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President’s Report

Well here we all are at the beginning of another semester 

after what was one of the busiest and most successful 

semesters for the UWA Politics Club. So as always, thank so 

much to all you loyal supporters for making this possible. 

Hopefully you’re all ready for another great semester!

I just want to start off by saying that I think 

it has been great that over Semester 1, we 

have seen the rise of student reporting 

on all things politics. Whether it be new 

student magazines or journals, student run 

websites, more political content in existing 

student publications or the numerous 

anonymous student blogs, State Magazine 

is just one of many sources of political 

information for students. 

I have always seen the aim of the Politics 

Club as being to inform students of political 

matters or provoke a debate around political 

ideas. Now whether or not the Politics Club 

has sparked this new level of interest in 

political reporting or whether these sites 

have always been there and I have just been oblivious to 

their existence, either way more information by students for 

students can only be a good thing. I think it is great and I 

hope it continues.

So what did you miss over the second half of Semester 1. For 

the launch of our biggest State Magazine ever, Issue 7, we 

had Senator Scott Ludlum from the Greens come and help 

us launch a fantastic issue.

Next we were lucky enough to have US Consul General Ms. 

Aleisha Woodward and Professor David Denemark speak at 

an event focused on the US Presidential Election, which will 

be held later this year. At the event they spoke to us about 

what we can expect from President Obama and Republican 

candidate Mitt Romney as well as where the battleground 

states are likely to be.

Finally we held our extremely successful “Don’t join a party, 

have a party” UWA Politics Club Cocktail Party at the 

Conservatory Rooftop Bar. It certainly was a 

fun filled evening. My apologies must go out 

to all of you who missed out on tickets. We 

didn’t expect such a massive response, but 

we’re definitely planning to put on a bigger 

and better cocktail party next semester. 

We’ve all been really busy over the break in 

order to make semester 2 even bigger and 

better. You can expect debates, round table 

discussions, lectures given by prominent 

politics figures, Q&A sessions, Mock 

Parliament and some fun filled social event. 

We’ll also be holding our AGM towards the 

end of semester so if you’re keen to run for 

any positions on committee keep an eye out 

for further details. You’ll find out more about 

all these great events throughout semester. 

Finally a big thank you must go out to Amanda, Rebecca, 

all editors and especially to all you who have contributed 

to another great issue of State Magazine. Thank you. For 

now good luck for the start of semester 2, if you have any 

questions or ideas feel free to email us at politics.club.uwa@

gmail.com and keep on making politics sexy!

Cheers,

Angus Duncan

President.

Hi Everyone!
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Editor’s Note

Hello and welcome to Issue 8 of State Magazine! This issue 

has turned out to be just as great at the last. It is so great 

to see so many people interested in politics 

and taking the time (over winter break!) 

to write for State. The quality and calibre 

of these articles is extremely high and I 

would like to thank every single person who 

contributed to this issue.

In this issue we are celebrating the 40th 

anniversary of Australia-China diplomatic 

relations. China has become Australia’s 

biggest trading partner in the last 40 years, 

and have now replaced the United States 

and Japan - our traditional trading partners. 

This relationship with China is extremely 

important to Australia and we need to 

continue to work actively with our Chinese 

neighbours to ensure the relationship 

remains strong and productive. 

In this issue, we were fortunate enough to interview the 

Honorable Alexander Downer on his view of the Australian-

China relationship, and I would like to personally thank Mr. 

Downer for his time. It was great to hear his views on the 

relationship and how Australia can work towards a better 

partnership with China. 

Semester 2 at UWA is well and truly underway. It is sure to 

be a busy semester for everyone! Guild elections are just 

five weeks away and I am sure it will be an interesting week 

on campus. Look out for the full run-down of the election 

in our next issue! I would to encourage you all to check 

out Texchange - the Guild’s online textbook exchange. It’s 

a convenient way for UWA students to sell old textbooks 

online and a great way to make some cash! I’m happy to 

say I managed to buy a Nespresso machine with the money 

earned from selling my old textbooks!

A lot has been happening in State politics in the last few 

months. Attorney-General and Treasurer, Christian Porter 

announced on 12 June that he would be stepping down from 

his ministerial portfolios to contest the seat of Pearce in the 

next election. This has caused a shuffle in the Cabinet, with 

Rob Johnson losing his position as Minister for Police to Liza 

Harvey, Michael Mischin promoted to Attorney-General, 

Murray Cowper as the new Minister for 

Training and Workforce Development and 

Minister for Development Services. Minister 

for Energy and Indigenous Affairs, Peter 

Collier has retained his two portfolios and 

picked up the Education portfolio, and 

Minister for Agriculture and Food, Terry 

Redman has now picked up Housing - 

formerly Troy Buswell’s responsibility. 

On the Federal level, the debate over illegal 

boat arrivals is continuing. Last week the 

record for the number of asylum seekers 

arriving by boat was broken, with over 

6,765 people arriving in the last year. Over 

the last three months, Newspoll has shown 

that approval ratings for Prime Minister 

Julia Gillard and the ALP remain low and has 

not improved in the last week. However, she 

has kepy a narrow lead over opposition leader, Tony Abbott 

as preferred Prime Minister - 42% to 38% - her biggest lead 

since December. 

Internationally, debates have been sparked over gun 

laws after the mass shooting at a movie theatre in Aurora, 

Colorado. Twelve people lost their lives and over 58 others 

were injured in the injured in the incident. France held it’s 

Presidential election in late-April with the incumbent, Nicolas 

Sarkozy running for a second and final term. Francois 

Hollande won the election with a vote of 51.63% to Sarkozy’s 

48.37%.  

That’s it for now! Once again, thank you to all the readers, 

donors and contributors who continue to make State 

Magazine a success. I look forward to the next issue, to be 

released towards the end of semester, which will focus on the 

2012 US Presidential election. I’m sure that will be another 

great issue and I encourage you all to contribute!

Amanda Robideau

Publications Officer
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Alexander Downer was a former Liberal Foreign Affairs 

Minister under the Howard Government. Serving from March 

1996 to December 2007, he is the longest-serving Foreign 

Affairs Minister in Australian History.

State Magazine had the opportunity to interview Mr Downer 

on his thoughts of the Australian-China relationship.

STATE: How would you characterise the current state of the 

Australia-China relationship?

“Well I think it’s been a lot better – I think the problem with 

the relationship is that it has been ambushed by too much 

politics and not enough diplomacy. So there hasn’t been a 

consistency in approach by Australians in China, and I think 

in diplomacy, you always need to try to be predictable and 

consistent as best you can. It’s not always possible, but you 

should always try. I think diplomacy has been a little untidy in 

relation to China, so I think that needs some work”.

STATE: First focussing on the economic aspects, what have 

been the main advantages that Australia has gained over 

the past 40 years in aligning itself economically with China?

“I’m not sure about aligning ourselves with China, but 

China is an enormous market for Australia and that really 

speaks for itself. China is also a very important source of 

imports – the exports obviously generate export income, 

jobs and prosperity in Australia, but the imports are being 

underestimated. We get from China everything from cheap 

clothing to cheap technology, which if wasn’t for China, 

would be a great deal more expensive for us – therefore this 

would have a negative effect on our living standards. 

To put it the other way around, the relationship with China 

has had many positive benefits for the living standards of 

ordinary Australians. I suppose the third aspect of that is 

investment – we now get a lot of investment from China. 

It’s not in the scale of Britain or America, but we do get 

investment from China and that’s obviously very beneficial 

to Australia as well. Whichever way you look at it, this is a 

relationship that has made a solid contribution to the very 

high living standards, which on average, Australians enjoy”.  

STATE: During Mr Abbott’s recent visit to China he made 

the comment that it would “rarely be in Australia’s national 

interest to allow a foreign government or its agencies to 

control an Australian business”. Why do you think Mr Abbott 

and others in the business community have expressed some 

concern about Chinese state owned enterprising be allowed 

to own or have a stake in Australian owned companies?

“I think with the public, it’s a bit of an issue. There are people 

in the community who have some concern about it, so he 

wants to communicate the message that he is in touch with 

public sentiment. Having said that, I don’t think Mr Abbott 

has any intention of fundamentally changing Australia’s 

attitude towards investment from China. To put in place 

more restriction on investment from China has potential to 

An 
Interview 
with Hon. 
Alexander 
Downer
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limit wealth-creating opportunities in Australia, but it’s more 

than that – Australia used to have an open economy in order 

to maximise not only wealth through exports and imports, 

through trade and through investment, but technology 

transfers. 

For example, China is very important these days – let’s 

not forget there is a very important source of technology. 

The Chinese investing in Australia can bring significant 

technological benefits to our country. It is important that we 

are open to Chinese investment, and I think on the whole 

Mr Abbott is, but he’s coaching his work carefully in order 

to demonstrate that he’s in touch with some sort of concern 

that is out there in some sections of the community about 

Chinese investment. But on the whole, there’s nothing to 

worry about”. 

STATE: Are the mining tax, carbon tax likely to reduce Chinese 

investment in Australia?

“If by definition they are going to have a negative effect, the 

intention of those taxes is to target Chinese investment, let’s 

not try and pretend that the objective of the carbon tax is 

to reduce economic activity – that’s what the Government 

wants to do. So if so far as the Chinese want to invest in 

carbon industry in Australia, they are less likely to because 

of the carbon tax. 

The mining tax is slightly different because its impact is 

less draconian - this only applies to mining, but if you make 

mining less profitable, you don’t need to be an economist to 

work out that there will be less investment in this area. This 

would mean less Chinese investment full stop. That is the 

objective – to impose costs. The government is deliberately 

imposing costs deliberately on these industries because it 

believes it is the appropriate policy, regardlessly of whether 

it is or isn’t – people have their own opinion on that”. 

STATE: What can Australia be doing to further improve the 

Australia-China economic partnership?

“The overall partnership needs to be improved by 

introducing a degree of predictibility and consistency. Not 

having Ministers and Prime Ministers run around and making 

entirely unpredictible and often ill-considered politically 

motivated statements. Instead, inject a degree of certainty 

and predictibility in the relationship. I don’t mean bowing to 

China , and I don’t think grovelling to them is great policy, I 

think we should be quite frank with the Chinese and tell them 

where we differ from them and where we don’t. 

We should be quite clear in articulating the sort of relationship 

we want with them. I think it’s the sort of lurching from a 

type of “panda-hugging” indifference to China on the one 

hand, rather than to going out there and beating up over 

them on all sorts of issues in a very brutal sort of way. That 

sort of unpredictibility and unsophisticated approach to the 

relationship will just make the Chinese roll their eyes and 

think “these people are difficult to deal with” rather than 

thinking “okay, we have differences with these people on 

human rights, political systems and economic issues”. 

You have to appreciate they have a mature relationship with 

us and they are able to discuss their differences in a grown 

up way. I think that’s how we should deal with China – I don’t 

think we should have any allusions about it, and I don’t think 

we should cower to China or anything like that, but I think we 

should be predictible and consistent, not erratic or political 

in the way we deal with China”. 

