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ON TO 2001
I f a week is a long time in politics then the next two

years, or thereabouts, will seem like an eternity. As a
rule prime ministers like to keep their options open on
election dates.  Not so John Howard this time around.
Interviewed on Channel 9 Nightline program on 15
February 2000, the Prime Minister said that “there won’t
be an election until the end of next year”.  The following
day, on ABC Radio in Sydney, he told Sally Loane that the
next election “will” be held in late 2001.

There is no reason to doubt John Howard on this issue.
First he likes being prime minister. There is also the
Olympics in September 2000, the Centenary of Federation
in January 2001 and the Commonwealth Heads of
Government Meeting (CHOGM) in Brisbane in early
October 2001.  Such occasions invariably benefit political
leaders.  Second, the new taxation system (with personal
income tax cuts and the Goods and Services Tax) comes
into operation on 1 July 2000. It will take at least a full year
for the one-off inflationary effect of the GST to work its way
through the system.  The Coalition will want to go to the
polls with inflation as low as possible.  So an election in the
financial year 2000-2001 seems improbable. Third the next
Federal election is not due until somewhere between mid
October and mid December 2001.  Three year terms are
short enough.  Moreover the electorate sometimes resents
the calling of early elections without adequate justification.

All who follow politics enjoy opinion polls.  Right now it is
a matter of genuine interest that Labor comfortably leads
the Coalition in two polls (A C Nielsen and The Bulletin
Morgan Poll). The latest Newspoll indicates that Labor is
narrowly ahead of the Coalition (43 per cent to 42 per cent)
as at the end of March 2000.  However it would be quite
foolish to project current opinion polls forward to late
2001. Sometimes the polls get it wrong.  But sometimes
they accurately measure rapidly altering attitudes which
may well change again. On 28 June 1999 The Australian
ran a page one lead headed “Howard snaps up a
Generation Xodus”. Canberra based reporter Dennis
Shanahan made use of Newpoll’s analysis to boldly assert
that “the Coalition seems to be the new party of choice for
Generation X, or at least those people aged between 18 and
24”.  This was a big story at the time, suggesting as it did,
that the Coalition was winning the youth vote.  But not for
long.  On 29 December, 1999 Dennis Shanahan’s analysis
of the most recent Newspoll on the voting intentions of
young Australians was headed “Gen-Xers turn off Howard
for Labor”. Next time, who knows?

It is understandable that the Canberra Press Gallery will
get worked up about political portents.  That, after all, goes
with the job.  It’s just that, most of the time, the hype is not
justified by the facts. Take the first week of Federal
Parliament in 2000, for example.  On the morning after
opening day some Canberra reporters expressed surprise
that the debate over the National Textiles controversy had
not led to a Labor initiated “killer blow” (Louise Dodson),
“heavy shot” (Tony Wright), “big hit” (Malcolm Farr)
resulting in “blood on the floor” (Gabrielle Chan).  The fact
is that rarely are prime ministers “knocked-out” in
parliament.  John Howard is a good parliamentary
performer.   So is Kim Beazley.  It should not be expected
that one will land a killer blow on the other. It looks likely
we are in for a long drawn out encounter.  Let’s hope that,
for at least the next year and a bit, the current election
campaign feeling subsides and that opinion polls are
examined for what they tell us about the immediate past
rather than (election) prophesy. But don’t hold your breath.
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EDUCATION
FOR THE NEW

ECONOMY
Anne Henderson

E ducation, as a public concern, has not been more
closely linked to work in a century. The slogan is

no longer "learning for life". Now we are told we face
a lifetime of learning. 

Down Under, the information age is finally impacting
on policy makers. "Today’s education system," says
Kim Beazley "was designed for the economy we used
to be [not] for the economy we must become." John
Howard in January suggested school hours and
school facilities should be more flexible to promote a
better balance between work and family.   

It’s both challenging and uncomfortably obvious. As
a first world nation, Australia must compete in a
market of cutting edge global service industries.
Emerging economies, whether in Eastern Europe or
the Asia Pacific, have undercut highly industrialised
Western nations in traditional manufacturing and
processing industries. Australians, Canadians,
Western Europeans, Americans, Japanese, the
citizens of the first-world, must now compete at a
more highly developed level for a market share of the
new economy.

Without a fresh investment in education, it can’t 
be done.

And the coalface isn’t encouraging. The 1998 Senate
Report A Class Act, endorsed by all political parties,
concluded that the Australian school system is in
crisis. The Report’s recommendations, however,
have not been acted on. At university level, there is
also a sense of crisis. 

No doubt this is why Labor senses education could
be an election issue in 2001, echoing Tony Blair’s
memorable 1997 election slogan "education,
education, education". Says Kim Beazley, the
greatest challenge is education - not an issue of itself
sufficient to win the next election but, "probably, in
many ways, the only thing that matters".

Coalition sentiments aren’t far behind. Education
Minister David Kemp believes the new century has
forced Australia to recognise its future lies with skills
and a flexible training system - "It is our own
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WHAT
CREATIVITY

IS NOT
• The most common misconception
about creativity is that it involves
artistic sensibility. But despite the
growing importance of creative and
cultural industries, creativity has
always extended much further. Albert
Einstein, Steven Hawking and
Madame Curie were no less creative
in their contributions to their fields
than Picasso or Shakespeare.

• Secondly, creativity is not equivalent
to brilliance. While some people may
be fascinating to talk to, or may
express novel thoughts, they are not
necessarily more creative than others.

• Thirdly, creativity does not
automatically imply talent. Someone
may have an innate ability to do
something well, or to model their work
after respected people in their field -
yet there is no guarantee that she will
use her talent to make her own
creative contribution.

• Finally and more importantly,
creativity is not a skill. It is not simply
a technique that one can perform well
on command.

(The Creative Age - Kimberly Seltzer & Tom

Bentley)



excellence which is going to secure our future. Our
skill levels are going to be an absolutely determining
factor in achieving that outcome."

It’s not that the top end of Australian education is
without its first rate scholars and students who can
achieve highly and adapt readily to a global market.
Australia’s school system, however, is threatened by
its ageing staff pool, low morale among teachers,
status of teachers at an all time low and a dearth of
top graduates joining the ranks. 

Added to this is an attitude from successive
governments that teachers are simply too radical to
deal with. An image not helped by teacher unions like
the NSW Teachers Federation which scuttled a
million dollars’ worth of English language tests
because it didn’t like its employer’s (State
Government) plans to allocate staff on the basis of
language needs.

Starting with Cheryl Kernot’s "Workforce 2010" in
February, and shadow education minister Michael
Lee’s paper "Laying the Foundations for the
Knowledge Nation", Labor has begun to shape its
platform for the next election. Kim Beazley told
Nine’s Laurie Oakes on the Sunday program (20 Feb)
that this is about, "strengthening ourselves
intellectually for the sorts of challenges we face 
this century." 

“Leftist thinking on education
has had its day.”

In "Laying the Foundations for the Knowledge
Nation", Lee has not only addressed students’ needs
but also the problems for schools and the teaching
profession. To Labor’s "Workforce 2010" target of 90
per cent of young people leaving their teens with a
Year 12 equivalent qualification, he has added a two
pronged assistance package to attract successful
graduates into the teaching profession. 

Quoting Professor Linda Darling-Hammond of
Stanford University, Lee points out that "the
proportion of well qualified teachers is by far the
most important determinant of student
achievement". Hence, Labor has committed itself to
Teacher Development Contracts and Teacher
Excellence Scholarships, a policy designed to give
financial incentives to high achievers to make a
career of teaching. 

In "Pathways to the Future" (March, 1999) Kim
Beazley said: "We must begin to move from
institutions to individuals as the primary focus of
education policy". This, also evident in Labor’s
gradually emerging education policy, suggests that,
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FOUR KEY 
TRENDS
DRIVING
DEMAND 

FOR SKILLS
• The "weightless" economy:
intangible resources such as
information, organisational networks
and human capital have become the
primary sources of productivity and
competi-tiveness.

• Weightless work: the number of
part-time, temporary, fixed contract
and self employed workers has also
risen steadily in the last half-century.
Workers must increasingly manage
themselves in a more fluid and
unstable organisational environment.

• The networked economy: digital
technology, organisational restructuring
and higher volumes of information are
generating a shift from vertical to
horizontal relationships within and
between organisations. Networks are
becoming a basic organisational form.

• Knowledge and skill exclusion:
the increasing premium on new skills
and qualifications is creating new
patterns of marginalisation among
those who lack the means or
motivation to acquire marketable
knowledge. Developing new kinds of
skills are central to their future
prospects.

(The Creative Age - Kimberly Seltzer &
Tom Bentley)



like the Coalition, Labor can see the benefits of
marketing education to satisfy its clients. Previewing
Labor’s likely policy decisions at its July federal
conference, Louise Dodson (The Australian
Financial Review, 24 March), has observed, "Against
some opposition from the Left and the teachers’
union, Labor looks likely to support the
government’s hefty funding increase for non-
government schools". 

Leftist thinking on education has had its day. In
Britain with Tony Blair and New Labour, the leftist
Labour dominated education authorities are under
siege from parents and communities demanding
schools that are free from the interference of leftist
bureaucrats seeking to impose educational ideology
rather than educational standards; they want schools
which guarantee academic excellence and which are
more accountable to the students and parents who
patronise them. 

Grant-maintained public schools, begun under
Britain’s Conservatives, have proved such a success
that a survey by The Times Educational Supplement
recently has shown that two-thirds of secondary
school heads were in favour of private companies
becoming more involved in the running of education
services.

“If people can gain access to
knowledge on demand through
the internet, the Open University,
interactive television or firm-
based universities, what is
compulsory education for? …”

Sue Williamson, head of Monks Dyke technology
college in Louth, Lincolnshire complained about
bureaucracy in education: "In the private sector
people come to you with expertise, not dogma. In the
future, I don’t think local education authorities will
exist." And attempts to overturn British grammar
schools in favour of the comprehensive school model
struck a rock in March this year. Parents voted 1,494
to 747 not to make the 445 year old Ripon Grammar
School scrap its 11-plus test and admit pupils of all
abilities. In response, Britain’s education secretary
David Blunkett said: "The total commitment and
energy of the government will go behind raising
educational standards in all schools."

The new economy that students must be ready for on
leaving their respective educational centres, has the
flexibility and uncertainty of a frontier society.
Individuals must learn to manage this uncertainty
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PERSONAL
CAPACITIES

The expertise and wisdom of universities
in some fields should be valued and
respected, but we must also recognise
that, at least for the time being,
universities excel in a relatively narrow
field of human achievement. Universities,
by definition, are staffed by people who
never left school. Many universities still
struggle with the distinction between the
subject knowledge required for a particular
degree course, and the learning skills,
techniques, and dispositions needed to
thrive in higher education. Unfortunately
most still concentrate on the former at the
expense of the latter...

It is still assumed that passing certain
defined tests of ability implies that a
candidate possesses the other capacities
needed to thrive; someone who has had a
successful school career and comes out
with a clutch of "qualifications" must, in
some way, have developed discipline,
social abilities, self-awareness and so on.
But this is a poor guide. Many
academically successful students are
unable to apply their knowledge in
contexts where it might be useful. Many
others lack the reflectiveness to change
their learning strategies in response to
new challenges. Even more find
themselves unable to cope with emotional
challenges, or the task of forming their
own personal goals once the structures
and certainties of conventional education
are removed. Anyway, such assumptions
turn out to be unfair. If formal educational
"qualifications" are used to sort
candidates, then those without them will
be systematically excluded on the basis of
qualifications which are not necessarily
relevant.

