audience
with a grcat big Yabbadabbadoo the
difference between the two mediums can,
sadly, be forgotten.

We ought to be grateful then that Brian
D¢ Palma not only understands the
difference but uses it to great cinematic
cffect. He pays his dues to the serial format
that was the original Mission Impossible
by creating credits that give the audience
glimpses of possible past or future mis-
sions, all choreographed to one of televi-
sions most familiar and infectious themes,
{ending on a 'Duh-NAH! no less). Then you
find yourself in Kiev, in the wind-up of a
mission: a slobby, drunken spy type—'give
me the name’; the coiffed waitress with
poisoned drinks, Beauty dcad on the bed,
and rubber masks.

It’s TV magic, cinema kitsch—De Palma
paying homage.

He is often criticised for his ¢lever but
imitative style, which makes his choice of
Mission Impossible an interesting one.
Certainly it isn’t original material, but onc
can’t help fecling that De Palma delights in
the challenge of making this beast his own.
First he docs a little housc-kecping, losing
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a few of the extraneous members of the
team in the fog of a Prague night, and
injecting the rest with a little darkness and
distrust. This couldn’t be the same group of
people that TV taught us were the ideal
espionage team: highly motivated, incor-
ruptible, patriotic government agents—
country first, team second, oneself last. But
it couldbe De Palma cinema. Or at least it’s
a good start.

De Palma does more than just start: he
sees this picce through. His penchant for
the crazy camera angle keeps your cyes
alive, he breathes life into computer tech-
nology—c-mail is an engaging central char-
acter—and in the film’s best set-piece he
gives Tom Cruise an opportunity to per-
form balletic feats worthy of the Bolshoi.

—Siobhan Jackson

Telling the truth

Brilliant Lies, dir. Richard Franklin
(independent cinemas). David Williamson's
play has been adapted by the director and
Peter Fitzpatrick into a fair enough sort of
film that uses flashbacks to convey differ-
ent characters’ points of view about a casc
of alleged sexual harassment. All the ingre-
dientsarc there: backlash polemic, systemic
victimisation, undercurrents of dark sexual
antagonism, and yet, and yet ...

The troubleis, despite the worthiness of
the subject matter, the result never rises
above your average G.P. or maybe Blue
Heelers standard of dramatic intensity.
Certainly not as rcal or compclling as
Mercury or Phoenix: the television com-
parisons keep cropping up because some-
how this work just isn’t big enough for the
big screen, and the direction keeps remind-
ing one of a TV series—the slight cosiness
of it all, the fact that, with the exception of
Anthony La Paglia, who has a very compel-
ling screen presence, the actors seem to
recite their lines.

The script doesn’t help this. It hasn’t
cradicated Williamson’s tendency to make
his characters speechify rather than speak.
Michael Veitch, so good as Rocco in Mer-
cury, is wasted here—only given flashes of
real characterisation; the rest of the time he
has to be a cardboard buffoon. The Carides
sisters, Zo¢ and Gia, occasionally warm up
and interact with Ray Barrett, who hams it
up disgraccfully as their wheezing wreek of
a father, but there ain’t no poetry in it,
damn it.

Maybe the problem is that Rashomon
did it all so much better.

—]Juliette Hughes
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