STATE: There has been some concern raised that the new 

American military base in Darwin will harm the Australian 

relationship with the Chinese. Do you think this is likely?

“No I don’t - it won’t be a base per se, troops are just going 

to be rotated through Australia. There will be 2,500 I think 

initially, and that is going to work up towards three or four 

thousand. The point I’d like to make is that we have an alliance 

with the United States and we need to go to Beijing and 

make this perfectly clear to the Chinese. Understandably 

Australia would have an alliance that would go back to the 

First World War, maybe even before, depending on how you 

would define the beginning of an alliance that formally goes 

back to the 1950’s. 

We have a long-standing alliance with the Americans and 

that is not going to change. That alliance will be there 

indefinitely into the future. So you’d have to deal with us as 

we are – we are not going to change the way we are in order 

to deal with you, but we are happy to deal with you, but we 

are not going to pursue a policy that’s containment of China. 

If we want to do something with the Americans, we will do 

something with the Americans. The only thing I am saying 

is that always tell them what you are going to do; people 

always appreciate that. 

For example, “we know you’re not going to like this, but this is 

what we are planning to do, and it’s going to be announced 

in three days time”. Dealing with a relationship in that way 

is much better than hitting them with surprise after surprise, 

but having said that, it’s a management issue rather than a 

policy issue. In policy terms, I think the Australian Government 

was right to do what it did – the Chinese don’t like it because 

they don’t like alliances. If you think about it, it’s obvious why 

not – they don’t like the Americans ever penetrating through 

the region. They just have to understand the world as it is, 

not how they’d always wished it would be”.  

STATE: Is it possible to balance a relationship with China and 

America? 

“When we were in government, it was a problem to start 

with, and we had long, comprehensive and very frank talks 

with the Chinese about it. We explained to them the do’s and 
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do not’s of the relationship, that we want to work with them, 

we didn’t support containment of China, we did support 

engagement with China, and we supported extending the 

relationship beyond just an economic relationship, but they 

had to understand that we had our own friends as well. They 

have their friends – we aren’t a member of the Shanghai 

Cooperation Group with Russia, and whoever else is in the 

Shanghai Cooperation Group, and they are not a member 

of the Western Alliance. We were perfectly frank with them 

– we wanted to explain to them how we saw the relationship 

develop. I think they really appreciated that and I think they 

found us very good to get on with. We had a very good 

personal relations with the leadership in China at the end, 

and when the government changed, I’m afraid Australia 

started all over again. 

The response of the present government has been a bit 

crude, unsophisticated and a there’s a little bit of playing 

politics here in Australia, using China as part of a political 

game. I don’t think that has put Australia in as good a space 

that should be in that relationship. Let me make it absolutely 

clear – there is no reason why we can’t get back to where we 

were five years ago, and have a really good and constructive 

relationship with China. Yet, at that time, the US alliance has 

been as strong as it has been at anytime in Australian history. 

We can get back there again, no problem”. 

STATE: How do you think Australia should approach China’s 

claims over the South China Sea in our dealings with the 

Chinese?

“I think we should make sure that we explain to China and 

the region that the solution to this problem is one of sharing, 

not one of absolutes. There are competing claims, and we 

don’t make any judgement about the rights and wrong of 

those claims – we should be arguing for something a bit 

different. You can have your different claims, but the interests 

of countries relate to the resources potential of the region. 

What the region should be doing is sharing those resources, 

and not trying to take everything for themselves. China is the 

only country that has the capacity to do that. I think that is 

our position and we should make it clear – we shouldn’t be 

equivocal about it, and we should encourage the Americans 

to take exactly the same position. We should encourage the 

Americans not to send out mixed and equivocal messages 

on this issue”. 

STATE: What challenges do you think lie ahead for the 

Australia-China relationship in the next 40 years?

“There are so many unknowns within the next forty years, 

and to speculate on what exactly would happen would be 

foolhardy. I ultimately think that we should aim for a steady 

relationship with China. In the next forty years, the Chinese 

economy is certainly not going to keep growing as it has 

done in the last few years – it’s clearly not going to happen. 

In that sort of the period there will be significant downturns 

as well as some strong periods in terms of the Chinese 

economy. 

Those downturns will put pressure on China internally, and 

how that will be managed will be one of the next important 

issues in terms of China and in the way we respond to the way 

they manage a completely different economic environment 

will be important as well. We don’t know when that is going 

to happen and we don’t know how badly affected China will 

be when its high-rate economic growth will start to drop off. 

But they will start to drop off, by the way. The demographic 

of China are quite negative, that is because of the ‘One Child 

Policy’ that they’ve had for a few decades now, and it’s one of 

the fastest aging populations in the world. So this is going to 

put a lot of pressure on China in the next few years. 

It’s hard to tell when exactly this will kick in, but perhaps after 

2020. So I imagine after forty years it will be a very complex 

relationship that will have a lot of ups and downs to it. What 

we are to aim for is a stable relationship based on mutual 

respect - making sure we support our own interests that 

include our not just our economic interests but other interests, 

and make sure we make the most of the relationship. If things 

change, we will have to deal with that in the circumstances 

that arrive”. 

STATE: In your capacity as foreign minister what was your 

experience like when meeting with Chinese ministers and 

officials? What were some of the highlights?

“Well I suppose we rarely oversaw the explosion in the 

economic relationship. One of the highlights of that was 

negotiating the LNG contracts to sell LNG to Southern China. 

We negotiated the granting of banking licences to Australian 

banks to operate in China. Most things are just taken for 

granted now, but they are important developments. We 

encouraged greater student exchanges; particularly we got 

the Chinese to designate Australia as one of its preferred 

student exchange destinations. 

We also got China to designate Australia as a preferred 

tourist destination, so we get lots of tourists now from China. 

I think have overtaken the Japanese tourists now, or at least 

caught up. Politically, we essentially articulated a paradigm 

that should be the fault position of Australian Government 

in managing the relationship with China. When we came 

to power the relationship with China was nothing like as 

important as it is today, because China’s economy was much 

smaller, and China’s position in the world was much less. At 

the time we came to government in 1996, we articulated the 

way of managing that relationship, and I think that should 

be the default position of Australian governments. I hope the 

Australian Government gets back to that type of relationship 

with China rather than the very patchy relationship it has 

had over the last three or four years”. 
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The historical development of Australia-China relations. 

W
hen the then Opposition Leader Gough Whitlam 

met with Chinese Premier Zhou Enlai to discuss 

“matters of mutual concern” in the Great Hall of 

the People in Beijing at midnight on 5 July 1971 (four days 

before the famed secret meetings between Zhou and US 

Secretary of State Henry Kissinger of which Whitlam knew 

nothing) he became the first Australian politician to visit 

China since Mao Zedong declared the founding of the People’s 

Republic of China (PRC) in 1949. Sensing in the twilight of 

Mao’s life that China could soon become a key player in 

Australia’s future, and responding to Australian Wheat Board 

lobbying against the Liberal Government’s hawkish China 

policies which caused China to switch to importing grain 

from Canada over Australia, Whitlam’s initiative ensured that 

Australia was well placed once he became Prime Minister to 

follow the lead of America officially recognising the PRC as 

the legitimate government of China on 21 December 1972. 

Since then Australia-China relations have grown 

exponentially with China commanding the attention and 

interest of successive national governments, primarily due 

to the growing economic compatibilities of resource-rich 

Australia with industrially-developing China. In 1985 Bob 

Hawke cemented this vision for Australia-China relations 

with the surprise move of appointing Ross Garnaut as the 

Australian Ambassador to China: not a seasoned China hand, 

but his foremost economic strategist. In a sign of what was to 

come, the first major Australia-China investment project was 

approved in 1987 for the Channar Iron Ore Joint Venture in 

the Pilbara, Western Australia. Then in 1989, despite Hawke’s 

deep personal abhorrence of the violence of the Tiananmen 

Square Incident, his Trade Minister Neal Blewett became 

the first Western cabinet minister to subsequently travel 

to China, for a bilateral trade meeting. In accordance with 

this continued desire to promote economic prosperity, Paul 

Keating in conjunction with Australian academic Professor 

Peter Drysdale, was instrumental in the orchestration of 

both China and Taiwan joining APEC in the early 1990s and 

helping ease cross-strait tensions. 

John Howard in a similar vein overcame his fervent neo-

conservative convictions and ardent personal involvement 

with the American administration, to carefully develop 

a pragmatic framework for China engagement that 

recognised political and social differences but continued to 

develop common economic interests. As the first Chinese-

speaking Western leader and overseeing an unprecedented 

resources boom driven by Chinese hyper-growth, when 

Kevin Rudd came to power in 2007 there were high hopes 

on both sides of the relationship for a new phase of more 

intimate Australia-China ties. These expectations were soon 

to prove unrealistic, however, as in 2009 a combination of 

Rudd’s indelicate diplomacy abroad, poor public relations 

management at home, and a flurry of incidents such as 

the Federal Government’s perceived framing of a “China 

threat” in its Defence White Paper, Chinalco’s rejected bid for 

increased Rio Tinto ownership, the Chinese corruption trial 

and conviction of Australian national Stern Hu, coalesced to 

bring about perhaps the lowest point in bilateral relations 

thus far. 

In spite of this, the economic forces driving Australia-China 

trade remained resilient, with 2009 seeing the signing of 

an A$50 billion deal between PetroChina and ExxonMobil to 

Beyond the Coalface: a 
brief overview of past, 
present, and future 
Australia-China relations
By Neil Thomas & Thomas Williams
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extract LNG from the Gorgon field in Western Australia, the 

largest Australia-China contract ever signed at $50 billion or 

roughly 5.4% of GDP. At present, official relations between 

Australia and China have once again improved on the back 

of continuing strong economic exchange and a reversion 

to Howard-era policies, with Australia’s security outlook 

maintaining its focus on the US based upon shared values 

and international goals, as exemplified by Julia Gillard’s 

agreement last November to allow for a US Marines base in 

Darwin as part of President Obama’s “Asia pivot”.

 “At 40 there are no doubts”, yet the future remains uncertain.

In line with the quote from Confucius above, there are no 

doubts now that the Australia-China relationship is one 

that is economically thriving: two-way trade has increased 

from A$100 million in 1972 to A$100 billion in 2010, China is 

overwhelmingly Australia’s largest export market, Australia 

is the largest recipient of outbound Chinese foreign direct 

investment, almost 200 000 Chinese students study in 

Australia, over 500 000 Chinese and 300 000 Australian 

tourists visit the other country each year, with Chinese 

tourists being the highest spending visitors to Australia, and 

China adds an estimated A$10 500 to the annual income of 

each Australian household. 

As evidenced by such figures, and more so their trumpeting 

by officials as the symbolic achievements of the Australia-

China relationship after 40 years, there is little serious 

question with regard to the nature of the Australia-China 

relationship: it is one of trade. The sheer size of the Chinese 

population coupled with a rate of growth set to quadruple 

the Chinese economy in two decades based on factors such 

as continued rural to urban migration, increasingly realized 

domestic economies of scale, huge latent consumer market 

potential, heavy long-term state investment in education, 

and the gradual internationalization of the RMB, will mean 

that, barring serious internal political instability or ecological 

crisis, China will play the defining role in Australia’s future. 