(Learning Beyond the Classroom - 
Tom Bentley)



and cope with a fluid labour market that is global in
its focus. With this comes the proposition that
schooling must face radical change at the
institutional level.

Competency in literacy and numeracy is all very well
as an electoral slogan for those educated in the 1950s
and 1960s. In 2000 and beyond the cry is far more
radical. In Learning Beyond The Classroom by Tom
Bentley, a booklet promoted by one of Britain’s New
Labour think tanks, Demos, the place of education in
the information age is questioned – where
"information can be collected, synthesised and
known before … our conventional conception of
schooling, its purposes, methods and scope, are in
fact limited to a relatively narrow range of capacities,
outcomes and types of challenge."

For Bentley, traditional schooling of the state-
provided classroom variety is being overtaken by
what he terms the "private sector". "If people can
gain access to knowledge on demand through the
internet, the Open University, interactive television
or firm-based universities, what is compulsory
education for? … The private sector in Britain already
spends more on education and training than the
public sector."

If State based school education is to continue to serve
a purpose, Bentley argues, schools over time need to
become "neighbourhood learning centres offering
learning opportunities to a wide range of people in
their local areas". Learning, as Bentley rightly
acknowledges, can take place outside traditional
school settings. Interactive learning, where school is
combined with work experience and off campus
activity, will become the norm.

And, as education becomes more closely linked with
training and employment, the fact that students are
more effectively educated for work when that
education takes place in an environment as close as
possible to a real work situation, will force an
increasing overlap between the separate worlds of
work and school – work experience, apprenticeships,
on-job training, whatever. This in turn will build
closer relationships between business, employers,
schools and academia. A far cry from the 1960s when
some student leaders mocked the presence on
campus of would-be employers offering scholarships
connected with on-site work in their companies.

Education Minister David Kemp believes Australia’s
present economic success can only be maintained
with a more flexible education and training sector
than is at present available, especially in keeping
abreast in IT. He has introduced a National Training
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NURTURING
LEARNING

RELATIONSHIPS
Quality of learning and depth of
understanding seems to depend at
least as much on the connections that
people can make between what they
know and how it might be applied as
they do on their capacity to acquire
and retain the knowledge in the first
place. The resources available to
support learning, as well as the
opportunities to demonstrate under-
standing, are distributed across the
whole of society, not contained within
the walls of schools and colleges...

If our relationships mirror the formal
external structures by which we
organise our lives - school classes,
tiers of management, offices, families
- then our access to information and
resources is determined by these
structures. So, for example, if the only
relationships a person has at work are
with his co-workers on the same
grade of employment as him and
working in his particular office, his
access to information about what is
happening in the organisation is
limited to a small, dense network of
connections which overlap strongly.
Much of what he can learn from his
co-workers will already be common
knowledge. However, as soon as he
establishes a connection with
somebody in a different part of the
organisation, perhaps just by striking
up conversation in the canteen, there
is a connection not just between those
two but between the two groups of
workers, and the pool of knowledge
that is common to each is increased.

(Learning Beyond the Classroom - 
Tom Bentley)



Framework involving industry and a competency-
based approach. He now wants a national training
market. With Labor there would be a more managed
approach from government and a workforce skills
profiling process to bring employers, training
providers and government together. On both sides of
politics there is an urgency in the political rhetoric
linking education and employment.

In The Creative Age (Demos, 1999) Kimberly Seltzer
and Tom Bentley write that "knowledge has become
the primary source of the new economy". The
authors’ recommendations are radical, including
reducing the traditional curriculum by half in order
to "create space for a broader range of learning
experience", IT-based learning portfolios for every
student, extended work placements as part of
degrees, re-training for teachers and a completely
fresh view of how skills are measured and taught.

“But as the information age
bites, electorates will be forced
to accept that education and
employment are linked as never
before.”

The Creative Age sees the challenge as moving from
what people know to what they do with their
knowledge. This is central to creativity which is
emphasised as not equivalent to brilliance. Creativity
is the ability to think, to solve problems and to
recognise that learning is incremental and involves
making mistakes. Creativity also needs goals and a
context in which to work.

This view of education offers something for everyone
– whether the quick learner or the late starter.
Provided, that is, educational institutions and
educators can tackle learning in a radically new way. 

In Queensland, the New Basics program has just
been launched. It aims to test students on real life
tasks to determine their abilities. The program is
regarded as the most radical shake-up of Queensland
education since 1945. Students in Years 1-3 will write
an internet page, Years 4-6 will design a product and
research legal issues, Years 7-9 will plan community
events and conduct business enterprises. This
echoes the Bentley/Seltzer thesis. For all that, this
Queensland beginning has yet to impact beyond
Queensland or on senior secondary levels.

A sense of crisis could bring the radical reform
needed to Australia’s education system. Yet with
taxpayers demanding more and more services for
less and less tax, it will take more than a few ideas of
policy to bring real and effective change. Education

reform will require budget willingness. 

But as the information age bites, electorates will be
forced to accept that education and employment are
linked as never before. This might also encourage
the excitement that Kim Beazley recognises when he
talks of the global information and communication
age that "brings with it massive change, but also
great national opportunities".

Fingers crossed.

(Anne Henderson is Deputy Director of The Sydney
Institute)
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practised too little love, too little care for the
consequences of our lives.  We have paid too little
regard to beauty and too much to convenience, too
little to integrity - of landscapes and of our actions -
and too much to profit.  Finally we have paid too
much regard to ourselves and not enough to the
other races of plants and animals, rivers and
mountains with whom we share this place, and but
for whom we would not know life at all.  

E O Wilson has said that "[N]o intellectual vice is
more crippling than defiantly self-indulgent
anthropocentrism" (On Human Nature, 1978, p 17).
This vice is endemic in Western society - in politics
and business, family life and religion.  Everywhere.
And it is the seat of all our problems, and, no doubt,
also of our prosperity, where we have it. We imagine
the world exists to serve us.  It is to be mined,
farmed, tamed, even admired occasionally. This has
been more and more the case with us, curiously
enough, ever since Galileo discovered that the earth
was not the centre of the universe.  The
compensation was, I suppose, that man could at least
be the centre of life on earth.

THE EARLESS DRAGON AND THE QUEEN
In the months before the Queen of England and
Australia arrived, a fuss broke out in Canberra over a
community of earless dragons living in remnant
native grasslands near the end of the airport runway.
Without an extension of the tarmac into that
grassland - one of the few remaining in the Canberra
district - 747s, including the Queen’s, can’t land in
Canberra, something that upsets the local Chamber
of Commerce and the Airport Corporation.  A plan to
extend the runway met objections from local Greens,
who spoke up for the lizards and for the grasslands.  

Some letters to the press shared the Chamber's view
that it was a disgrace that  earless dragons stood in
the way of progress and visiting dignitaries.  It
reflected badly on the nation's capital.  The press ran
the story as though claims for the rights of the
remnant wildlife were ridiculous.  It is easy to parody
the Greens' position,  but the joke rests on the
unquestioned presumption that the human interest -
and therefore the social and political and economic -
takes priority over the non human.  All development
rests on the same presumption.  Pollution, depletion
of fossil fuels, corruption of air and water, mass
extinction of species, and massive growth of the
human species all flow from that presumption too.

Naturally we will favour our own kind over others.

THE
WASTELAND

Mark Tredinnick

At this time of year, regardless of the rain, the
eucalypts lose their bark in long ribbons, which

hang for a long while in the branches of the
understorey – made mostly of casuarina, geebung,
banksia, sapling eucalypts, and others. For a few
weeks the bark litters the path, lies in the gutters of
the road. But in time, with wind and weather, it
returns to earth and goes to work enriching the soil
and feeding the trees that shed it.

Nothing goes to waste in wild systems.  Only man
produces stuff - packaging, exhaust fumes, toxic
chemicals, greenhouse gases, spent radioactive fuel
rods, plastic shopping bags - for which no other living
thing has any earthly use.  Only we, blessed though
we are with a capacity to think ethically and logically,
design and promote ways of living, cultivating crops,
making things and getting around that damage and
deplete the elements of life on which we and all the
other creatures on earth depend.

We know all this.  It has been said often enough
before.  Yet we suffer it to go on, complicit in the
process every time we dispense with a plastic razor,
drive the car, turn on the airconditioner.  The way we
have grown accustomed to living suits us well as long
as we have money and don't think too hard about the
future - the day when the oil runs out, when the
forests have all been felled, when the salt has made a
desert of the land, when the weather turns against us
even more than it already has, when all the tigers and
orangutans have disappeared, never to return.

The only reason we are not up in arms against this
awful situation is that we ourselves have made it.  The
accumulated actions of human beings, each of us
seeking those important but insufficient things - our
own comfort and convenience, our safety and
happiness, our livelihood and prosperity, and that of
our children - and remembering too rarely the
common good of life itself and all who share in it: this
is what has made this mess.

And it is we flawed earthlings – capable at once of
ingenuity and stupidity, of love and cruelty – who will
have to face and fix this ecological crisis we have
made. The crisis, finally, is spiritual.  We have

The Sydney Institute Quarterly
Volume 4, Number 1, March, 2000

8



All of nature is a fierce competition of species for
dominance.  But we need to know when to stop, and
it seems we don’t.  We alone are blessed with the
power to dominate completely, but also with the
intelligence to know when enough is enough, when
more growth and development and forestry will
mean less beauty and diversity, when life itself is
becoming poorer because of our dominion over it.

David Quammen, in his essay "Planet of Weeds" in
Best American Essays 1999, writes that we will need
to consider the claims of the wild world and relax our
exacting requirements for efficiency, growth and
convenience, or find ourselves alone on the planet,
with the crows and weeds, rats and cockroaches - the
other great survivors, travellers and scavengers. For
we are in the midst of the largest mass extinction the
world has known, an extinction we humans - through
land clearance, population growth, pollution, climate
change and hunting - are responsible for.  

Quammen, a distinguished science writer, is the
author of The Song of the Dodo and Wild Thoughts
from Wild Places.  His research and logic are
unimpeachable and his tone is measured, even if his
conclusions are devastating. I read his essay in
despair recently, as I flew in a small aircraft  from
Canberra airport, over hillsides of cleared land, fields
of ryegrass and clover, and here and there some
remnant forest.  From a few thousand feet this
farming land looks lovely. You can't make out from
that distance the erosion and salinity that afflict the
surface, after generations of hard work to clear the
land of everything that might diminish the return it
offered its human occupants.

Near Lake George, we flew close to David Horton's
farm at Gundaroo.  It was Horton who told me the
story of the earless dragon.  On his own farm, where
he breeds sheep, he is planting acacias, casuarinas
and local eucalypts, with a Landcare grant, to halt
erosion along the river beds.  The rising water table
and the salt it brings to the surface on his land will
require a deeper and farther reaching solution. 