And yet, despite China’s obvious importance and forty years 

of bilateral ties, Australia as a nation still lacks the clear vision 

and adequate knowledge to formulate a comprehensive 

strategy for our China relationship and society is by and 

large unknowledgeable and non-cognisant of modern 

China (and Asia in general); only 4% of Australian schools 

offer Chinese as a second language, insufficient resources 

are invested in establishing an Australian Studies project in 

China commensurate to China’s Confucius Institute program 

in Australia, and prominent sections of the Australian polity 

are uninformed and/or opportunistic enough to manipulate 

a degree of latent popular mistrust and cultural ignorance 

of China to serve in the gambit of short-term vote-grabbing 

(as exemplified by Tony Abbott’s inept remarks regarding 

Chinese investment in Beijing on 24 July). 

Perhaps the most striking exemplar of this disjunct between 

economic fact and socio-political reality is that Australia 

sill lacks a regular institutionalised elite-level political 

communication mechanism with China, whilst the USA, UK, 

Canada, and Germany all hold high-level strategic, security, 

and economic dialogues with China, despite far less trade 

occurring between them. The consciousness of the Australian 

society and polity – wedded by the electoral cycle and the 

mass media – are still in the grips of an Euro-Asian existential 

identity crisis, battling the imagined notion that a close 

political and socio-cultural relationship with Asian power 

China must necessarily come at the expense of our alliance 

with the USA and the Western values we share with them. 

Australia needs to learn more about China, but ultimately 

more about itself.

Australians, quo vadimus?

Due to the sheer scale, rapidity, and impact of China’s 

economic expansion, the alien and opaqueness of the Chinese 

political system and its relationship with Chinese business, 

as well as uncertainty surrounding China’s international 

ambitions, there is a perhaps understandable tendency 

within the Australian polity and society to be hesitant about 

the rise of China and its implications for Australia. In the 

face of these unknowns and in the wake of events such as 

the 2009 release of the Government Defence White Paper, 

the WikiLeaks cables showing that Kevin Rudd asked Hilary 

Clinton if America would be ready to use force against 

China “if everything went wrong”, China’s increasingly 

assertive foreign policy stance on territorial claims in the 

South and East China Seas, the approaching once-in-a-

decade Chinese leadership transition, and the anti-China 

“patriotism” credentials being flaunted by candidates in 

early US Presidential election campaigning. 

As we arrive at the 40th Anniversary the public debate 

surrounding the scalene triangular relationship between 

Australia, the US, and China has been somewhat skewed to 

represent Australia’s future as a polar choice between security 

and traditional values, as represented by ties with the United 

States, and continued economic prosperity, in the form of 

moving closer to China. To avoid vacillating in the limbo of 

the false dichotomy between security and the economy that 

has been unhelpfully promulgated and frequently recycled 

as a stop-gap to cover a lack of China knowledge and 

understanding by some prominent participants in public 

discussion, it is of paramount importance we turn to the 

question at the heart of this debate: for what purpose does 

Australia, as a people and a nation, pursue economic growth? 

This may at first appear irrelevant or even puerile to 

query with regard to matters of international relations, but 

the desire for growth is the default standpoint from which 

assessments and plans for Australia’s future are made. There 

is not space here to delve deeply into this fundamental 
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question of economic philosophy, but it is of vital importance 

that it is raised, engaged with, and clear attempts are made 

at answering it. For if Australia continues to move forward 

with the implicit idealisation of economic growth fixated on 

consumerism as the end goal that ultimately delivers the 

greatest good to the greatest number, then we should openly 

recognize this in order to make more astute international 

security calculations and economic policy decisions that 

deliver this outcome. 

If, however, as we believe, the economy is a means rather 

than an end in and of itself, then Australians must collectively, 

rigorously, and openly explore our national priorities and 

utilize our current unique economic advantages such that 

we make farsighted investments in scientific research and 

human capital development so as to reorient society away 

from the distraction of attempting to satiate personal 

desires through transient hedonic consumption towards self-

cultivation and individual empowerment through greater 

access to quality education, increasingly inclusive, broad-

based, and meritorious social decision-making structures, 

and the sustained pursuit of technological advancement to 

provide for fuller living capacity. 

In particular, in relation to China, by ensuring Australia’s 

continued prosperity beyond the mining boom through 

strengthening investment and economic diversification in 

non-resource based service sectors such as information 

and communication technologies, finance and banking, 

and education, by fostering Australian human capital 

through compulsory primary and secondary Asian language 

education and relaxing immigration quotas, stimulating 

Australia’s research and development sectors through 

greater funding and liberalizing of legal regulations so as 

to allow for the operation of commercial incentives, and, 

in the words of former Australian Ambassador to China 

Dr Geoff Raby, placing deep ballast in Australia-China 

political relations through regular institutionalised high level 

government meetings 

China, Australia’s future, and you.

Whilst it might at first appear easier and safer to leave the 

determination and actualization of Australia’s future in the 

Asia Century to government, business, and other influential 

bodies, in order to realize the necessary progress in Australia’s 

relationship towards China, Asia, and ourselves, we cannot 

rely solely on our existing socio-political structures and 

intercultural resources to have the internal impetus to gain 

the initiative in a changing world. We as young Australians 

need to actively participate in the development of the 

necessary social structures that ensure the fostering of a new 

generation of inter-culturally competent and experienced 

Australians, who are capable of effectively interacting and 

building partnerships with Asian nations and peoples in 

the fields of government, business, and social exchange, 

promoting greater Asia-Australia integration, increasing 

the broader Australian community’s understanding of Asia 

and Australia’s place within it, and who are committed to 

leveraging Australia’s current economic capacity to ensure 

long term prosperity. 

In light of this it is gladdening to see the growing number 

of youth-led organisations that are promoting Asian self-

education and engagement at the national, state, university, 

and secondary education level. With particular reference 

to China, the Australia-China Youth Association (ACYA) 

is Australia’s only youth-led non-for-profit organization 

seeking to build a bilateral youth community, promote 

cross-cultural understanding and engagement, and act a 

platform for young people to develop and deliver worthwhile 

initiatives. ACYA has achieved this through its Australia- and 

China-based ACYA Chapters that regularly provide quality 

social, networking, sporting, educational, publishing, and 

volunteering opportunities and activities. ACYA’s Chapters 

operate on the three-pillared platform of Education, Careers, 

and People-to-People Exchange, with each initiative uniquely 

tailored to fulfilling a particular need of the Australia-China 

youth community. If you are interested in ACYA please visit 

the ACYA website (www.acya.org.au) or contact Trish (UWA 

Chapter President) at trish.yang@acya.org.au or nationally 

contact Jeff (ACYA National President (Australia)) at jeffrey.

sheehy@acya.org.au.  

A project that has evolved from ACYA is the Australia-China 

Youth Dialogue (ACYD). The ACYD is a youth driven annual 

bilateral conference modelled on the Australian American 

Leadership Dialogue that brings together 15 Australian and 

15 Chinese delegates between the ages of 18 and 35 for a 

series of lectures and workshops on Australia-China relations 

led by experts and leaders from government, business, 

academia, and the not-for-profit sector. Last year the ACYD 

delegates made a well-received submission to the Australia 

Government’s White Paper: “Australia in the Asia Century”. 

The ACYD will be held in Beijing and Chengdu from 19 to 23 

October and is now seeking delegate applications. For more 

information visit the ACYD website (www.acyd.org.au) or 

contact Dom (ACYD Project Director) at dominic.meagher@

acya.org. 

As Ted Kennedy once said: “The future does not belong to 

those who are content with today, apathetic toward common 

problems and their fellow man alike, timid and fearful in the 

face of new ideas and bold projects. Rather it will belong to 

those who can blend vision, reason and courage in a personal 

commitment to the ideals and great enterprises of…Society.” 

Such will be the challenge for Australian youth in the Asia 

Century. 
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A
s I admired the German countryside, on a train 

bound for Berlin, my eyes fixated on one of the many 

renewable energy sources being ‘utilised’ in this 

part of Europe; the humble wind farm. This particular wind 

farm consisted of 16 in total, all moving at various speeds, 

but speeds, that could be rightly questioned, if they were 

actually generating any power at all and if so, at what cost? 

Did I mention that one windmill was in fact stationary? I don’t 

know what explanation renewable energy crusaders have 

for the phenomenon that is the stationary windmill, but I 

think I can safely assume that its only particular purpose at 

this point in time was to ruin the idyllic scenery. 

So what happens when the wind doesn’t blow? The answer 

to me seems blatantly obvious but I’m sure those on the 

far left have some smart Alec retort promoting another 

form of renewable energy. The real answer, my friends, is 

nothing. Nothing happens when the wind doesn’t blow. If the 

wind doesn’t blow, the windmills don’t turn and thus don’t 

produce energy. This may seem like an extremely simplistic 

conclusion but isn’t it true? This is, of course, disregarding the 

construction price of building the wind farm in the first place, 

which I can assure you is not a cheap exercise by any means. 

I don’t see why supposedly renewable energy technologies 

seem to be exempt from having to prove that they will be a 

return on investment when most other start-ups do.

But let’s look at my particular peeve with wind farms and 

other renewable energies, for that matter. I think it’s obvious 

that when the demand for renewable energy is there and 

the technology has developed to an appropriate level then 

yes; we can consider renewable energy as a sustainable 

and consistent source of energy. In its current form, in 

most countries, renewable energies are propped up by 

government subsides and ‘buybacks’. Yes, that’s right folks; 

the government is not only subsidizing Jo Blogs down the 

street for that monstrosity on his roof that is the solar panel 

but also buying the excess energy from him that he does 

produce. Why does this, you may ask, peeve me? Well I don’t 

think it takes a PhD qualified economist or even a high school 

student, for that matter, to come to the conclusion that the 

money Jo Blogs is receiving for his ‘power’ has to come from 

somewhere. The government, like any rational business, 

is not going to take on the extra cost of these subsidies or 

‘buybacks’ but instead has to raise the overall price of energy 

for everyone.

Now I don’t want to be burnt at the stake with the climate 

sceptics for my curiosity but I seriously question the 

environmental initiatives of many ‘green’ governments. I think 

that what is needed is more direct investment and market-

based policies as opposed to subsidizing inconsistent, 

unreliable and, not to mention, ugly ‘renewable’ technologies.

What happens 
when the wind 
doesn’t blow?
By Alastair Kirkby
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I
n 1923, Mustafa Kemal Ataturk, the autocratic and much 

adored father of modern Turkey, founded his Republic upon 

the notion that it would evolve into a modern, European 

style nation state. It would be free of what he perceived as 

the arcane Islamism which had so weakened his Republic’s 

predecessor, the Ottoman Empire. In this Republic, symbols 

and tenets of the Islamic faith were not only to be excluded 

from public life, but actively shunned. Headscarves for 

example, are still officially (and often aggressively) banned 

from public spaces such as universities, and public sector 

workers such as teachers and lawyers are forbidden to wear 

them. 

There is some irony then, in the fact that Turkish democracy 

has been so consolidated under the mildly Islamist, Justice 

and Development Party (AK), which has held government 

since 2003. Indeed, the as the Arab Spring progresses, 

Islamist parties throughout North Africa and the Middle East 

point to Turkey’s government as an example of competent 

statesmanship under Islamists, as a welcome contrast to 

the bearded, incompetent fanatics of Iran, and as proof that 

perhaps Islamist politics deserves to be given the benefit of 

the doubt by dubious secularists and outsiders.

Turkey’s Prime Minister, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, has done 

a great deal of good in the nine years he has held power. 

However, much like his Canadian counterpart, Stephen 

Harper, Mr Erdogan is a good example of a more or less 

competent and pragmatic leader, whose long term agenda 

remains somewhat mysterious, and whose electorate should 

thus hesitate before granting him any more power.  

Many of the better initiatives of Mr Erdogan’s government 

which showed promise in early years have begun to flounder 

as it enters its third term. In his first few years of power, 

Mr Erdogan came closer than any other Turkish leader to 

ending the ongoing violence and animosity perpetuated 

by and towards the nation’s Kurdish minority (15.7% of the 

population by a 2011 estimate), engaging in tentative talks 

with the leader of the insurgent Kurdistan Worker’s Party 

(PKK), Adullah Ocalan; unfortunately, these efforts have since 

ground to a halt, and the Kurdish minority has been subjected 

to increasing state severity, with the army committing a 

string of unprosecuted atrocities against Kurdish civilians. 

Laudably however, Mr Erdogan has managed to defang 

Turkey’s once overzealous armed forces, once infamous for 

their plethora of military coups, all in the name of Ataturk’s 

precious secular Republic. The most recent spectre of 

military rule loomed when the ruling party appointed 

Abdullah Gul (whose wife wears a headscarf) as a candidate 

for the ceremonial Turkish Presidency in 2007. Despite the 

army’s outrage, Gul was duly elected, and ever since, the 

army has been firmly in its barracks. However, even some 

of the army’s harsher critics believe that escalating pressure 

has been politically motivated. At least 362 serving officers 

are being held on charges of coup-plotting, and at least 60 

others have recently been indicted in a salacious “sex-for-

secrets” scandal. Meanwhile, little attention has been paid by 

the Turkish government to the well documented atrocities 

perpetuated by the army in its counterinsurgency against 

Kurdish separatists. 

In recent years, Turkey has departed from its former 

The Talented Mr. 
Erdogan: the uncertainty 
surrounding Turkey’s 
political future
By Jack Nitschke
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Eurocentric focus, effectively halting its tentative aspirations 

to join the European Union. Far greater attention has been 

paid to Turkey’s increasingly activist foreign policy in the 

Middle East. The current government’s recent international 

activity seems to be aimed at shaping Turkey into something 

of a regional hegemon, an arbiter and powerbroker in Arab 

politics. As the Arab Spring plods along, it has championed 

pro-democracy movements throughout the Middle East and 

North Africa. It has effectively severed ties with Israel over a 

series of diplomatic incidents.  

Until recently, it also cultivated a strong relationship with 

the Assad regime in Syria, and it has improved ties with the 

Islamist regime in Iran. Now, as state-sanctioned violence 

escalates, and Turkey begins to take in increasing numbers 

of Syrian refugees, there is a significant possibility that 

Turkey may bypass the UN Security Council and stage its 

own military intervention in support of the Syrian rebels. 

Such a foray would be ill-advised, considering the military’s 

preoccupation with the guerrilla war being fought in the 

Kurdish south-east, and might cement for Turkey, a reputation 

as an interventionist and aggressive regional power.

Most worrying to international observers perhaps are 

Mr Erdogan’s long term ambitions to rewrite the Turkish 

constitution. Turkey’s present constitution, written in 1982, 

by the leaders of one of Turkey’s military coups, certainly 

needs to be rewritten. Currently, undue influence is given to 

the armed forces, the Kurdish people are essentially ignored 

as an ethnic minority (meanwhile Greeks, Armenians, and 

Jews are afforded special rights as minorities), and Turkish 

is recognised as the only official language. Mr Erdogan has 

embraced the cause of constitutional reform, but it is widely 

alleged that this is because he wishes to transform Turkey 

into a French style Presidency, which he hopes to secure for 

himself at the end of his present parliamentary term. 

Such a system would be ill-suited to a Turkish state which 

is over-centralised as it is. It is fortunate that AK fell short 

of a two-thirds majority in Turkey’s 2011 general election, 

which would have allowed it to unilaterally draft a new 

constitution. Considering the fact that Mr Erdogan’s plans for 

the constitution are opposed by most other parties, such a 

power would have been gravely misplaced and potentially 

inflammatory (The Economist, a British magazine, went so 

far as to urge Turkish readers to vote for the opposition, 

simply to deprive AK of this feared two thirds majority; much 

to the outrage of Turkey’s political establishment).

Overall, Mr Erdogan has led an effective government that has 

strengthened Turkish democracy and laid the foundations for 

a considerably more healthy relationship between Turkey’s 

civilian government and its military. Like so many enduring 

incumbencies however, the AK seems largely directionless in 

its approach to the policies which once made it so promising. 

If Mr Erdogan wants to be remembered fondly after this 

parliamentary term (perhaps his last as Prime Minister), he 

will have to follow through on those policy initiatives which 

have waned, such as Kurdish rights, entry into the EU, and 

constitutional reform. If he can manage this, and abandon 

some his more authoritarian inclinations, then he might well 

find himself deserving a great deal more adulation than the 

Republic’s incipient dictator. 
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T
he rise of China will have major consequences for 

Western Liberal democratic countries, as the growing 

influence of China will lead to the diminish of influence 

of others in the international political economy. Further, this 

growing influence will extend to domestic policy options, 

as states become increasingly interdependent as well as 

domestic and international issues converge.

It is important to note that China’s rise has been 

multidimensional; its global standing has not just been in any 

one area. In 2010 it overtook America in terms of energy use, 

car sales and manufactured output, and in 2017, as predicted 

by the IMF, China will overtake America as the world’s largest 

economy, by purchasing power parity. Furthermore, its 

military spending has been growing in nominal terms by an 

average of 16% a year over the last 20 years.  The end result 

of this is that by virtue of its growing material resources, 

China is afforded international political influence.  

This has been acutely evident in Africa and Latin America, 

where China has invested large sums of money in developing 

countries to secure resources to fuel further domestic 

growth, and this has led to tremendous amounts of goodwill 

between the regions.  An example of how this growing 

relationship between China and the developing world has 

led to a reduction in the influence of other countries is the 

breakdown of the July 2008 WTO Doha Round negotiations 

and the 2009 Climate Change talks in Copenhagen.  This 

critical shift to a ‘Beijing consensus’ is in stark contrast to the 

‘Washington consensus’ that existed only a decade earlier.  

As China continues to rise, this shift away from a western 

centric order will see the decline in influence of previously 

powerful rich countries, and expose the power structures 

that were previously taken for granted. 

Not only will China’s rise lead to a decline in the influence 

of western countries in the international system, but these 

countries will find that their policy options have been limited. 

For example, despite the protestations of rich countries, 

there has been little action against China for its currency 

manipulation. This inability of western states to secure the 

compliance of the Chinese in the valuation of their currency 

is a glaring indication of the limits of their influence and 

policy options in the evolving international system.  As China 

continues to grow, and this growth increasingly underpins 

the world economy, other countries will be constrained in the 

actions that they can take against China for fear of harming 

their own economies.

Perhaps one of the more striking consequences of the rise of 

China is the growing division between vested interests within 

the domestic political economy of rich countries, and the 

effect this is having on the state. Due to the growing trade 

and investment relationship between China and certain 

sectors of economies, for instance mining, or countries that 

utilise cheap outsourced labour, has led to the emergence of 

a powerful pro-China lobby.  The growth, and entrenchment 

of this lobby, and the opposing interests of groups such 

For Richer or Poorer? The 
consequences of the rise 
of China for western liberal 
democratic countries
By Todd Soulas
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as labour unions, has limited the ability of policymakers 

to respond to the negative consequences of a widening 

relationship with China. Policymakers face growing pressure 

domestically and internationally to both stay and oppose 

the status quo, but in reality, the relative power of China over 

individual states and the ‘Business Elite’ limit possible action.

Consequences also stem from the ideational and growing ‘soft 

power’ dimensions of the rise of China. China’s commitment 

to nationalism and its own breed of socialism, despite a 

preponderance to internationalism tendencies when it suits, 

has implications for rich countries that transcend domestic 

and international lines.  The rise of China promotes a system 

of beliefs that still have a large discord with those of the 

western liberal democratic order. 

Further, despite the growing engagement of China within 

the international system, within international institutions, 

there is a convincing argument that China is not being 

internationalized, but rather, nationalizing the international 

system.  This development could be either positive or 

negative relative to a commentators persuasions, however it 

is bound to allow for some movement away from neoliberal 

policy responses within rich countries.

 

Despite the inevitable decline in individual and combined 

influence of western countries, and the limits both in domestic 

and international policy choices, the rise of China is largely, 

and should continue to be, a positive development. Perhaps 

the most positive development would be that due to the 

relative decline of rich countries and the rise of China, there 

would be an increasing democratization of the international 

system and its institutions, as hegemonic power is replaced 

by a multipolar system. This shift in power may lead to 

instability however, would enable the international system 

to better serve developing countries who have long been 

removed from the picture.  Further, many of the negative 

consequences could be mitigated if rich countries renew 

their adherence to the international institutions that China is 

currently engaged in. 

In addition, despite China’s growing economic power, 

relative to the combined economies of the Organisation for 

Economic Cooperation and Development, China will look 

much less significant due to an equalization of influence 

that has been occurring internationally. This reality also 

stands for military might, as China will not reach the levels 

of expenditures seen by the total of the OECD anytime soon, 

perhaps ever.  This goes to show that as China grows, despite 

relative declines in influence, rich countries will still have the 

‘balance of power’ against China, which should, in theory 

prevent dramatic negative consequences of China’s rise and 

enable an increasingly democratic international system to 

prosper.
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W
hen China replaced America as Australia’s largest 

trading partner, strategic planners in Canberra 

were faced with a policy conundrum. For the first 

time in Australia’s history its security ally, America, was no 

longer its major trading partner. Australia now finds itself in a 

position where it looks to China for its economic interests and 

America for its security interests. However, with increasing 

tensions between America and China, I believe that the 

greatest challenge to the Australia-China relationship is 

what can only be described as Australia’s involvement in the 

American policy of containment towards China.

 With China set to play a much larger role in the 21st century, 

agreeing to any containment policy places Australia in a 

difficult position. There are four parts to my argument. Firstly, 

establishing there is a policy of containment towards China. 

Secondly, investigating the reasons for this containment 

policy. Thirdly, arguing why containment is a challenge for 

the Australia-China relationship and finally, suggesting how 

Australia can manage its relationship with both China and 

America.