Landcare has a survey underway of all the
properties in the shire, part of a map of a damaged
landscape, and the beginnings of its redemption. A
small patch of remnant native forest, left there out of
exhaustion or remorse on his cleared lands,
discloses what the place once looked like, and offers,
along with the work of Landcare and a few farmers
like Horton, a small hope. Horton writes about these
things in his new book, The Pure State Of Nature
(Allen & Unwin, 2000).
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HEALTH SEMINAR
On Monday 17 April, The Sydney Institute is holding an
important discussion on Australia's hospital and health
services. Many reports in the Australian media suggest
Australia's health system is in crisis. Internationally,
however, there are nations like the USA where reformers
of health care have looked to Australia as a model. What's
the problem? - whether  politics, funding, allocation of
resources, state versus federal control, the medical
profession, health insurance and so on.
Jenny Macklin MP is the federal shadow minister for
Health. Professor Kim Oates is the Chief Executive of the
Royal Alexandria Hospital for Children at Sydney's
Westmead Hospital. Dr Kerryn Phelps is President of the
AMA (NSW)

SPEAKERS : JENNY MACKLIN MP (Shadow Minister 
for Health) 
PROF KIM OATES ( Chief Executive,
Royal Alexandra Hospital for Children)
DR KERRYN PHELPS (President of the 
Australian Medical Association,
NSW branch)
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(Author, Engagement: Australia
Faces the Asia-Pacific [Macmillan])
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MELISSA’S COFFEE CUP AND THE
ECONOMICS OF DISGRACE
All these thoughts came to mind a couple of weeks
ago, cleaning up a small stretch of bushland on the
edge of the national park, near where I live in
Katoomba.  It was "Clean Up Australia" day, so, with
my two children and the neighbours' boy, I went out
along the Prince Henry walk to the place just below
the high school, where the bush is always littered
densely with the packaging of tuckshop food.  The
school kids come down here at lunch and after
school.  I can understand the attraction - hidden from
the road and school and giving onto the Jamison
valley, it is a secret wild garden.  

But what makes it lovely is ruined by the wreckage
of the snacks the kids enjoy there. Others dump
there too: I found a glad bag filled with lawn
clippings, beer bottles, the cardboard box a Breville
toaster came in, and the packaging from some Black
and White brand corn kernels. We filled seven large
bags with waste, most of it the indestructible plastic
bags that keep snack food fresh for short periods of
time: Mrs Mac's pies and sausage rolls, all the way
from Western Australia, featured often, along with
Twisties, Lay's crisps, Coke bottles and cans, Tim
Tam packets, empty tomato sauce repositories,
Picnic and Mars Bar wrappers, white plastic
shopping bags, and a polystyrene coffee cup with its
owner's name across it in black texta, holding up
well in the weather - Melissa.

In three hours, we tidied a few hundred square
meters.  But I wondered what had really been
gained.  Where would the bags of rubbish we had
collected end up?  And how long would it take for
Melissa and the gang to rubbish the place again?  It
was an act of care, I suppose, and part of a much
larger and very public act of reparation. It helps, and
it makes us feel better about ourselves.  But it can do
nothing, by itself, to touch the waste and damage we
cannot see, and that is the stuff that counts most -
the spoiled air, the poisoned rivers, the salt rising in
the soil.  These will become clean only when the
state of mind that tolerates, and the economics that
generates it, shift.

Economics is a word we take from the ancient Greek
for "housekeeping". What kind of housekeeping can
produce so much waste and encourage its careless
disposal?  What kind of housekeeping takes no
account of the damage its outputs do to the order
and beauty and health of the house itself - our house,
nature?  It is an economics  of disgrace.  And one of
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its outcomes is disgrace, of the kind my kids and I
encountered and attempted to put right on that
Saturday; the kind of disgrace I smelled in the
flooding water of the Leura Falls creek last week,
rich and rank with the ef fluent of human
habitation on the ridge. Including, since I live here
too, my own.

Picking up rubbish by the Prince Henry walk, I was
struck by the absurdity at the centre of the kind of
lives we have come to live.  With great brilliance, we
take what the earth provides and turn it into highly
processed, extravagantly packaged goods; we
consume the products, few of which do us much
good; and we return to the earth the packaging, now
just so much waste to add to the chemicals
generated in its manufacture.  The snack is gone, the
pleasure is had, in a few moments; the package
remains, forgotten and leaching into the soil,
snagging the wildlife, making the site ugly, for
hundreds of years to come.   And as long as the myth
of progress, the strange ethic of constant growth,
drives companies to increase sales each year, the
mess will grow.

We live as consumers, we pursue what we imagine to
be our needs, we value our rights, above all our right
to consumer satisfaction, but we have let our
capacity to know ourselves, to exercise moral
judgment, to practise restraint, to pursue aesthetic
standards go soft.  Indeed, many of the things we
make with such skill - television, glossy magazines,
computer games, junk food, booze, dope and
cigarettes - keep us distracted, drugged, replete.
They keep us from thinking much about how we are
to live well with each other, and with the rest of
creation; they inoculate us against the mess we
are making.

Seeking progress and secular contentment, we are
steadily shaping the world in the image of Eliot’s
poem, The Wasteland.  Wildness and beauty are in
retreat.  Waste abounds.  The nymphs are departed.

Modernity has made us short-sighted.  All we can
see is society.  All we have a value for is self and
desire.  The only time we know is now - profane time,
empty of meaning, to be filled with things.  To the
extent that we regard the world outside the human
world at all, we see it as a kind of setting for human
action, a mine, a bin, an amusement.  We value
progress, but where is it exactly we think we are
going in such a hurry, and why?  And who do we
imagine is going to clean up after us, put our house
in order?  Time is short for such taxing questions.
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Manning Clark might not have won
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Courier Mail's Peter Charlton reports
on that newspaper's research in
Moscow - and the indifference it has
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REMORSE AND THE RETURN OF GRACE
I have no idea what to do about all this, but I have an
idea where to start.  The problem, being spiritual at
heart, must find its answers in that realm first of all.
Not in politics or economics, though those will come
in handy later.  Grief is where we start from.  Grief is
what I felt for the bush itself, as I stooped to pick up
trash, and for the stream running foul where once it
had run clean.

We must stop and know what it is we have done.  We
must own up to the waste we have made of so many
lives, of so much of the earth for the sake of comforts
and profits that cannot last.  "I think that it will take a
fundamental moment of remorse," writes Richard
Tarnas, author of The Passion of the Western Mind, "a
long moment of remorse, a sustained grief". There is
something we must die to, something we must
surrender, if we are to start out fresh.  We need to
lose the idea that all meaning, all value, all
intelligence lie in the human world.  

We must surrender our sense of ownership of the
planet, for we are only tenants here.  It's time to
renegotiate our place here, place our occupancy on a
new footing.  We may then wake to the intelligence,
beauty and sacredness of the web of life we are
caught up in. Remorse and humility may allow grace
to return, as Tarnas concludes his recent essay in
Resurgence - "A New Synthesis".  And grace is what
we need in spades, along with an outbreak of
intelligence, so long misdirected.  Perhaps it is not
too late.

Imagine if we did in fact make the rescue of the
environment the central task of civilisation, as Albert
Gore proposed in 1992.  If not the rescue of the
environment, better still the dignity of the planet, all
its places and races - among them ourselves.  If we do
not attend to the rescue of our world by the changing
of our hearts, all else will be lost.  It may be too much
to hope that Gore might, should he win office, do as
he proposed.  But we cannot look to politics for the
transformation we need.  We must look to ourselves.

THE FIRE SERMON
A few days after the cleanup, I took the path the other
way, beginning at the Leura Cascades and making for
the Gordon Falls.  Halfway along I encountered the
burnt-out hulks of two cars sprawled in the clearing
where the flying fox used to descend to the sanitation
plant on the valley floor. I realised at once that I had
discovered the source of what I had taken to be a
local bushfire, whose plume of black smoke I had
seen rising in that spot two weeks back.  Two broken

gods, I thought, made from what the earth supplies,
and abandoned violently for amusement when they
have stopped pleasing us.  What once moved us now
lies waste and will not go away.

LIFE AND DEATH BY WATER
I have been looking out on the Parramatta river these
past two days, where it flows through the city and
under the Lennox bridge.  Flooded by days of heavy
rain in the catchment, the slow brown river rises and
spills its banks, carrying silt up to the feet of the
eucalypts and river oaks standing there.  It runs with
refuse - drink bottles, bags, a car tyre or two, a dead
cat.  And these are only the things I can see.  This
waste and ugliness flow from how we choose to live.
The river's rise and fall continue too, despite us,
reminding me that the patterns of the wild persist
regardless of us.  The river's force is reassuring.  It
brings to mind the larger order of life to which we all
have membership, of which we are not the authors.  

As the water flows past, I hear a story on the radio
of how the water has cleared and the seals have
returned to the docks at Burnie, in Tasmania, the
result of 20 years of attention by the local
authorities.  I take this as a small sign of grace amid
news of floods, land clearance and the degradation
of the Murray-Darling.  It takes will and humility to
reverse the cycle of waste and foster renewal.  And
it takes grace.

(Mark Tredinnick is an essayist and teacher.  He is at
work on a cycle of essays about landscape and
belonging, set in the Blue Mountains where he lives.)
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ASIAN VALUES WESTERN DREAMS:
UNDERSTANDING THE NEW ASIA
By Greg Sheridan
Allen & Unwin pb 1999 $29.95
ISBN 1 86448 496 9

Japan’s low unemployment rate, say some
observers, is culturally-determined. Greg

Sheridan's Asian Values
Western Dreams includes
a fascinating example
that supports such an
observation. 

A Japanese company
intent on restructuring
presents a 53 year old
employee with two
choices: leave voluntarily
with a redundancy
payment or stay and
accept a large pay cut.
The man chooses to stay.
His pay is cut. Company
executives bully him. He
feels humiliated and his
health suffers. Then a
strange thing happens,
something that is
difficult to imagine in a
Western society. The
man’s wife sends a
written plea to the
company’s president:
would company
executives cease
harassing her husband?
They do. The man is
restored to a place of
honour in the firm, albeit
with a reduced salary. In addition, the company
president writes and apologises for what has
occurred. Restructuring proceeds without workers
being sacked. 

Now, there may well be pressures in today's Japan
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acting to undermine the tradition of lifetime
employment in medium and large firms. The
recession and other forces are compelling Japanese
business leaders to reappraise company goals and
ways of working. But Japanese values remain a
powerful force. In Asian Values Western Dreams,
Greg Sheridan sets out to explore Asian countries
and the matter of Asian values in the wake of the
economic crisis that began in 1997, particularly Asian
views of Asian values. 

A good deal of attention was lavished on Asian values
during the so-called "East Asian miracle" period.
What might be said now especially by Asians? Greg
Sheridan discusses such questions as he journeys
through the Philippines, Indonesia, Singapore,
Malaysia, China and Hong Kong, Taiwan, Thailand,
India, Korea, Japan and the "Asian Superpower" - the

United States. He
provides background
summaries, surveys
current issues and
trends and reports on
interviews with key
political figures and
"ordinary" people. 

In the chapter on
Indonesia, the author
discusses the complex
nature of Indonesian
society and notes
three forces - one
socialist–inclined, one
opposing foreign and
ethnic Chinese
ownership and one
favouring self-
sufficiency - that could
undermine the free
market orientation of
recent times. Sheridan
suggests key issues
involve the role of
Islam, the political and
economic system
within the global
economy, the role of
ethnic Chinese and

other ethnic minorities and the balance between
Jakarta and the provinces. The Indonesian chapter
was written prior to the election of Abdurrahman
Wahid to the presidency. 