American leaders deny the existence of a containment 

policy towards China, but anyone looking at a map depicting 

potential American military bases in the Asia-Pacific would 

be a little suspicious. This policy of containment was first 

used by America during the Cold War as a way of counter-

balancing the Soviet Union’s influence in the third world. 

Although the containment approach currently used by 

America  may differ from the Cold War, or be given a different 

title, it still is an attempt by America to contain China. Hilary 

Clinton, American Secretary of State, has responded to this 

suggestion by saying, “We [America] need to be smart 

and systematic about where we invest time and energy, 

so that we put ourselves in the best position to sustain our 

leadership, secure our interests, and advance our values.” 

The first line of containment by America has been further 

establishing American military bases and infrastructure close 

to China, in the Japanese archipelagos and in South Korea. 

Although these bases were not established with the intention 

of containing China, they are certainly of great strategic 

importance. In addition, America is providing military 

assistance to Taiwan in a way of containing China. 

The next line of containment has been about developing 

military support bases in the region around China. Intense 

negotiations have been taking place to re-establish American 

naval bases in the Philippines whilst in Vietnam informal talks 

are underway to lease America a former American military 

base in Vietnam. America has also created a permanent 

group of warships to be located in Singapore as a way of 

giving it military influence in the Malacca Straits. It is on this 

point that the Chinese are concerned. Forty precent of oil 

destined for China passes through the straits.  Should the 

trade route become closed, the Chinese economy would 

not likely last a month. Furthermore, talks between America-

India and America-Russia are examining whether to provide 

further strategic strength to America’s containment line. The 

final and most recent jewel for America’s containment policy 

is the newly established military base in Darwin, Australia. 

Although Joshua Ramo argues that China cannot be 

contained because it is too interwoven into the global 

system, America is definitely trying. If you draw a line 

between all these military bases, you will see the first circle 

of the American containment of China. An America defence 

strategy with Japan, South Korea, Vietnam, Singapore, 

Philippines, India, Russia and Australia could put China in a 

very desperate and potentially dangerous situation. Unless 

America abandons this policy of containment, hostilities 

between America and China are a very real potential.  

The question that emerges is why has America adopted 

a containment policy? The reason is in regards to China’s 

military expansion and modernisation. This does not suggest 

that China should not be allowed to develop a military, 

particularly when considering the spending and scope of 

the extremely modern American military. However, there is 

uncertainty over what China intends to do with its growing 

military. Australia’s 2009 Defence White Paper called on 

China to “do more” to explain why its military modernization 

appears beyond the scope required for a conflict over 

Taiwan. Many Asian nations have also begun to question 

China’s military program especially when considering 

China’s territorial claims in the South China Sea and its 

Containment, a Challenge for the 

Australia-China Relationship 
By Angus Duncan



19

growing naval force used to enforce these claims. If these 

claims were successful it would give China broad control 

over oil and gas rights in the region. China’s response is 

that its military modernisation is its national right as part 

of its growing power status. This may be partially right. 

Nonetheless, strategic military moves by both America and 

China in the Asia-Pacific region are only likely to increase 

tensions.

It is these rising tensions, along with Australia’s involvement 

in America’s containment policy, which presents the greatest 

challenge in the Australia-China relationship. Analysts say 

that Chinese leaders have been caught off guard by what 

they view as an American campaign to stir up discontent 

in the region by placing American marines in Australia. 

The decision of the Australian government to station 2500 

American marines, whilst entertaining the idea of housing 

American surveillance drones in the Cocos Islands sends 

a message to the Chinese that Australia is a subservient 

partner in America’s containment line. Although there is an 

argument that a relatively small group of marines tens of 

thousands of kilometres away could not pose any threat to 

China such a sentiment is, “Nonsense, indeed a fabrication.” 

The purpose of a military base far away from China is not 

to present as a direct threat, but rather to provide strategic 

depth for American forces close to China. It would appear 

then that Chinese concerns over Australia aligning itself 

more closely with America have come to fruition. Australia 

therefore has chosen a difficult path in the Asian region.  

This decision by the Australian government to house America 

marines in Darwin is a bad strategic move. If Australia wants 

to continue to enjoy the regional and international privileges 

that it receive as a middle power, then it needs to remain 

impartial towards China and America. According to Shi 

Yinhong, 

“Australia has good 
relations with China and 
Asian countries, and is 
an alliance partner of 
America. Australia could 
have more a positive 
role in relieving possible 
tensions in the region, as 
long as it stands neutral 
and does not take side 
with any party”.

Even though some writers dismiss that it is no longer possible 

for Australia to be neutral, this suggestion is not true. Australia 

is well placed to become a middleman that works between 

America and China to accommodate the interests of both 

sides. However, there are key steps that need to be taken to 

achieve this neutral status. Firstly, Australia needs to relax its 

security ties with America and instead formulate a defence 

plan that is less reliant on America. Secondly, Australia 

should focus on better integrating America into Asia through 

the various regional forums. An example of this approach is 

evident already with America becoming a partner of the East 

Asian Summit with Australia’s assistance. 

These two steps provide a way for Australia to continue 

its close and historical link with America, but in a way that 

is less reliant on military power. Thirdly, Australia needs to 

maintain its strong Chinese economic partnership. China 

is Australia’s largest trading partner making up 25.1% of 

Australia’s export market. Likewise, 18% of Australia’s imports 

come from China. The large reliance by Australia on China to 

boost its economy is not a matter that can simply be tossed 

aside, especially when the demand for African resources in 

China is increasing and is competing with Australia’s export 

market. Finally, it may also be appropriate for Australia to 

develop security and defence ties with the Chinese as a way 

of demonstrating that there is more to the Australia-China 

relationship than a trade link. Such an approach would 

provide a way for Australia to remain neutral and balance its 

security and economic interests.

Although the Chinese have not said a great deal to criticise 

Australia for its decision to house American marines in 

Darwin, Australia’s decision could backfire. Australia is in a 

unique position in that it has a good relationship with the two 

most powerful nations. On one hand, China and its economy 

while on the other America and its security. Australia remains 

well placed to continue with this approach. There should not 

come a time where Australia has to pick one or the other. 

Such a situation should only arise because of a massive 

mismanagement of either relationship. 

However, it would appear that this mismanagement has 

come sooner than one would hope for with Australia deciding 

to side with America and its security assurances. It is this 

decision that I believe will be the greatest challenge in the 

Australia-China relationship. That is unless Australia reverses 

its decision and actively takes steps to remain neutral 

between China and America.
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F
rom the 8th to the 13th of July approximately 600 

students from the Asia Pacific region descended on 

La Trobe University in Melbourne for the annual Asia-

Pacific Model United Nations Conference. 

UWA was represented among the students, with a delegation 

of keen ‘munners’ from the Law and Arts faculties (PSIR is 

part of the Arts faculty and the School of Social Sciences, 

not a faculty in itself) ready to tackle and resolve the world’s 

problems. As part of one of the 23 committees, delegates 

had the opportunity to discuss issues ranging from rights 

of refugees and freedom of speech to a declaration on the 

ongoing violence in Syria. 

It was clear early in the conference that forming alliances 

was the strongest weapon at the disposal of the delegates, 

and despite some questionable relationships, such as the US 

and China, by the second day of the conference most of the 

committees had draft resolutions on the table to debate and 

amend. 

Many of the delegates and directors put their best thinking 

towards creative punishments for the tardy among the 

committees. Of particular significance was the reintroduction 

of stoning as a form of punishment by none other than the 

Human Rights Council, as well as some rousing renditions of 

‘Call Me Maybe’ and One Direction by the delegates. 

Inspiring speakers abounded during the week, with La Trobe 

making the most of its proximity to eminent scholars of many 

different and prominent fields. The first day saw a rush to 

the lecture given by the Honourable ‘great dissenter’ Justice 

Michael Kirby and Professor Dennis Altman on International 

Law and the fight against HIV.  The plight of refugees was 

discussed in a humanitarian light not often seen amongst the 

modern media’s obsession with the politics of the issue. Yusuf 

Sheikh Omar, a former refugee, provided a personal touch to 

the discussion during the keynote speaker event - ‘Refugees 

and Our Common Humanity’. 

Socials were another highlight of the conference, with 

Melbourne’s quirky indie culture on display at the “Boho 

Ball” and Op Shop themed night at the popular Melbourne 

hangout, The Espy. However the best was saved for last, 

with the Finale Ball, held at the Melbourne Museum. A three-

course meal (non-vegetarian for those who had complained, 

loudly, about the lack of meat at the conference), dancing 

and awards made for the perfect ending to an incredible 

week of ‘munning’. 

Amongst the socials, speakers and 40-minute tram rides 

to and from La Trobe the committees managed to debate, 

amend and present a draft resolution to the entire General 

Assembly on Friday morning at the prestigious Sofitel in the 

heart of Melbourne’s CBD. While many of the speakers were 

memorable and eloquent, none stood out quite as much 

as a speaker from the International Court of Justice on the 

sovereignty of the Falkland Islands, who sang his distain for 

the resolution to the tune of ‘Don’t Cry for Me Argentina’, 

which was met with thunderous applause. 

UWA emerged victorious from the hard, yet stimulating, 

week of debating. We won the best small delegation at the 

Finale Ball and a big thank you goes to our head delegate, 

Kirsten Simpkins, for her hard work leading up to, and during, 

the conference. 

AMUNC 2012 was a fantastic opportunity for young people 

to have a voice and be heard on the international issues that 

will no doubt be prominent for many of us in years to come. It 

allowed us the opportunity to develop our opinions through 

conversation and debate, as well as signifying the need for 

diplomacy if any progress is going to be made towards 

international solutions to these international issues. 

I would highly recommend AMUNC 2013- to be held in 

Wellington, New Zealand- to anyone interested in the current 

political questions facing the international community, as the 

knowledge gained and networks formed here are invaluable 

experiences that the AMUNC 2012 delegation will definitely 

never forget. 

UWA Delegation to AMUNC 
2012
By Bethanie Smillie
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By Myles Parish

Directed by Christopher Nolan

Starring Christian Bale

Distributed by Warner Bros.

O
ne of the biggest, most important cinematic 

releases of 2012, The Dark Knight Rises was released 

worldwide on July 19. It’s the last Batfilm in a 

Batrilogy directed by Christopher Nolan – arguably one of 

the most influential and successful directors of the last 20 

years. Returning for what is probably his last time in a Batsuit 

is Christian Bale, playing an older, world-weary, and shut-in 

Bruce Wayne. His ever-loyal Batler, sorry, butler, Alfred, who is 

portrayed by Michael Caine – seemingly the most awesome 

geriatric in Hollywood about now – has cared for Wayne 

doggedly. The big name trio is rounded off by the return of 

Morgan Freeman as Lucius Fox, Wayne Enterprises CEO and 

technological extraordinaire. Joining them once again is Gary 

Oldman as my personal favourite character, Commissioner 

Gordon of the Gotham City Police Department.

The fun doesn’t stop there, mind you. New to the franchise 

– and continuing the Nolan’s Inception mini-reunion – are 

Joseph Gordon-Levitt, as a beat cop-cum-detective-cum-

super tactician, and Marion Cottilard, as philanthropist 

Miranda Tate. Perhaps the most significant role from an 

Inception alumnus is that of the main villain, Bane – brought to 

the screen in gargantuan proportions by Tom Hardy. Finally, 

Anne Hathaway puts on a very impressive turn as Selina 

Kyle, cat burglar – never is she referred to as Catwoman.

 

From this point on, major spoilers may take place. By 

the time this goes to print, I will likely have seen the film 

four times (including twice on the day it came out); so 

should you have, and shame on you if it’s not the case! 

As most people expected, The Dark Knight Rises delivers 

excitement, drama and utter coolness from the moment the 

deep bass of Hans Zimmer’s score shakes you in your seat. 

Much has been made of new highs in acting for a Batman 

film, not to mention the glorious action set pieces that we 

have now come to expect from Christopher Nolan. There is 

none of that frenetic shaky-cam that ruins so many action 

films – rather, every shot is positioned and choreographed 

for maximum effect. With complex and yet accessible 

cinematography by Wally Pfister, plus Nolan’s adherence to 

physical, rather than CGI stunts where possible, this film (and 

indeed most films of Nolan’s) achieves something resembling 

realism in a totally unbelievable world.

As is my habit when I’m interested in something, I have 

become something of a Batman obsessive in the past week, 

devouring Wikipedia articles about comics, Batmobiles, 

videogames, underlying themes and goodness knows what 

else. Whilst I wouldn’t proclaim to be a Batman expert by any 

means (though I was tempted to buy up graphic novels on 

Book Depository), I have learnt a whole lot of useless stuff 

that will occupy my mind to the exclusion of mental maths 

skills.

One of the reasons for the success of the Nolan trilogy is the 

acceptance by many die-hard Batfans of characterisation 

from page to screen. Since the 1980s, Batman has become 

a much more nuanced, human character through significant 

works by graphic novel doyens Alan Moore (subsequently 

of Watchmen fame) and Frank Miller (who also wrote 300 

Gotham’s Reckoning
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and Sin City). Heroes and villains alike were fleshed out, 

with backstories added and removed, creating the Batman 

aesthetic that was replicated to some extent by Tim Burton 

in Batman (1989), with the realism and character elements 

emphasised by Nolan in his own films. To fit his more realistic 

universe, Nolan modified the origins of the villains, in keeping 

with their comic book stories but more grounded in reality. 

For example, Liam Neeson’s evolution from bit part actor to 

career badass with his portrayal of Ra’s al Ghul saw a man 

only pretending to be immortal, rather than the 600-or-

more year old man of the comics.

The trend continues in this film, with Bane’s origin manipulated 

out of his characterisation and into the origin of the 

character that is actually the REAL antagonist; Bane, despite 

his tactical instinct and vast, charismatic intellect, boils down 

to a mere mercenary, albeit one with some nice things to 

say. As another example, one of the big reveals (CONTINUE 

READING IF YOU DARE) at the end of the film is that John 

Blake’s birth name is Robin, and, when you consider Nolan’s 

reality-grounding efforts, this makes more sense than having 

an acrobat in yellow pants leaping around on Batman’s cape-

tails – Blake is still the closest thing to a sidekick Batman has 

in this trilogy, and he does well at it.

As much as I would love to wax lyrical about just how 

awesome I thought this film was – it’s not without flaws, but 

I’ll get to those – and how I think Gary Oldman is everything 

you want out of a character actor, this is a political magazine 

and so asks for some discussion of deeper, more meaningful 

things.

Perhaps the clearest theme of The Dark Knight Rises was 

proletarian anarchy and its effect on those who would 

otherwise be the safest people possible. This is underlined 

initially by Selina Kyle, whispering seductively to Bruce 

Wayne that he will soon wonder “how he could live so 

large and leave so little for the rest of us.” After Gotham is 

explosively cut off from the rest of the continental United 

States, Bane proceeds to release every organised criminal 

in the city from Blackgate Prison. He claims they were 

wrongly imprisoned, based on the Harvey Dent Act’s 

foundation in the lie that Harvey Dent wasn’t actually an 

evil, two-faced lawyer. The rich and privileged are dragged 

into the streets by both the ordinary citizenry and former 

prisoners, emphasising the very thin, delicate line between 

organisation and utter, chaotic anarchy. I’m inclined to think 

that the sort of unpleasant, murderous, proletarian uprising 

we see portrayed on-screen is two things – extremely 

resonant in America, where the economy is worsening faster 

than this film’s box office returns are accumulating; and also 

over-emphasised, because we know that much of Gotham 

is made up of the worst kinds of people, and then some. I 

certainly hope that this kind of revolution wouldn’t occur in 

this day and age, but some of humanity has shown itself to 

be pretty nasty when it perceives itself not to be getting a fair 

go – think France and then, 150 years later, Imperial Russia. 

The parallels between revolutionary France and Gotham are 

thinly veiled – indeed, the cheeky references to (red) Robin 

may as well be to the Scarlet Pimpernel.

In a full circle from Batman Begins, Ra’s al Ghul’s destructive 

legacy is continued. Bane aims to ultimately destroy Gotham, 

to wipe the slate clean and cleanse society of this hotbed of 

evil and environmentally harmful consumerism. The flipside 

of the coin of destruction is to appeal to people’s better 

natures, and this is what my brief foray into International 

Relations called liberalism. Liberalism what Batman and 

Friends are attempting to use in their combat against 

crime and unpleasantness; and it seems they’ve had some 

considerable success in that prior to Bane’s interruption. 

However, everything that Batman, Gordon and pre-evil 

Harvey Dent worked for turns to a hideous, realist ‘told you 

so’ fantasy when authority comes crashing down. As an 

analysis of human nature, so much in The Dark Knight Rises 

seems to want to say that ‘nice guys finish last’, but enough 

characters hold out against the anarchy to suggest that, as 

has been rehashed in so many works of heroic fiction, most 

people have some capacity for good.

Christopher Nolan has created, over the last seven years, the 

thinking person’s Batman. It’s a series that die-hard Batman 

comic fans have been waiting for more or less since the 

character’s first appearance in 1939. Nolan proves with The 

Dark Knight Rises that he was certainly an excellent choice 

by the Brothers Warner to helm a series that so few people 

realised they wanted. Finally, this new Batman also proved 

something important to 1960s Batman: that some days, you 

just can get rid of a bomb. Go and see this film at the cinema 

– you’ll regret not doing it the moment the film starts if you 

wait for the DVD.

*

You’ve probably noticed a glaring omission from this review – I 

have not discussed the tragic and abhorrent cinema massacre 

in Colorado. It is unfair to the hard work of Christopher Nolan, 

the cast and the crew that their film will be forever associated 

with this dreadful, criminal act, and I think in reviewing it, a 

degree of separation needs to be kept. I began this review 

before the shooting had even occurred, and by the time State 

goes to print, many, many thousands of words will have been 

written about the incident by people far more qualified than I 

to comment on its ramifications. Famed film critic Roger Ebert 

wrote a short piece about it, which is well worth reading. I 

will write this, however – it’s becoming abundantly clear that 

stricter firearms regulations may be necessary in the United 

States. Let’s be brutally honest: no ordinary citizen in a nation 

like the United States needs an assault rifle in a suburban 

home. We do well enough in this country without them!
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P
rime Minister Billy Hughes said, “A man who takes no 

interest in his country and fails to vote is a civic idiot. 

But compulsory voting is a poor alternative to political 

education.” This is a noble sentiment about the preference 

of political energy over forcing people to do things, but 

in the real world compulsory voting is not a bad way to 

engineer a better-educated landscape. When Australia first 

instituted the  compulsory vote in Queensland in1924, one of 

the leading arguments in its favour was the improvement 

of public education, especially in  politics. This introduction 

paved the way for compulsory voting throughout Australia 

and has helped not only in political education but in political 

engagement.

Philosophically speaking, voting can be seen as a right or as 

a duty. When seen only as a right it is used to protect the 

people’s freedom from compulsion. Therefore having people 

vote in an election cannot be compelled, as to do so would 

infringe on the freedom of voters to utilise the converse: the 

right not to vote. Unsurprisingly this is the preferred view 

of the Americans. Voting is seen as a duty in the context of 

reciprocating the government for its services. It has been 

explained as a civic responsibility akin to taxation and jury 

duty. It is a due paid in exchange for enjoying the political 

system. Both Jean-Jacques Rousseau and John Stuart Mill 

advocated the importance of an individual taking an active 

part in the electoral process as an acceptable replacement 

for being involved in their country’s legislature. Australia,  

on the libertarian side of the political spectrum, decided to 

encourage as much involvement in the political process as 

possible by implementing the compulsory vote.

 

Like many issues of education, it is about institutionalising 

the ideas as well as letting time and the passage of 

generations embed them in our society. French jurist Joseph 

Barthélemy noted that the mere existence of compulsory 

voting laws would instil it as a custom and improve turnout 

even without the legal compulsion aspect. Most of the non-

voters in Australia are in younger age bands.   and by having 

them vote in their youth, the likelihood of them voting as they 

grow older increases as youth gives way to old age. This has 

proven to work. Australia has higher political interest than 

countries in which voting is optional. Few other countries  

achieve high electoral turnout without the threat of sanction. 

New Zealand is the most analogous to Australia due to the 

similar culture and political structure. New Zealand regularly 

has a 95% electoral turnout. Admittedly, this comparison is 

not perfect due to key differences in the political make-up 

between the two nations.

The current arrangement of the parties in Australia under 

compulsory voting is, for the moment, stable. No  party has 

an especial advantage electorally because of compulsory 

voting. The traditional view is that left-orientated parties, 

particularly those that emphasise a connection to the 

working classes, benefit more from compulsory voting. 

This is based on the assumption that voters who support 

those parties are less likely to vote without compulsion. 

The Australian Labor Party falls into this group and the 

assumption is that without continued compulsory voting the 

balance of electoral results would shift away from the ALP. 

That said, the belief that left leaning parties are the major 

benefactors of the system is flawed. When the concept of 

compulsory voting was addressed in the late 1800s and 

early 1900s by governments in Europe and America it was 

the conservatives and right wing parties that were judged 

to gain from compulsory voting the most. John Broomhall 

explained that, “it was the wealthy who habitually neglected 

their political duties, some from dislike to mingle with their 

humbler fellow citizens.” During the 1990s elements within 

the Australian Liberal Party did explored the option of 

removing compulsory voting. This was in part harkening back 

to the traditional philosophical opposition held by liberals to 

government compulsion. However public opinion at the time 

solidified in favour of compulsory voting, with between 70% 

and 88% of modern voters voicing support for the measure, 

leading to the continuation of the system. 

Within Australia the persistent benefits in terms of political 

education and engagement make compulsory voting one of 

the best things about our political system. The modicum of 

freedom lost to not being able to refuse to enter the booths 

on election days is more than made up for by the mandate 

afforded to political representatives and the engagement of 

citizens in the political system. The civil idiocy referred to by 

Billy Hughes needs combating. Whilst he thought compulsory 

voting was unsuitable, it is the only viable solution in the real 

world. 