In the chapter on Malaysia, he argues that the West



has a "cockeyed view" of Islam. As he points out,
more Muslims live in Indonesia than in any other
country in the world and more Muslims live in India
than in any country in the Middle East. Yet the
Western media portray a particular view of Islam that
is not representative of much of the Islamic world. In
Malaysia, Dr. Mahathir has tried to use Islam as a
constructive force for modernisation. Malaysian
economic success therefore possesses the potential
to demonstrate the viability of multiethnic,
multireligious societies and to provide a new vision of
how an Islamic society can blend Islam and economic
modernisation. Meanwhile, an interview with a
member of "Sisters in Islam" elicits the following
viewpoint:

Some of us women went back to the primary
source of Islam, to read the Koran. Everything
we believe in concerning the rights of women
was validated in the Koran. It's all there in the
Koran. It didn't come about just with Western
feminism. But the professional literature, the
literature about the Koran, had been written by
men. Men read the verse on polygamy and
interpret it as a universal right to have up to
four wives. Women read the same verse and
see the injunction that if you can’t treat them
all justly you should marry only one.

There is a similar theme of reappraisal and change in
other chapters. The economic downturn has been a
"convulsive event" in Thailand, one that is
challenging old assumptions. And in the centre of the
Forbidden City opposite China's Tiananmen Square,
there is a sign on the board explaining the history
and structure of the Hall of Great Harmony:
"Brought to you by American Express". Profound
social change is underway in India, despite setbacks
and partial reversals encountered by the program of
economic reform during the past decade. An
important development is the number of
professionally-educated Indians - the Indian diaspora
- who are returning and assuming positions of
economic leadership. 

By journey's end, Greg Sheridan decides that he is
unable to state precisely or neatly what Asian values
are. Along the way, however, he singles out authority
as the one unifying idea in Asian values and stresses
the way that the young defer to elders in societies
where state authority is valued over the citizen. But is
it meaningful to speak of Asian values and Western
values? Should we be referring to some values as
universal values? Discussing Singapore and the

influence of Lee Kuan Yew, Greg Sheridan asks
whether Lee's Confucian vision is all that different
from traditional Christian politicians in the West?  But
the more important question, he believes, involves
what ends the proponents of Asian values are
seeking and with what success? 

Greg Sheridan believes that Asian values will prove
to be fundamentally important in shaping the 21st
Century. He reserves sharp criticism for those in the
West who were encouraged by the "Asian crisis" to
dismiss Asian values:

The most superficial and silliest Western
reaction to this crisis was to think that the
whole Asian values debate was invalidated, as
if the way in which vibrant dynamic societies
decide to define themselves suddenly loses
significance because of an economic reversal.

RESHAPING THE LABOUR MARKET:
REGULATION, EFFICIENCY AND
EQUALITY IN AUSTRALIA
Edited by Sue Richardson
Cambridge University Press pb 1999 
rrp $34.95
ISBN 0 521 65424 6
(hb ISBN 0 521 65281 2 rrp $90.00)

In general, the contributors to Reshaping The Labour
Market favour a regulated labour market. They
applaud centralised wage fixation and compulsory
arbitration. They believe that regulation of the labour
market is justified in particular by the way it allows
the incomes of low-skilled workers to be improved
while enhancing their standing as employees. 

This is a call to reinstate industrial tribunals to centre
stage. The problem is that Australia's (unique)
industrial arrangements of former years coincided
with a number of disappointing outcomes.
Productivity growth was unimpressive. Many
domestic product markets were not internationally
competitive. Work rigidities and inefficiencies were
institutionalised in many industries and workplaces.
Employer and employee complacency grew behind
the high tariff wall erected around Australia.
Generalised wage movements occurred with little
respect for the circumstances applying in individual
workplaces. Slippage occurred relative to other
countries in Australia's standard of living. 

Do we really wish to reinstate a regulated labour
market at a time when technology, globalisation,
floating exchange rates and huge capital flows are
interacting to heighten the importance of all that is
meant by the term "international competitiveness"?  
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payments and foreign debt problems amounts to a
mistake.

Sue Richardson and Ann Harding discuss the link
between low wages, low family income and the tax
and transfer systems. They argue that it is preferable

to reduce the average
level of wages - or wage
growth - than to reduce
the wages of those at
the bottom end of the
wage distribution.

Wage cuts, Bruce
Chapman believes,
might have little effect
on employment creation
in the short to medium
term. The solution, he
suggests, is to be found
in the short term in
focusing on aggregate
demand rather than
attempting to increase
the skills of the
unemployed. 

Jeff Borland and
Graeme Woodbridge
discuss the effect 
of deregulation on
employment and the
effect of wage
regulation on the
relative earnings of low-
wage workers. Deborah
Mitchell addresses the
relationship between

low wages and the standard of living.

Bob Gregory, Eva Klug and Yew May Martin oppose
wage deregulation for reasons of wage distribution;
they suggest that the policy emphasis should be in
the direction of  government action involving job
creation, job training schemes and sound
macroeconomic policies.  

(John McConnell is the co-author of several senior text
books)
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Reshaping The Labour Market answers in the
affirmative. Why? Rising income inequalities are a
decisive part of the explanation. Now this is a serious
issue and demands major policy action. But
Reshaping The Labour Market favours a regulated
labour market over alternative policy approaches to
inequalities.

There is more. There is
the view that employer-
command over employees
is unacceptable in a
socially egalitarian
society. A regulated
labour market, it seems,
is necessary for there to
be personal freedom and
dignity for workers. 

Some propositions to
emerge in Reshaping The
Labour Market include:

● market forces may 
or may not generate
efficiency, but regulation
is justified even though it
may reduce efficiency

● it is too simple to
suggest that the superior
employment growth and
low unemployment
achieved by the United
States in recent years
might have something to
do with market forces

● there is no correlation
among OECD countries between the extent of labour
market regulation and overall economic performance

Sue Richardson has edited the book and written the
opening chapter. "The ideal," Sue Richardson argues, 
"that underpinned Higgins’ industrial tribunals, that
reasoned argument adjudicated by an impartial
observer would replace punch and counterpunch
between employers and unions, still has great merit."  

Keith Hancock questions whether the industrial
relations reforms since the mid-1980s will raise
productivity. Even if they do, he says, higher
productivity may or may not assist our balance of
payments problems. Much depends, of course, on
exchange rate movements. 

However, Keith Hancock concludes that improving
industrial relations in order to solve balance of



REVIEW OF THE
REVIEWERS
Stephen Matchett

At the heart of the political biographer’s craft lies
hubris. What other than over-weaning pride in

their abilities could convince a writer that they can
not only chronicle the external events of a life but
also understand their subject’s soul and, if that is not
enough, turn authorial insights into a narrative that
engages and entertain readers.

It’s a big ask, but the siren song of biography has a
seemingly endless fascination for Australian political
writers. There are recent biographies of Kim Beazley
and Jennie George, of John Howard, Paul Keating
and Cheryl Kernot and even that secular saint of the
aged, Bronwyn Bishop.

Most of these books, and many more like them, are
the work of journalists, men and women skilled in
setting out the facts and even sometimes in making
their subjects appear interesting. But most of them
are also studies of lives in progress, timed to coincide
with hoped-for changes in the political cycle rather
than books for the ages.  And as such we can forgive
them much because who can hold a biographer’s
opinion to ransom when their subject can lose an
election, shoot themselves in the political foot with a
silly statement in parliament, change party or commit
some other act of career-crippling folly.

There is, however, a different standard for what used
to be called scholarly biography, works based on
years of archival research and which cannot disguise
their inadequacies behind their standing as studies of
"lives in progress". These works are meant for the
ages, not just the current political cycle, and their
purpose is to capture not just the public, private and
psychological lives of their subjects but, if they are to
have any hope of explaining their subjects, the
cultures they lived in.

Richard Freadman, a judge of the National Biography
Award, made the point in an interview with Susan
Wyndham that quotes him as saying:

We have theories that truth is an impossibly
elusive thing. But on the other hand, we hold
closely to the assumption that biography and
narrative history can bring us close to the
truth. (Sydney Morning Herald, 22 March)

It's not an easy task and doubtless the reason why
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even writers aspiring to the definitive resort to the
tricks of fashionable theory. For every Robert Caro,
who has spent years getting inside Lyndon Baines
Johnson’s life and mind via the written record of his
life, there is an Edmund Morris, who was so
perplexed by Ronald Reagan, that he resorted to the
tools of the novelist: imagined dialogue and
speculation.

As Professor Freadman
put it,

The well-researched
biography that
attempts to be
dispassionate and
accurate will always
have its place. But
now we might want
the biographer to say
why he was drawn to
write about a
particular person and
how his own life
experience might help
shape his view of that
person.

How fortunate it is that
academics are generally
far more interesting than
their subjects.

The task for the political
biography also grows
harder as sources
proliferate. It also gets
harder the more
contemporary the subject.
J. H. Plumb’s political
biography of Sir Robert
Walpole’s steps towards
power, The Making of a Statesman (London, 1956),
relied on a manageable amount of source material:
some public documents and collections of private
letters. For Peter Fitzsimons to have produced a
scholarly study of what may turn out to be Kim
Christian Beazley at the same stage of his political
cycle would have taken years: wading through the
cabinet and departmental papers, climbing the
mountain of media material and talking to hundreds
of people.

Of course Plumb would also have had the advantage
over Fitzsimons in that Walpole was a machiavellian
rogue of great political ability, making for an
interesting time for researcher and reader alike.

But the sheer scope of modern government, the
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comprehensive archives and the endless media
commentary it generates means that a biographer
who sets out to be comprehensive will take years,
probably decades, to master even the primary
sources. Academics contemplating the definitive study
of E.G. Whitlam should consider that the index to his
Papers in the National Archives takes nine volumes. 

There are, of course,
people who overcome
these problems by
sheer talent. David
Marr brought the skills
of a journalist and the
values of a scholar to his
now distant biography
of Garfield Barwick,
and John Edwards
came close to
producing a study of
Paul Keating which will
still be useful for
historians in 20 years
time, at least those who
are obsessed with
economic policy to the
exclusion of all else. 

Other writers, however,
deciding that the
traditional methodology
of the biographical form
is too cumbersome or
restricts the opportunity
for insight, turn to
different methodologies
to capture the soul of
their subject. The most
obvious example in the
Australian context is

Robert Menzies’ Forgotten People (Sydney, 1992)
which sought to explain the man and his politics
through a portrait of his values and psyche, as
uniquely plumbed by the author Ms Brett. 

Ms Brett’s conclusions were not universally saluted
by the commentators, not least by the Sydney
Institute’s Gerard Henderson. But it is symptomatic
of the challenge facing the biographer of such an
enormous figure as Menzies that she looked to tools
of analysis, other than a stakhanovite slog through
the archives, to explain him.

Ms Brett may have captured the core beliefs of Bob
Menzies far better than a scholar toiling for years
through the primary sources but her study was never
meant to be the biography of record that purports to



certainly the far more interesting of the two, paid an
extraordinary personal price for his unswerving and
unthinking sense of duty. Day sets out the evidence
but he delivers no adequate sense of the world-view
that helped make John Curtin’s life a misery of
depression, self-doubt, over-work and a constant
struggle with the grog.

Martin is far more respectful, or perhaps insensitive,
but he certainly provides enough evidence that hints
at a Menzies who was human enough to find life
depressing and who at times found his wife a trial.

Perhaps it is that Menzies and Curtin were men of an
age now past that leaves them dead on the pages of
these books. Perhaps it is because neither Martin
nor Day have the skill to capture a life, as opposed to
merely recording their public works. Or perhaps it is
because the authors see no purpose in trying to set
down the psyche of two individuals whose real
interest lies in their public activities.