Fighting Civil Idiocy
By Brendan Storer
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In the Name of God… 

Henceforth…

To Most Generous Brother Mukhtar Abu al-Zubayr

I hope that you receive this letter from me while you are 

fine and well with all the brothers and followers…

S
o begins the late Osama bin Laden’s letter, addressed 

7 August 2010, to the leader of Harakat al-Shabaab 

al-Mujahideen (informally known as al-Shabaab) in 

southern Somalia. The Americans found it on his computer 

after a team of US Navy SEALs broke into his Abbottabad 

compound and shot dead the architect of mass-murder, 

along with one of his sons and Abu Ahmed al-Kuwaiti, 

his trusted courier. The letter was one of 17 documents 

released by the White House earlier this year. In it, Bin Laden 

advises Ahmed Godane (aka Abu al-Zubeyr) on how he 

can best advertise his murderous band of Islamist brigands 

somewhere in Somalia’s Juba province to the outside world. 

The jihadi figurehead writes: 

I see that there should be a practical working emirate 

on the ground but without declaring it in the media 

or confirming it in any paperwork, in order to avoid 

these documents leaking out to the enemies – should 

it happen for any reason. 

Irony, check. Corporate-like tone with his subordinates, 

check. Al-Shabaab has been in control of much of southern 

Somalia for most of the past decade, and this sliver of the 

Horn of Africa has been without a viable federal government 

for just over two decades now. Parochial autocracies, 

extreme poverty, and larger autonomous zones further north 

comprise the status quo in Somalia. What was once the 

militia of a movement of Sheikhs and entrepreneurs in 2006 

has since morphed into, in Bin Laden’s words, ‘a practical 

working emirate on the ground’ meting out mutilations and 

stonings in line with a literal interpretation of the Qur’an and 

the Hadith. But what was this hesitancy on Bin Laden’s part 

to see his associates in Somalia declare an Islamic emirate? 

Was not the writer of this letter the same Osama bin Laden 

who declared in an interview with Al Jazeera in 1998 that 

“We believe that America is much weaker than Russia [the 

Soviets withdrew their occupying forces from Afghanistan in 

1989 after a decade of resistance by the mujahedeen] and 

we have learned from our brothers who fought in the jihad 

in Somalia of the incredible weakness and cowardice of the 

American soldier”?

What has changed since then? Well, there are drones, for 

one thing. Ten years ago the Pentagon had less than 50 

drones at its disposal. It now possesses some 7,000 which 

are distributed around the globe, hovering over Pakistan and 

Yemen and elsewhere, half-a-world away from those holding 

the remote-controls. This development in the ‘War on Terror’, 

more than anything else, seems to have changed Bin Laden’s 

mind about just how much of a paper tiger the American 

Empire really is. The US has faced immense difficulties in 

occupying Iraq and Afghanistan—difficulties foreseen and 

cackled over by the jihadi tactician who went by the alias 

of Abu Bakr Naji, who, in his Management of Savagery: The 

Most Critical Stage Through Which the Umma Will Pass, 

counselled his fellow jihadis to provoke the ‘Great Satan’ into 

invading so-called ‘Muslim land’ where the jihad could then 

take place on its home turf, as it were. 

Abu Musab al-Suri, a Syrian-born tactician of al-Qaeda’s 

Shura council, was of the same mind. Yet apparently, 

equipped with drones, Empire can still pack a punch. In his 

twilight days, Bin Laden seemed to have come to fear the 

scenario envisioned by Abu Bakr Naji, telling Godane, “If 

the matter [of an alliance] becomes declared and out in the 

The Islamic Emirate of 
Somalia 
By Francis McLoughlin
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open, it would have the enemies escalate their anger and 

mobilise against you; this is what happened to the brothers 

in Iraq [and] Algeria”.

Back to drones, the US has two drone bases stationed either 

side of Somalia, one in the Seychelles, the other graciously 

hosted by its client-regime in Ethiopia. The base in southern 

Ethiopia shelters a fleet of armed Reaper drones, where, as 

the Washington Post reported, a small ‘compound… about 

half an acre in size… surrounded by high fences, security 

screens and lights on extended poles’ has been set up on 

the tarmac of the airport of the city of Arba Minch. As for 

the base on the archipelago to the east, drone-launches 

have had to be suspended recently since several drones 

have crashed. Investigations are ‘underway’. Not much is 

known about the operations conducted from either of these 

two sites, though this has not stopped Iran’s abysmal Press 

TV from airing reports on alleged atrocities carried out by 

these flying instruments of death sourced to subsequently 

untraceable and almost certainly fabricated ‘eye-witnesses’. 

Yet with America’s track-record in Pakistan, where some 

2,000 ‘insurgents’ (the question must be asked: How can 

drones so easily distinguish between a theocrat and a 

civilian living under their subjection?) have been “liquidated”, 

one need not exactly throw up one’s hands in exasperation 

over Iran’s antics.

There is also the question of the ‘Bin Laden brand’, which 

the old man in Abbottabad was anxious to preserve as an 

emblem of some distinction and dignity among those who 

dignify the practice of annihilating innocent civilians by 

means of the annihilation of other innocent civilians. But he 

was unimpressed with the division in al-Shabaab, which 

has been much speculated over by ‘experts’ but which can 

basically be described as a rift between the more local-

orientated warlords (headed by Muktar Roobow and Sheikh 

Hassan Dahir Aweys) and the internationally ambitious 

jihadis (led by Godane). In Bin Laden’s words: 

…there remains the situation of the brothers on your 

side and their talking about their relationship with al-

Qa’ida, if asked. It would be better for them to say that 

there is a relationship with al-Qa’ida which is simply a 

brotherly Islamic connection and nothing more… 

Bin Laden reasoned that if al-Shabaab was to announce 

anything more than an abstract affinity with Al-Qaeda 

Central (AQC), it would come under heavy fire from the US 

and its allies, which would only serve to aggravate the rift 

in the group. As it happens, the infamous Omar Hammami, 

a young American man from Daphne, Alabama, who joined 

the jihad in Somalia where he ended up being promoted to 

the rank of a relatively high-ranking field commander and 

propagandist in the Shabaab, released a video on Youtube 

on 16 March this year in which he tells of how he fears for 

his life after disagreeing with some Shabaab authorities over 

matters of “shari’a and strategy”. 

Of course, after Osama bin Laden was killed, Godane sought 

Ayman al-Zawahiri’s permission to affiliate his group with 

Al-Qaeda Central (AQC). On 9 February this year, AQC’s 

‘Al-Sahab’ media outlet released a video message in which 

Zawahiri made clear that, indeed, the alliance between the 

two groups would go ahead, with Godane then pledging 

his loyalty to “our emir”, the “beloved emir, the blessed 

Sheikh” Zawahiri. This manoeuvre, however, was effectively 

redundant, for anyone who had been paying attention 

would have already known that Godane had declared, on 

1 February 2010, that his group’s jihad in the Horn of Africa 

would from that point onward be “led by al-Qaeda and its 

leader Sheikh Osama bin Laden”. We know that Bin Laden 

had advised against proclamations of this kind, but by then 

the cat was out of the bag. And what about al-Shabaab’s 

relationship with Al-Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula (AQAP) 

in Yemen? First, take note of what Bin Laden wrote to Godane 

in the letter: 

...some Muslims in Somalia are suffering from 

immense poverty and malnutrition, because of the 

continuity of wars in their country; I have a determined 

plan of action, using one of my sermons to press the 

merchants in the countries of the Arabian Peninsula 

to support pro-active and important developmental 

projects which are not expensive; we happened to 

have tried these in Sudan. Therefore, by not having 

the mujahidin openly allied with al-Qa’ida, it would 

strengthen those merchants who are willing to help 

the brothers in Somalia, and would keep people with 

the mujahidin. 

On 14 October last year, the BBC reported that a US citizen 

named Abu Abdulla Almuhajir, an envoy from “al-Qaeda” 

(most likely from AQAP) had arrived in Somalia near its 

capital, Mogadishu, where, alongside the Shabaab’s chief 

spokesman ’Ali Mahamoud Rage, he posed for a photo-shoot 

in which he delivered food-aid to the people of Ala-yasir 

camp, 50km south-west of the capital. Afterwards, Rage told 

Somali reporters on hand (which the BBC was good enough 

to relay) that he and his guest were distributing “food such 

as flour, rice, cooking oil, dates and milk to 4,000 people”.

Rewind back one month, and perhaps we can identify the 

catalyst for this PR stunt. On page 29 of Issue 7 of AQAP’s 

Inspire magazine, released September 2011, this same Rage 

is quoted as saying “We have unified our ranks, prepared 

our might, unsheathed our swords, loaded our bullets and 

equipped ourselves”. A few days later, on 30 September, 

Inspire’s editor Samir Khan was assassinated in Yemen 

alongside the notorious Anwar al-Awlaki when a Predator 

drone opened fire on their safe-house. This must have 
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been disheartening for the Shabaab, whose “brothers on 

[Godane’s] side” would have been hoping for increased 

publicity from the publication of that fall’s must-have rag for 

jihadis, which included a glossy photograph of rugged but 

admittedly ferocious-looking Shabaab mujahedeen lined up 

with grenade launchers on their shoulders. 

Rubbing salt into the wounds, soon after this affront to the 

standing of AQAP (the mowing down of two of its leaders), 

African Union troops and TFG-backed militias in southern 

Somalia succeeded in pushing al-Shabaab out of Mogadishu. 

Since then, Baidoa, the capital of the central Bay province 

where many Shabaab fighters removed themselves to after 

Mogadishu fell, has in turn fallen into the hands of the TFG. 

On February 22 this year, it was reported that Ethiopian tanks 

had invaded Baidoa, inflicting another wave of humiliation 

on the group less than a week after the Shabaab militias 

stationed there had staged a rally celebrating their merger 

with the ‘Bin Laden brand’.

“Force of personality”. As The Professor tells Comrade 

Ossipon in Joseph Conrad’s Secret Agent, “I have the means 

to make myself deadly, but that by itself, you understand, is 

absolutely nothing in the way of protection. What is effective 

is the belief those people have in my will to use the means. 

That’s their impression. It is absolute. Therefore, I am deadly”. 

The same could be said by the telegenic putz that was 

Osama bin Laden, the spiritual leader of an international 

nihilist organisation from which the US had much to fear 

precisely because it knew that the charismatic Bin Laden 

was willing to destroy so much human life, and ruin utterly 

that which he did not see fit to kill. We know that he was more 

or less isolated in his last few years, practically irrelevant to 

the network he had created, ill-informed as to its doings. In 

the letter, he told Godane that “we pursue your news and 

victories through the media…”, indicating his deprivation of 

direct intelligence reports. Ignoring the boilerplate blessings, 

the last substantive comment Bin Laden made to his 

enigmatic pen-pal in Somalia was as follows: 

I press upon you as much as I press upon myself to 

remain devout, patient, and persistent in upholding 

the high moral values which were upheld by an ‘Emir 

of reconciliation’ toward his community, which is, with 

God’s help, the dream of the Emir in his pardon, his 

justice, his patience, his good treatment of them, and 

his refusal to burden them with what they cannot not 

handle. 