Certainly Allan Martin made his position clear,
stating that, though few historians would want to do
it, he was interested in finding out "what actually
happened" and accordingly avoided "theoretical and
speculative reasoning" (p.xvii). David Day deals far
more comprehensively with his subject’s inner life
but in attributing motivation is content to say that
John Curtin "hoped for a better Australia" (p.x).

To have travelled any distance down the road of psycho-
biography would have made them different books, but
for readers looking for more than a summary of
elections and events, they are the poorer for it. 

Yet the greatest failing of both books is in their
refusal to look to the way Curtin and Menzies
represented two aspects of a political ideology which
continues to dominate Australian politics. Curtin’s
inclination towards a command state and Menzies’
absolute determination to turn Australia into a wealth
generator for the rentier class shaped Australian
political thinking for a generation.

The books render their subjects as historical figures
rather than men who shaped 20th Century Australia.
Menzies is gone a bare 30 years but, despite the false
dawn of the Keating years, his values still contest for
dominance in Australian public life. While he may not
love her till he dies, the same sort of Queen’s man
lives in the Lodge as did when Elizabeth R toured 50
years ago. As the ALP struggles to find something
electorally acceptable to campaign on, Curtin’s
socialist belief in a manichean struggle between
labour and capital makes him a secular saint for a
Labor Party a little short on role models.

Neither author plays the populist card – they are

both capture the soul and chronicle both its subject's
life and times. And to analyse a political life you need
the information that only a comprehensive narrative
biography based on a subject’s papers can provide.

Whatever the insights from other approaches, the
tradition of biography still holds that to capture a
"life" requires unremitting labour over years in the
archives. Clearly A.W. Martin and David Day think
so; both men have produced enormous – both in size
and sheer effort of research – biographies of two of
the key figures of 20th Century Australian politics.

Allan Martin’s Robert Menzies: A Life, vol II 1944-
1978 (Melbourne University Press) completes the
masterwork of a great traditional biographer and
political historian. Some future whim of scholarly
fashion may see academics return to the study of
political history but it will doubtless be a long while
before there is a need for a biography of record of
Menzies. For the facts, dates and manoeuvres of
federal politics in the Menzies years Martin, is the
indispensable source.

David Day has also produced a political biography,
John Curtin: A Life (Harper Collins), which makes
any other unnecessary for a generation.

These are both substantive scholarly biographies of a
very traditional kind. Allan Martin does not
introduce himself as a character having a scotch with
Menzies as he prepares to deliver a radio talk from
the depths of opposition in 1943. Although David Day
is very much concerned with John Curtin’s inner life,
he does not subject him to any fashion in analysis. In
fact, Day’s portrait of Curtin, an alcoholic who fought
the demons of depression all his life, could probably
do with a psychoanalytical dimension, if only to
explain how such a tortured man ever found the
stomach for a life of political fights.  

Both writers have produced straightforward
chronological narratives that chart their subjects’
public and, to differing extents, private lives. The fact
that both authors are so respectful of their sources,
only stating what their evidence can substantiate, is
both the strength and weakness of both books. The
strength is scholarly: both books are sufficiently
comprehensive to dissuade other comprehensive
narrative studies for years to come. The weakness is
that for all the detail in the two books there is not
much of a sense of either man. 

These are real failings for two reasons. Firstly, both
authors have lost the chance to illuminate a culture
now gone and to explain the values of that Anglo-
Celtic Australian male which prevailed well into the
second half of the twentieth century. Curtin,
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historians not polemicists – nor is there any
editorialising about the great intellectual power and
timeless truths of their two subjects’ worldviews.
Considering one believed in the justice of socialism
and the other was never fussed by which duchess did
the duchessing, it is doubtful if anybody would
believe Day and Martin had they tried.

But Menzies and Curtin’s political values and
economic thinking, or lack of it, still shapes
Australian politics and both books, particularly
Martin’s would have benefited from more on the
intellectual context in which both men worked. 

Certainly Day is sympathetic to Curtin –
understandably so. John Curtin had the courage of
his political convictions and was quite capable of
staring down Winston Churchill, Thomas Blamey
and the ALP federal parliamentary caucus when he
had to. He also had the courage to change front when
circumstances, be they electoral necessity or national
survival, dictated. Curtin would work till he dropped
– literally – and if he ever had much fun it’s the one
thing Day has missed.

Martin is equally supportive of Menzies and
repeatedly defends him against charges of laziness,
complacency and vision-free political opportunism.
This, as Martin suggests, may only be a necessary
correction to the popular view of Menzies as a man
who sacrificed a generation of policy opportunities
for building a competitive Australian economy and
beginning to engage with Asia to his own
overbearing complacency and political opportunism.
From a self-confessed Labor man (Canberra Times,
16 November 1999), Allan Martin’s judgement is
undoubtedly objective but it does not explain why
Menzies was so utterly lacking in political
imagination or ambition for his country.

While Day and Martin do not say it, the fact remains
that we live in the political shadow of both men.

Certainly Menzies was far more at fault than Curtin,
who had a war effort to manage during his term as
prime minister. If Curtin had lived to win the 1946
election he may well have adopted the Chifley
command economy strategy but of the two it is only
Menzies who was in power long enough to be judged
as a nation builder.

Martin constantly reminds his readers that when it
came to issues of race, foreign policy, gender
relations and even economic policy, or the lack of it,
Menzies was a man of his time. But this is no defence
given that Menzies was prime minister for 17 years in
which period national policy on foreign policy,
migration and economics continued largely



unchanged. Menzies came to power thumping an
anti-Communist drum and playing "Rule Britannia"
on a tin whistle and left doing exactly the same. 

We are still debating the same issues: still, in one
form or another, arguing over whether Australia
should remain a European enclave, trying to isolate
itself from a globalising economy and the region we
live in. 

The quality and tone of the reviews demonstrate the
extent that Australia is intellectually trapped by the
antiquated paradigms of Curtin and Menzies’ values.
Many of the reviewers were positively tribal in the
way their own allegiances or attitudes towards either
man shaped the tone and content of their pieces.
Moreover it is surprising that neither the Sydney
Morning Herald nor The Age saw fit to review the
Menzies biography.

Some reviewers were happy to ignore the books and
just argue the case for or against Menzies or Curtin.
Peter Coleman set this unfortunate tone (The
Australian, December 11), describing Menzies as a
fun guy:

For many of my generation – the Depression
kids – R.G. Menzies means their youth and the
coming of good times. Forget about his
starchy followers. When he won his first
election 50 years ago, Menzies seemed just the
man to kick out the planners and regulators,
the socialists and killjoys. Happy days were
here again.

With that lead it is hardly surprising that his
discussion of Martin’s book was less analysis than
approving summary of the bits he liked, which was
pretty much all of them. In fact, the only thing that
Coleman did not like was that Martin did not lay the
praise on thick enough:

In his concluding reflections, Martin raises but
does not answer the question of Menzies’
greatness. He quotes, perhaps with approval,
the snotty conclusion of the English politician
and editor, Angus Maude, that "greatness
eluded him". Yet how do we assess greatness
in leaders of small countries? What would we
know of Napoleon if he had spent his life living
and working in Corsica?

Perhaps that he only once saw Marie Antoinette
passing by and yet he loved her till he died.

Michael Duffy was less impressed and in a unique
effort attacked Martin from the right. In a clarion call
on the dangers of soft-on-communism historians,

Michael Duffy criticised Martin’s book for not giving
the agents of Moscow the retrospective kicking they
so richly deserved (Daily Telegraph, 19 January):

For all its strengths, it suffers from that strange
and persistent strain in so much Australian
biography and history, a reluctance to criticise
communism too harshly.

What is worse, Martin was moderate in his
judgements:

Martin conscientiously explains as a general
point that some anti-communism in the late
1940s and 1950s was warranted by internal
and external events – but when it comes to the
details the communists receive surprising
respect.

Martin obviously wrote the book expecting charges
from the left that he was too soft on Menzies, so
Duffy’s attack from precisely the opposite direction
may well surprise, if only for its fatuity.

Ross Fitzgerald was far more conventional (Courier
Mail, 20 November) in his criticism of Menzies and,
to a lesser extent, the book. Like Coleman, he
brought a distinctly generational stance to his
perception of Menzies and applied it to Martin’s
biography.  For Coleman, it was the end of wartime
austerity that made Menzies great. For Fitzgerald, it
was Menzies’, as described by Martin, commitment
of Australian troops to Vietnam that made him bad. 

Fitzgerald had few other substantive criticisms of the
ground that Martin did cover. He charged that
Menzies’ old-age friendship with B.A. Santamaria and
his support for state aid to church schools and
commitment to peacetime conscription are not
sufficiently explored by Martin but readers of the
book who waded through page after page on these
subjects may think otherwise. 

While he acknowledged the strength of Martin’s
discussion of the Australian fear of communism and
Menzies’ consummate political skill Fitzgerald also
argued that the book gave little sense of the private
man and accused the author of being "unnecessarily
discreet about his private life". 

Perhaps the most illuminating comment, if only on
Fitzgerald rather than the book, was his judgement
that, 

All in all though Martin makes as good a case
as can be made for this long-serving
conservative politician.

It is a statement that could well distress Allan Martin
who went to great pains throughout the book to
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explain that he was writing a balanced biography not
a partisan tract. 

Jenny Hocking found much to criticise (Australian’s
Review of Books, 10 November), particularly that
Martin had written a biography of Menzies, rather
than the far more interesting H.V. Evatt: 

It is not uncommon to glimpse hidden within
the detail of an individual’s life the figure of
another of similar age, profession and
standing, against whom the central figure
paces, judges and measures him or herself.

Hocking then went on to unfavorably compare
Menzies with Evatt on foreign policy, the struggle to
ban the Communist Party and their respective legal
ability. Hocking did not think much of Menzies’
behavior on issues she deemed important and her
distaste extended to the way she considered the
biography. In particular she disputed Martin’s claim
that Indigenous Australians and women were not on
the political agenda in the 1950s and 1960s and
provided examples to support her point. While
Hocking accepted that Menzies, "is one of the few
Australian political figures whose life sustains a two-
volume exploration", her piece was less a review of
the book than a canter through 50 years of Australian
history to exercise her own hobby horses. 

It was left to Paul Kelly to provide the best of a
surprisingly sparse and sadly partisan collection of
reviews. Few understand the continuing political
importance of Menzies better than Kelly and it showed
in a masterful review (The Australian, 17 November).

Menzies won seven elections, a Bradmanesque
record never likely to be equaled. Labor had
only one resort, to de-legitimise the man and
his legacy. Paul Keating continued this
campaign into the 1990s knowing that
destroying Menzies’ reputation in the key to
discrediting the Coalition tradition.

Kelly argued that Martin’s greatest achievement is to
lift Menzies from the rut of partisan dispute. The
biography makes possible the much needed debate
on Menzies’ record and ideas in place of the
stereotypical praise and prejudice of commentators
who argue that he was too hard (or soft) on
communism or did not bring a 1990s perception on
the needs of Indigenous Australians to the 1950s
cabinet room.

Martin’s book should provoke a deeper and
wiser debate about the multifaceted Menzies.
His work leaves us with three impressions –
that Menzies’ success, far from being
inevitable was a close-run thing; that in his



strengths and failures Menzies was a man of his
times; and that Menzies succeeded not because
of some national aberration but because he
appealed to deep instincts and needs within our
political culture.

Of course Kelly is far too polite to have suggested that
perhaps Martin could have given us less chatty
narrative on Menzies as world traveller and more
analysis of his policy thinking and influence on a
generation of politicians. 

The coverage of Day’s biography was far more
affectionate and admiring of Curtin. This may
demonstrate the Labor sympathies of most of the
reviewers; then again, it might just reflect their
sympathy and admiration for a man who served his
country well at an appalling personal cost.  Curtin is
certainly far more appealing a character than Menzies
and where they both knew the unique misery of
political defeat, Curtin had to battle much harder to
build a political career.

The story of Curtin’s life is certainly extraordinary; a
poor boy with radical political ideas and no education
to speak of, rises to lead the ALP and while battling
the grog and depression still manages to lead
Australia through World War Two. So it’s not
surprising many reviewers ignored Day’s book to
focus on its subject.

Ross Fitzgerald (Courier Mail, 16 October) did exactly
that in a review absolutely unremarkable but for its
spectacularly unfunny headline, "Teetotal recall". It’s
surprising that an historian of Fitzgerald’s standing
had so little to say on Day’s book.

Kim Beazley (The Age, 4 December) was more
concerned with Curtin than the book and compared
his political achievement favourably against that of
Menzies. It is probably a measure of the man’s
modesty that Beazley did not make any comparisons
between Curtin’s standing as a great political leader
and that of other West Australian Labor hopefuls.
Certainly, Beazley liked the book:

It takes an excellent biographer and a first-rate
historian to present these important themes of
Curtin’s personal and political lives with such
clarity. They are high points of what is in every
sense a superlative effort of scholarship, and a
welcome contribution to Australian political and
social history.

But while readers could learn about Curtin’s wartime
leadership from Beazley’s review, there was very little
detail on Day’s work. 

Michael Sexton’s Sydney Morning Herald review
demonstrated an obvious affection for Curtin which
similarly overwhelmed any discussion of Day’s book:
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Curtin survives these pages as one of the few
inspiring figures in Australian political life. …
Curtin was still the right person for the greatest
crisis in Australia’s history in the same way that
Churchill and Roosevelt were the right people
at the same time for their countries. If modern
prime ministers go to the football, they
obviously believe they have to sit with Lachlan
Murdoch or James Packer.Times change, but it
is nice to think that if Curtin were here today he
would be happy to sit
with his friends.

Tim Wallace (Australian
Financial Review, 30
October) was not all that
concerned with the
book either, preferring
to state the obvious, that
his drinking and mood
swings would prevent
Curtin from becoming
Prime Minister now.

The long effort from
Keating biographer
John Edwards also
largely ignored Day
(Australian’s Review of
Books, 9 February),
preferring to consider
Curtin’s standing as a
guide for Labor in the
new century. There was
an element of warning in
Edwards’ argument that
Curtin no longer had
anything to offer the
party.

Curtin’s intellectual
and political struggles
mean less to us than
they did even a
decade ago, before the fall of the Berlin Wall.
The conflicts between revolutionary socialism
and evolutionary socialism, between
revolutionary parties and the Australian Labor
Party, between unions and parliament, were
still being fought when I was a student in the
1960s and now have been dead for so long that
1965 might just as well be 1925. There is no
contemporary lesson for Labor in Curtin’s
intellectual struggles.

But while Edwards dismissed Curtin’s policies, his
judgement of the man, as portrayed by Day, will give
heart to Labor apparatchiks looking for a winning
leadership style.
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The most pervasive myth is that Curtin was an
ordinary person in an extraordinary situation,
one who had greatness thrust on him by the
circumstances of war. In Day’s account, it is
manifestly not true. Curtin’s was a life of
unceasing intellectual and organisational toil.
He was not interested in wealth, he refused
safe opportunities to advance his parlia-
mentary career, he did not cultivate rich and
powerful friends. He believed in the ideals of

Labor and he lived
them. Curtin’s era did
not end half a
century ago with the
defeat of Chifley, but
a decade ago with the
destruction of the
Berlin Wall. The
struggles we engaged
in then don’t engage
us now. The
humanity of Curtin,
his simplicity, his
instruction in the
necessary selfish-
ness of political
leadership always
will.

David O’Reilly (Canberra
Times, 4 December),
addressed the same
point, but was more
optimistic for the true
believers, in a long essay
on Day, his book and its
subject: 

(Day’s conclusions)
deepen our under-
standing of our
nation’s past but, just
as importantly, pro-

vide clues to the meaning of the present, at
least for those in the Labor tribe searching for
something to hold onto in the deflated wake of
the Hawke/Keating period.

Rare among the reviewers, O’Reilly actually bothered
to discuss the book and was particularly interested to
demonstrate that Day’s Curtin was no saint who
somehow found himself sitting at the dispatch box:

…his book leaves a sense that while this was
an inspiring man with a great mind, a clever
manager of people with oratorial skills of rare
order, and a man who held the Labor Party
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together through turbulent years, he was also
capable of expedience and the political “fix”

Paul Kelly’s flinty piece also declined to embrace
Curtin (Australian, 26 January).

…the real factors in Curtin’s greatness are
open to dispute (he) was poorly equipped to be
a wartime leader; for most of his life his
radicalism was unacceptable to a majority of
Australians; and his personal flaws cast doubt
on whether he would have succeeded in
today’s politics.

It is a curious argument. If David Day accomplished
anything at all it was to show that Curtin was well-
equipped to be a war-time leader who united the
country where Menzies had failed. Whether he
would have succeed in today's politics is an irrelevant
question and if Curtin was not a great Australian
leader how does Kelly explain his own conclusion? 

The keys to his success were a superb feel for
Labor politics, a moral authority recognised by
supporters and opponents alike, impressive
media skills and an inner strength despite the
depression. Curtin was a plain man, not a hero.

Yet Kelly admitted that,

Curtin’s justification as prime minister is that
his contemporaries saw that nobody else, from
either side, was fit for the task.

If the Curtin Day portrayed, a man of ordinary
circumstances capable of rising to extraordinary
public and private challenges, does not qualify for
greatness, nobody in Australian public life ever will. 

It was left to Greg Sheridan (The Australian, 18
December) to build a subtly partisan case for Curtin,
at least in foreign policy. Sheridan agreed with
Edwards that Curtin’s political record on most issues
is irrelevant:

the old, extinct socialist religion of the 1910s
and 1920s that formed Curtin is now as exotic
as the Amish religion.

However, Sheridan still found much to admire,
particularly Curtin’s triumph over Menzies
Anglophilia. Sheridan is too subtle to state it, but
there is an implicit contemporary relevance in his
contrast of the two men:

The qualities of character and intellect that
Curtin developed made him the only choice to
lead the nation when Menzies’ government fell
apart, not least because of Menzies’ foolish
Anglophilia. There have been many books and

not a few television mini-series about Curtin’s
wartime prime ministership. Any sympathetic
biography of him inevitably ends up an anti-
biography of Menzies. Both Menzies and Evatt
emerge as much lesser figures than Curtin,
whose great strength was to see the weakness
and ultimate dishonesty of Britain’s claim that
Australia could or would be defended by the
Singapore naval base, to realise the necessity
of turning to the US for help and to assist on
the return of Australian troops from the Middle
East to defend Australia. This last decision,
against the furious pressure of Winston
Churchill and to the annoyance of Franklin
Roosevelt, was no small thing for an Australian
Prime Minister. Day argues that Menzies,
though a less nervous temperament, would not
have had the strength of character to do it.

Day and Martin did not write their books as tracts for
our times. The fact that so many reviewers saw them
as such demonstrates just what a traditional narrative
biography can still achieve.
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THE DAILY TELEGRAPH, PRIVATE MORALITY
AND “NO EXCUSES”

Let the theme be morality.  Media morality. And let
the lesson be preached, in the first instance at

least, by the Sydney Daily Telegraph.

The Sydney Morning Herald and The Age broke the
news of Melbourne businessman Richard Pratt’s
private life – along with references to the billionaire,
the mistress, the baby and so on - on Wednesday 15
March 2000.  Having missed the story, the News
Limited press went in very hard indeed on the
following Thursday, Friday, Saturday and so on –
while the Fairfax press eased off a bit.  On Thursday
16 March the Daily Telegraph’s page one lead read
“Secret life of billionaire, his mistress and their love
child”  The following day (Friday) the emphasis was
much the same: “Gagged: Court stops nanny tale
about billionaire”.  On Saturday the story only made
Pages 10-11 plus three whole pages in the “Weekend
Extra” section.  That’s all.  The next day the Sunday
Telegraph took over with an analysis by Warren
Owens occupying three full pages under the heading
“What a tangled web”. 

With the very best yet to come. On Monday 20
March 2000, in fact.   This time the Daily Telegraph
devoted most of Page 3 to a story heading “The
biological reason why men cheat”.  Journalists Anna
Patty and Rachel Rodda reported on research
published in the science journal Personality and
Individual Differences. According to Patty and Rodda:

It’s the scientific explanation straying males
have been waiting for. The reason for their
infidelity may be found in the fact that their
sperm count rises when they are away from
their regular partner. A new report in the
science journal Personality and Individual
Differences says a man’s sperm count varies
significantly depending on how often he sees
his partner. The researchers found that when
couples spend all their time together, men
release about 389 million sperm each time they
ejaculate. But that number almost doubles to
712 million when they spend only 5 per cent of
their time in their partner’s company. The
researchers claim this could provide a
biological reason for infidelity.

How frightfully interesting. There followed reports of
the views of Anne Hollonds, chief executive of
Relationships Australia (NSW), along with those of
Peter Trick, his girlfriend Jade Taylor and their
friend Andrew Simpson.  At the end of the report
there was a pointer to the editorial on Page 18. Here
the Daily Telegraph editorialised with some
pomposity under the heading “A valid reason is no
excuse”:

Some men will take comfort in scientific
findings, reported in today’s Daily Telegraph,
which seem to give a biological excuse for
infidelity. It is easy to see why. The idea that
adultery is somehow programmed into men
provides the perfect excuse.

But the most important part of analysing this
fascinating study is the role of free will. Free
will, unable to be measured in any empirical
way, is the bedrock upon which relationships
are built. Ultimately, people choose whether to
act on their inclinations. No excuses.

The Daily Telegraph’s “no-excuses-for-bonking-out-of-
a-relationship” missive sent a shiver through News
Limited’s news room.  The (self-scored) Free Will 3
vs Biological Excuses 0 score line indicated just
where, officially at least, the Daily Telegraph stands
on issues of morality – public and private.  Which
explains, no doubt, why the Daily Telegraph sees no
reason to report on the private lives of, say, its very
own proprietor, editors, producers, journalists and
the like.  It’s just not necessary, apparently.  No
excuses, eh.

BOB INCONSISTENT (OF COURSE)
While on the issue of public morality, consider the
case of Bob Ellis.  On 9 February 2000 Your Man was
interviewed by his old mate Phillip Adams on ABC
Radio National’s Late Night Live program.  The
discussion marked the occasion of the release of Bob
Ellis’ most recent tome So It Goes: Essays, Broadcasts,
Speeches, 1987-1999 which is published (without an
index) by Viking.

1999 was a significant year for Mr Ellis.  It saw the
Australian Capital Territory Court of Appeal uphold
the decision of Justice Higgins that Bob Ellis had
defamed Peter Costello, Tanya Costello, Tony Abbott
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Bob Ellis: Yes.

PA: Things that he public has a right to know?

BE: Things that would hurt my children. Things
about them or things about myself that would
hurt them. Which is why the recent episodes
have upset me.

Phillip Adams let the matter rest there and, instead,
raised the issue of the beach.  It was all rather soft.
Mr Adams did not ask why, if  Bob Ellis was so keen
on protecting his family and himself from upsetting,
hurtful moments, he had chosen to go public about
the Ellis/Long assignation.

Alas, it was not a night for tough questioning.  So
went So It Goes.

CHRISTOPHER PEARSON – PROPHET 
(OF SORTS)
The once-a-fashionable leftie - now a fashionable
conservative - Christopher Pearson is also another
who has raised the question of the proper
relationship between private morality and public
office.  In 1993 Christopher Pearson was looking for
a reason to drop his life-long support for Labor and
vote for the Coalition.  However, in the event, he just
could not get around to doing so and ended up
supporting Paul Keating and Labor over John
Hewson and the Coalition?  Why?

As Christopher Pearson tells it, he just could not get
over the report that Dr Hewson had left his wife on
Christmas Day.  Therefore he resolved that he could
not vote for the Liberal National Party Coalition.  But
Mr Pearson did support John Howard and the
Coalition in March 1996 and again in October 1998.
Since then, as a born-again conservative, he has been
very keen to point out that Labor, under Kim Beazley,
is doomed.  The message is repeated ad nauseum in
CP’s weekly Australian Financial Review column
which includes occasional bouts of prophesy.

● 28 June 1999 

Christopher Pearson’s weekly column in the
Australian Financial Review is headed “Kim tastes
winter of discontent”.  It is accompanied by a photo of
Kim Beazley (which shows the Labor leader shortly
after a cream pie had been plastered all over his face)
accompanied by the caption: “The Labor leader’s job
is on the line as voters register dissatisfaction”. 
Get it?

CP commences his column with the (brave)
prediction that “the next few months will determine
whether Kim Beazley can survive as leader of the
Labor Party”.  And he ends with more of the same:
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and Margaret Abbott in his book Goodbye Jerusalem.
During the trial in late 1998 in the ACT Supreme
Court, Bob Ellis made a number of unscheduled
appearances outside the court where he proclaimed
the right to write what he had written – even though
he acknowledged that what he had said about the
appellants in the case was false.

Early 1999 saw Your Man in yet more, primarily self-
inflicted, controversy.  A certain Alexandra Long
maintained that Bob Ellis had fathered her child, the
conception having taken place at Room 412 of the
Devere Hotel in Sydney’s Kings Cross. No less.  Your
Man admitted to the affair but initially denied
paternity.  It was in this persona that Bob Ellis
appeared on ABC Radio 2BL in Sydney and explained
in graphic detail to presenter Philip Clark why he
could not be father to the child. It would be
inappropriate to repeat the particulars of Ellis’ on-air
pleadings in a family oriented magazine like this.
Needless to say, the interview was depicted in the
media as “distasteful”. You can say that again.

Now move forward to the Adams/Ellis interview.
Did the interviewer pursue the interviewee on his
stated belief that it was proper to publicly address
the (alleged) private lives of others?  Did the
interviewer invite the interviewee to elaborate on his
decision to turn on his own private life into an on-
going real life soap opera?  Not on  your nelly.  Let’s
go to the audio tape.

Phillip Adams: ….Everything that [Norman]
Mailer does – and is done to Mailer – turns up
in his prose.

Bob Ellis: I haven’t stabbed my wife on the night
I was announcing for parliament but certainly
there are parallels.

PA: Well, you have in fact stabbed your wife in
other ways, though, haven’t you?

BE:This is true. I’m so sorry you brought that up.

Stop the tape.  For a moment, at least. Here is the
courageous Bob Ellis who proclaims his right to
discuss the (alleged) private affairs of others but
does not want an interviewer to speak about his own
private life – even though it is a matter of public
record due primarily to Ellis’ self-generated wind-
baggery on-air.

In any event Phillip Adams took the hint and moved
away from Ellis’ private affairs.  But, soon after,
discussion returned to the public’s right to know.

Phillip Adams: …Is there anything that you
wouldn’t write about in your own life?  Do you
censor aspects of it?



Baby-boomer journalists habitually
underestimate the extent of their own
estrangement from Generation X. Perhaps
because he has a large family, The Australian’s
Dennis Shanahan is one of the few to notice
Howard’s appeal among the young, the stuff of
the pollsters’ “uncommitted” category. Ronald
Reagan was very popular with the same
constituency.

Occasionally, the most prescient political
observers are the cartoonists. Les Tanner’s
bewreathed Billy McMahon announced the end
of an era. Last week Patrick Cook depicted
Kim Beazley as a circus clown watching the pie
about to hit him and asking: “Why me?” If the
trail of colleagues passing through Martin
Ferguson’s office at week’s end think Beazley
is in any doubt about what game he’s in or that
his heart’s not in it, they’ll soon find a less
demanding role.

● 3 July 1999.

Writing in the Courier Mail CP analyses the Newspoll
on the voting intentions of Generation X (as reported
in The Australian on 28 June 1999).  Using the
Newspoll data, Dennis Shanahan had reported in The
Australian that “the Coalition seems to be the new
party of choice for Generation X, or at least those
people aged between 18 and 24”. CP agrees.  He tells
Courier Mail readers : “While there’s reason to think
that young voters are far more fickle than their
grandparents, they are susceptible to Coalition
wooing in ways that the baby boomers largely have
not been”.  CP describes all this as a “stinging rebuff”
to ALP leader Kim Beazley and suggests that Simon
Crean may be anointed as a “leader mid term”  In
other words, the news is bad for Beazley who will
soon lose his job.  Or so the prophesy goes.

● 12 July 1999.

CP commences by quoting the authority he respects
most and knows best.  Himself.

A fortnight ago I noted that Kim Beazley’s
ratings in the authoritative Newspoll were
falling steadily and that his standing among 18
to 24-year-olds seemed to have collapsed.
Recent figures confirm both trends.

Once again, CP’s source was Newspoll.  He
acknowledged that “while it’s still conceivable that he
[Beazley] may recover and go on to lead his party to
the next election, it’s looking less and less likely”. CP
points to ALP deputy leader Simon Crean as a
possible successor to Beazley.  Whatever happened
to Martin Ferguson?
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● 27 September 1999.

CP comes out in support of Simon Crean taking over
from Kim Beazley as Labor leader:  “The sooner
Simon Crean dispatches him [Beazley] to
comfortable retirement in some Dawkinsesque
university, the better”.

● 11 October 1999.

CP returns to the Newspoll analysis before
predicting, once again, Kim Beazley’s replacement
by Simon Crean as Federal ALP leader:

The recent results of the authoritative
Newspoll confirm that Beazley is facing an
enormous task to hang on to his job, assuming
he really wants it. Outside the capital cities,
support for him and Labor has slumped since
the last election, when the two parties were
neck to neck with the Coalition on 43 per cent
and the ALP on 42 per cent. Since then,
government support in the bush has climbed
to 48 per cent and Labor’s fell to 38 per cent.

CP concludes that “the young and the restless within
shadow cabinet recognise that Simon Crean is
probably entitled to his turn….”.  Original thought,
this.

● 8 November 1999.

CP sees Kim Beazley as personally responsible for
the failure of the “Yes” vote in the constitutional
referendum on the republic – per courtesy of
Newspoll, once again: “…The message of the
authoritative Newspoll [on the republican
referendum] is that the harder Beazley campaigned
the more estranged his blue-collar support base”.  So
it’s Beazley’s fault, then.  CP finds time for a swipe at
Liberal deputy leader Peter Costello who, according
to The Thought of Christopher Pearson, is
“increasingly seen as suffering from an elitist
deafness to public opinions”.

CP concludes with a “A final prediction”.  Namely
that “the Government will move swiftly to declare
that the Governor-General is both du jure and de facto
head of state”.  Alas, half a year after CP’s prophesy
was made it remains unfulfilled.

• December 1999.

The (calendar) year ends.  Contrary to Christopher
Pearson’s prediction, Kim Beazley is still Labor
leader.  Moreover the polls indicate that he has at
least a chance to lead Labor to victory at the next
Federal election – even if John Howard’s Coalition is
entitled to start favourite.

And what about CP’s comment that John Howard has
captured the youth vote?   Alas, on 29 December 1999



authorised  by (former Governor General) the Hon.
Bill Hayden - care of his (taxpayer  funded) office at
1 Eagle Street Brisbane.  The advertisement read
“It's  Not Time for Australia: The Following
Australians Will Be Voting No To This  Republic”.  It
was a rather pompous entry to the debate - as
advertisements  of this kind invariably are.
Signatories listed their professions.  Categories
included academic, business, legal, medicine,
military - even  academic/medical.  And those with
titles paraded their gongs.  As in  Emeritus Professor
Dame Leonie Kramer AC ODE and The Rt. Hon. Sir
Harry  Gibbs GCMG AC KBE et al.  Well done. 

Included among the constitutional monarchists were
the following entries:  “Archbishop Harry Goodhew:
Religious-Anglican Archbishop Sydney” and “Mr
Christopher Pearson: Journalist”.  No problem about
this.  A chap,  religious or otherwise, is entitled to
state a position on whether  Australia should have an
Australian head of state.  Or is he? 

On 3 November 1999 George Pell, the Catholic
Archbishop of Melbourne,  issued a media release in
which he appealed to all Australians, whatever  their
religious or political convictions, to vote “Yes” in the
constitutional referendum.  Dr Pell acknowledged
that “there is no one  Catholic view on Australia's
constitutional arrangements” but argued, on
temporal grounds, that “the Royal symbolism has
eroded”. 

Whereupon Christopher Pearson exploded - per
courtesy of those whom he is  wont to describe as
taxpayer-funded-ABC-trendy-leftists.  He was
interviewed by Mark Colvin for the ABC Radio PM
program on Thursday 4  November 1999 and told
ABC Radio listeners that it was “impossible” for
Archbishop Pell “to speak publicly in a way that's
divorced from his role  of leadership as a bishop and,
in fact, it's improper”.  He described Dr  Pell's
somewhat bland media release of the previous day as
“an entirely  intemperate and tribal Irish kind of
attack”.  Mr Christopher Pearson:  Journalist
continued: 

The thing is that a bishop, as a pastor, has an
obligation to reach out to  as many people as
humanly possible. And it's inconsistent with
that role to be engaging in sweeping
denunciations of the kind that he's engaged in.
What he's done is to jeopardise his pastoral
role to nearly half of his  flock, and it's delinquent
and he really ought to think better of it.

Mr Pearson went on (and on) arguing why Dr Pell
should not have taken a  pro-republic position.  Even

Dennis Shanahan reported for The Australian under
the heading “Gen Xers turn off Howard for Labor”.
Analysing the most recent Newspoll results,
Shanahan commented that “support among the
youngest voters has shown a nine-point turnaround
with Labor turning a six point deficit into a three
point lead, 45 per cent Labor to the Coalition’s 42 per
cent lead, in the past three months”.  Which
demonstrates the problem with prophesy.

But none of this disturbs CP in post-millennium
mode.

● 21 February 2000.  

CP returns to an all-too-common theme. He uses
Newspoll data to run a case that Kim Beazley is in big
trouble “despite a four-point advantage mid-term to
the ALP”. This time CP abandons Simon Crean and
suggests, instead, that New South Wales Labor
premier Bob Carr might take over from Kim
Beazley?  Thunders CP : “If there is no truth in the
rumours, Carr might like to issue a categorical denial
and perhaps to spend more time on his bailiwick and
less effort adopting postures on federal and, for that
matter, global causes.”

But why should Bob Carr respond to the theories of
weekly columnists?  Unfortunately, CP does not say.

● 13 March 2000.

More of the same about Kim Beazley.  And CP, again
with reference to Newspoll, reminds his readers that
“the Coalition now enjoys a five point lead, 47 to 42
per cent”.

For the record the March quarter concluded with the
ALP marginally ahead of the Coalition on primary
votes – according to Newspoll, that is – 43 per cent to
42 per cent. What does it all mean about the 2001
Federal election?  Nothing much, really – except that,
at this stage, it seems that the next election may be
close.  That’s all.  Meanwhile stand by for more
Christopher Pearson prophecies on the ALP, Kim
Beazley, etc. We will keep you posted.

WHAT'S GOOD FOR THE (ANGLICAN) 
GOOSE - NOT SO FOR THE (CATHOLIC)
GANDER

The evidence suggests that, at times, Christopher
Pearson's sense of  morality moves from those issues
which clearly belong to Caesar to those  which
belong to God.

On 25 October 1999 The Australian carried a full-
page advertisement which was organised by
Australians for a Constitutional Monarchy and
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to the extent of suggesting that the  conservative
Archbishop did not believe what he was saying but
was  attempting to win favours by adopting a “left
wing” position in order to  “ingratiate himself with his
political and ecclesiastical opponents”.  His  only
source was the (fictional) Dame Edna Everage.  In
conclusion, Mr  Christopher Pearson: Journalist
called on Archbishop George Pell to  “recant” since
“he's made a fool of himself”. 

Now consider the ecclesiastical position, so far.
According to Saint  Christopher's Epistle to ABC
listeners, it is entirely inappropriate for a  Catholic
archbishop to take a public stance on a contentious
political  issue, one which could “jeopardise his
pastoral role to nearly half of his  flock”.  Presumably
the same Saint-Christopher-endorsed-rules apply to
an  Anglican bishop. Archbishop Goodhew, say, the
Anglican Archbishop of  Sydney. 

But no.  Here Mr Christopher Pearson: Journalist
reverted to the  all-too-familiar “that's  different” line
of defence in writing in defence  of his position in the
Sydney Morning Herald and The Age (6 December
1999).   Here is Christopher Pearson's rationale for
why it is okay for Anglican  Archbishop Goodhew to
be a public monarchist and for Catholic Archbishop
Pell to be a republican: 

The Church of England's Erastian origins
make its relationship with the  state uniquely
complicated. While Australian Anglicans don't
have the same  obligations to the Queen as
their English counterparts, there are still  ties
that bind. Apart from the various civic oaths of
allegiance Dr  Goodhew may have sworn, there
are other solemn oaths of allegiance he'd  have
sworn on ordination and licensing. For many
clergy, upholding them is  an imperative matter
of conscience.

So there you have it.  It's okay for Archbishop
Goodhew to be a (public)  monarchist - because of
the Church of England's Erastian origins and all  that.
But it's not okay for Archbishop Pell to be a (public)
republican -  presumably because the Catholic
Church does not have Erastian origins.  Got  it? 

ISMS AND THE COMMONWEAL
While on the subject of morality, it's time to consider
some sub themes  which trigger offences against the
commonweal.  As in: 

Genderism 

On 23 October 1999, Canberra based Daily Telegraph
journalist Malcolm Farr  interviewed a promising,
young, female MP.  Least Media Watch be accused of

gender-based offence, it is not proposed to repeat the
lady's name. 

As reported, the interview consisted of 18 questions
and answers.  Malcolm  Farr's first question asked
the what was “the most fun you've had in the  past 12
months”.  Then there was a softner-up question on
“happiness”.  Followed by another on “social life”.
Then the BIG QUESTION.  Followed by  some
(intellectually) small questions:

Q: What about your personal friend, your deep
close friend [the gentleman  concerned was
named here and his job described.]

Q: Do you sneer at him because he works for
a State Government but you  work in the big
league of Federal politics?

Q: There's a relatively high proportion of young
women in the party now. Do you ever gang up
and bully the fat old blokes?

Q: They [the male MPs] might just think you
tell the best dirty jokes.

Q: I know a man in your electorate who refers
to you as Tasty [name  deleted] because you're
good-looking. Now, I find that offensive. What
do  you think of it?

Malcolm Farr - Get a question. Or questions.

Moral Equivalentism

Elaine Canty's been to Cuba, too. Recently, in fact.
She wrote an opinion  piece in The Age (11 January
2000) about a trip to Cuba shortly after the  story
broke about the fate of six year old Elian Gonzales.
Elian's mother  drowned in the Florida Straits while
attempting to flee Fidel Castro's Cuba  - along with
several others, including her son Elian.  Elian ended
up in  the United States where some members of the
large Gonzales family attempted  to have him remain.
As at the time of going to press, the issue was
unresolved. 

Ms Canty started off with one-big-generalisation.
Namely “everyone” in  Cuba, from President Fidel
Castro to the earnest young man pedalling his
rickshaw taxi, called it “The Kidnapping”.  Just
everyone, apparently.   Yes, absolutely everyone.  Ms
Canty conceded that the demonstrations  demanding
that Elian be returned to Cuba were “shamelessly
orchestrated by  Castro for his own complex political
agenda”.  However she declared “there  was no
doubting the sincerity of the Cuban people in their
belief that  Elian's proper place was indeed with his
father Juan Gonzales” in Cuba.  So  there you have it.
The “Cuban people” all 12 million of them - agree
with Fidel Castro that Elian should return to Cuba. 



their  microphones.

Can it be said that Our Piers was intent on misleading
Ma'am? 

First there never was any evidence that Australian
republicans were intent  to cause the Queen any
embarrassment during the Royal Tour.  Nor did any
embarrassment take place.  As the Queen publicly
acknowledged before she  departed Australia on 1
April 2000, she was treated with professionalism  and
courtesy by monarchists and republicans alike. 

Second there is the question of Our Piers's  little list?
Are the  republicans in the Australian media really
confined to ABC types,  columnists at The Australian
and the Sydney Morning Herald and some  talkback
radio hosts? It seems that Piers A. forgot that no
paper worked  harder at advancing the republican
cause than his very own Daily Telegraph.  And no
proprietors argued more fervently that Australia
should have an  Australian head of state than Lachlan
Murdoch, Our Piers's boss. 

There are just a few facts which Piers Akerman did
not communicate to  Ma'am. 

● In New York on 23 December 1999 Lachlan
Murdoch (the senior executive  vice president and
News Corporation and chairman of News Limited)
strongly  supported the proposal that an Australian
should replace the Queen as   Australia's head of
state. 

● On 5 November 1999 the Daily Telegraph
editorialised in favour of a  “Yes” vote. And it's no
secret that Rupert Murdoch has been a republican
for yonks.  Good on him. 

And so on. What's a “No” voter like Our Piers doing
among the republican  hordes at News Limited and
on the Daily Telegraph and the Sunday Telegraph.
Writing misleading missives to Ma'am, apparently.

GREAT U-TURNS OF OUR TIME
(CONTINUED) 
● Michael Duffy on why Adolf Hitler is not relevant
to contemporary  Australia: 

In recent times we have seen, in public debate
over Aboriginal matters, the growing influence
of people, Jewish and non-Jewish, with a
particular  interest in the Nazi Holocaust? This
will be all to the good, but it is  important the
lessons of the Nazi holocaust are not applied
too crudely. I am not trying to excuse the
horrors that did occur, or the long refusal of
white Australia to acknowledge them, but there
is a risk the moral pendulum  is now swinging

Elaine Canty came out with the familiar tales of
liberal (in the North  American sense of the term)
visitors to the left wing dictatorships -  focusing on
the (alleged) moral equivalence between elected
democracies and  totalitarian dictatorships. 

● She “felt a lot safer walking the streets of Havana,
even at night, than  [she] did in New York” Fancy
that.  Come to think of it, the streets of  Berlin (circa
1938) and Moscow (circa 1948) were pretty safe for
tourists. 

● She was much impressed by the Cuban education
system: “There are  obviously no economic
rationalists in the Ministry of Education.”  Well  that's
good news.  So let's not worry about the totalitarian
communist  ideology pumped out to school kids by
the same Ministry of Education. 

● She opined that “there are millions of
disadvantaged Americans, some of  them third
generation welfare recipients, who, if they knew what
is  supplied to all citizens of communist Cuba, might
wonder who really is  living in the Land of the Free”.
Well they might.  Or they might reflect  that there is
somewhat more freedom in the United States.  At
least there  you can criticise both Bill Clinton and
Fidel Castro.  In Cuba,  just the  former. 

But the clincher of Ms Canty's argument turned on
her assessment: “It has  become clear that it is much
better to be poor in Cuba than poor in the  United
States or Australia”. Which explains, of course, why
so many  Americans and Australians risk their lives in
attempting to flee to Cuba -  and Fidel Castro's
ideological embrace - each year. 

Ma'amism 

Believe it or not, but Daily Telegraph columnist Piers
Akerman apparently  hoped that, during the recent
Royal Tour, Elizabeth II would read his  column.
Consequently his piece (predictably entitled
“Dilemma engulfs the  republicans”, Sunday
Telegraph 19 March 2000)) contained such
references as  “should you be reading this, Ma'am”
and “the truth, as you'd appreciate,  Ma'am”.  Really.
Piers A. even offered a bit of advice to the person he
calls Ma'am: 

You may get a bit of a laugh from the clumsy,
adolescent attempts by large  sections of the
local media to cause you some embarrassment
during your  visit over the republican cause.
There are scornful, spike-haired children at the
ABC, the petulant commentators at The
Australian and The Sydney  Morning Herald
and assorted tyros of talkback muttering into
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too far the other way. The German Holocaust
ought not to  be relied on too heavily to
interpret Australian history.

Daily Telegraph, 5 January 2000 

Good point.  The events of Germany 1933-1945
should not be used with  reference to contemporary
Australian history. 

● Michael Duffy on why Joe Stalin is relevant to
contemporary Australia: 

As Australian sociologist Katharine Betts has
suggested, many commentators adhere to
certain beliefs as a sort of status indicator; to
believe certain things indicates one's
membership of a small group which is morally
superior. This is a milder form of the old
Leninist belief that one is a  member of a sort
of enlightened vanguard. In his book The Great
Terror, Robert Conquest noted how Stalin and
his circle defined those outside it as  “non-
men”. It made it easier to attack them. We are
seeing something similar in the unprecedented
venom with which [John] Howard is being
attacked by certain sectors of the press. I do
not mean to link Australia  and the USSR,
beyond noticing that there are patterns to the
way democracy  breaks down and we should
be alert to them? 

Courier Mail, 22 March 2000 

Not so good point.  There is no similarity between the
events of the Soviet  Union 1917-1989 and
contemporary Australia. 

For one reason among many. Unlike Nazi Germany,
or the communist Soviet  Union, Australia has never
had a state ideology.  This seems pretty obvious  to all
who are wary of using European historical realities to
describe contemporary Australian events.  Except to,
er, Michael Duffy.  Writing in The Weekend Australian
on 18-19 March 2000, Michael Duffy claimed that
“multiculturalism” was a state ideology for 21 years
under prime ministers  Malcolm Fraser, Bob Hawke
and Paul Keating”.  This is just as nonsensical as
saying that constitutional monarchism was a state
ideology during Robert Menzies's time.  Michael
Duffy circa March 2000 will be well advised to  heed
the message of Michael Duffy circa January 2000.
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