I guess we’ll soon see how Godane and the ‘brothers’ on his 

side, in the face of joint African Union and Kenyan military 

operations against them, will handle the Islamic Emirate of 

Somalia. 
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The Age Without Doubts?
By Trish Yang - President, ACYA (UWA)

T
his year marks the 40th anniversary of diplomatic 

relations between Australia and the People’s 

Republic of China. In Chinese culture, 40 is the ‘age 

without doubts’, signalling a new maturity in one’s life. The 

relationship between Australia and China has similarly 

matured over these last four decades though not all aspects 

of the relationship has blossomed at an equal rate. The 

galloping speed at which bilateral economic cooperation 

has taken place has outpaced cultural interaction between 

the two countries in a manner that suggests that while we 

are happy for our material interests to overlap, we may still 

have enduring doubts about engaging with each other at a 

deeper and more meaningful level. 

Little need be said about economic cooperation between the 

two countries. On one measure, two-way trade has soared 

from less than $100 million at the start of the relationship, 

to over $100 billion today. Western Australia, in particular, 

has keenly experienced the growth in Chinese consumption 

of Australian commodities, which has fuelled growth across 

Australia. As China’s middle class grows and becomes 

increasingly affluent, the composition of the Australia-

China economic relationship will evolve, extending beyond 

mineral and energy resources to other markets, such as 

agriculture, high-end manufactured goods and services like 

finance, education and tourism. Australia’s natural resource 

endowments, capacity to produce high-quality brands, great 

farming expertise, well regulated financial sector and political 

stability, as well as beautiful environment and friendly culture 

means it is well placed to cater to these needs.

Of course, China is not without a myriad of other suitors 

eager to attract its attention (and its purse). And Australia 

is not the only country that can cater to China’s needs. 

This means Australia cannot afford to sit back and be 

complacent, and must work to its strengths. Australia needs 

to find a path to maximise the benefits of foreign investment 

without compromising national security interests. This will 

not be possible without the furthering and strengthening of 

Australia and China’s mutual trust and all-round cooperation.

The increasing strength of Australia and China’s economic 

relationship necessarily entails the need for greater cultural 

exchange and understanding. However, in contrast to our 

economic propinquity, cultural exchange between the two 

countries has not featured the same vigour and enthusiasm. 

Given the significance of China’s relationship with Australia, 

awareness of Chinese culture as well as the Chinese language 

is becoming increasingly important for Australians. To be 

sure, the number of Australian visitors to China and vice 

versa (both for study and leisure) has increased over the last 

few decades. But this interaction is at best superficial, and at 

worst, a pale substitute for genuine engagement between 

Australians and the Chinese. 

For example, it is of concern that very few students at 

Year 12 level are studying Mandarin and at university level 

undertaking Asian studies. For those few students who 

graduate from an Asian studies degree, the opportunities 

for them to gain an advantage in the job market are not 

as plentiful as one would expect. It is also of concern that 

while many Australian businesses have an interest in Asia, 

few actually employ executives or other staff with real 

experience or expertise in Asia. 

The 40th anniversary of diplomatic relations affords both 

countries the opportunity to reassess the strength of cultural 

and people-to-people exchanges. The two countries should 

work together to enable a two-way flow of students, teachers 

and ideas, and improve Australian literacy of Asian cultures 

and languages. Furthermore, the Australian government 

and Australian businesses should encourage and reflect 

a genuine valuing of Asia-literate graduates by providing 

appropriate opportunities to suitably qualified graduates. 

Developing such a cultural literacy is essential to the success 

of Australia-China relations.

There is a prosperous future ahead for both Australia 

and China. Cooperation has brought, and continues to 

bring, benefits and opportunities to both countries. As the 

relationship continues to flourish, both countries should work 

together to grow and deepen mutual engagement in both 

the economic and cultural spheres. An important part of 

this engagement begins with you. Search for and take up 

opportunities to travel to China, or to study Mandarin. Speak 

to the Chinese exchange student sitting next to you in the 

lecture. It is in fostering relationships between Australian and 

Chinese people – genuine friendships that transcend that 

which is captured by the anodyne formulation of ‘people-

to-people interaction’ – that a true and lasting cooperation 

between Australia and China can continue into the next forty 

years and beyond.
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Fisher v. University of Texas at Austin, which the U.S. Supreme 

Court agreed to hear in February and scheduled for October, 

is the first case concerning affirmative action to reach the 

country’s highest court since 2003. While the plaintiff, Abigail 

Fisher, a white woman from Texas who is currently wrapping 

up her studies in Louisiana, might win and abolish affirmative 

action, the case presents an important opportunity to open 

up discussion on developing innovative, race-neutral means 

to increase equality.

In only two cases before — Regents of the University of 

California v. Bakke in 1978 and Grutter v. Bollinger in 2003 — has 

the Supreme Court debated and upheld the constitutionality 

of race as a factor in university admissions processes. Both 

cases concluded with split decisions, five to four, and multiple 

opinions, ultimately upholding the prerogative of universities 

to use racial considerations in accruing a “critical mass” of 

minority populations (Grutter) but short of establishing fixed 

quotas (Bakke).

Indeed, in their 2009 verdict, the District Court that initially 

heard the Fisher case, ruled that the University of Texas (UT) 

could apply affirmative action, “because, before 2005, UT 

did not have a critical mass of underrepresented minorities.” 

(The “underrepresented” includes blacks and Hispanics, 

while Jews and Asians, the court argued, in contrast, are 

“overrepresented.”) While UT’s 10% Plan, Texas House Bill 

588, might not have helped and may have even decreased 

minority enrolment, taking into consideration these forms of 

race-neutral factors that force competition within respective 

high schools, might help.

Ironically, Texas House Bill 588 was part of the cause of 

Fisher’s suit. Like many others, Fisher had a high GPA but 

was not in the top 10% of her high school class, although she 

contends that her marks would fall within the top 10% in an 

overall pool of UT’s applicants. However, UT rejected her in 

the following stages of the admissions process — when they 

began considering holistic factors, including race.

Fisher argues that the Grutter decision, in establishing a broad 

goal for multi-ethnic student populations, is unconstitutional 

under the “Equal Protection Clause.” If the Supreme Court 

agrees with Fisher and takes a position against affirmative 

action, then many programs designed to promote minority 

enrolment — specifically those that seek to make race a 

factor in the admissions process — will become obsolete. 

Such a decision suggests a bleak future for improving racial 

inequalities.

And, while it is well established that the domestic political 

situation in the U.S. has polarized to unprecedented 

proportions, such polarization so too has made its way onto 

the Supreme Court. One of the Court’s most controversial 

Justices, Clarence Thomas, is black and an avowed 

conservative. In 2003, he voted in opposition of affirmative 

action. He cited the 14th Amendment – the constitutional 

guarantor of equality under the law – in arguing for a 

prohibition on either refusing consideration or granting 

special consideration to individuals on account of race. 

Another Justice, Antonin Scalia, has declared himself “the 

Justice from The Tea Party.” In addition, three other judges, 

including Chief Justice Roberts, were nominated to the 

bench by President Reagan and the second President Bush.

Presidents Clinton and Obama have collectively nominated 

four judges, but one of Obama’s nominees, Elena Kagan, has 

recused herself from the case. It is quite probable that the 

court will strike down affirmative action along partisan lines — 

by the widest margin to date, five to three. While opponents 

of affirmative action are arguably taking advantage of the 

current political climate, there is some cause to be optimistic 

for the future — this case could lead to greater political 

innovation.

Recent studies have shown that inequality in education is 

increasingly dependent on wealth, while the opposite trend 

is developing regarding race. Moreover, the Great Recession 

has pushed income inequality to the forefront of political 

discourse, with #Occupy movements sprouting in major 

cities across the U.S. and the world. This presents a related 

narrative: The persistence of unemployment and its effects 

on the working-class.

While racial inequality has persisted, income inequality 

(irrespective of race) has ballooned. Yes, further impediments 

to opportunities could be detrimental to minority populations. 

Voiding affirmative action will probably not help racial 

inequality in the short-term, but considering the ways that 

race-neutral factors can help build equitable communities 

The End of Affirmative 
Action?
By Jonathan Newburgh- The Political Bouillon
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T
he Chinese economy has experienced unparalleled 

growth over the past few decades, developing into a 

powerhouse in the global political system. 

Public and academic discourse about the boom in China has 

been primarily focused on the benefits of such; not only to 

the Chinese people but also the international economy as a 

whole. The first generation characterised by China’s ever-

increasing economic prosperity, however, faces a problem 

previously found almost exclusively in developed countries: 

obesity. 

20% of the Chinese population aged 5- 17 are obese, a rate 

almost meeting those in the US and Australia; countries 

leading the world in this area. More alarming, though, is the 

recent discovery that the prevalence of type-2 diabetes 

amongst Chinese children is almost four times that of their 

American counterparts. 

The Chinese economy has experienced increasing 

liberalisation over the last few decades, enabling multinational 

corporations to establish themselves within China seeking to 

capitalise on the burgeoning middle class. 

This growth in multinationals has included, to the detriment 

of Chinese health across the board, the introduction of fast 

food chains throughout China. KFC, for example, now has an 

estimated 3,700 franchises across the country. An extremely 

productive and hard working country, China has welcomed 

fast food chains with open arms; increasingly aware of and 

able to capitalise on the convenience and cleanliness thereof. 

As well as this, as the Chinese economy has grown lifestyles 

also have shifted- from cold hard fields in rural areas to 

sterile office environments in cities and towns, from physical 

labour to mental exercise, from games played between 

children outside to those across the Internet in  front of 

computer screens, from a culture of walking to the increased 

use of vehicles and time stuck in traffic behind the wheel of 

a car- exercise is no longer prevalent in Chinese society and 

convenience of increasing importance. 

The problem faced by the Chinese government mirrors 

that which has confronted Western governments for some 

time now: how can the rights of all people to choose what 

and how much they eat be balanced with the governmental 

responsibility to ensure a healthy society? 

A solution to increasing obesity levels has been the 

introduction of obesity boot camps, whereby children 

essentially undergo intensive training for an extended period 

of time, until such a time when they are satisfied with their 

weight loss and ultimate weight. This Biggest Loser style 

camp achieves dramatic results for most participants, as it 

combines a healthy diet with intensive exercise. The loss of 

childhood, even education, however is a definite drawback 

and lends to the scheme the taint of extremity.  

These boot camps have been established not as an initiative 

of the government but of private enterprises as the Chinese 

government has been rather slow in response to the delicate 

and complex issue. 

Whether it has been in denial or simply waiting for the 

imperative to act is yet to be determined, as are the 

governmental policies aimed at combatting this problem.  

Whatever the response from the government, expect it to 

be severe; and expect it to command results, quickly.

Growth in China: not of the 
economy, but of waistlines

By Emma Bagg



30

D
avid Byrne once wrote in Girlfriend is Better: ‘Stop 

making sense’ and this imperative ought to be applied 

to those American political ‘analysts’ spewing forth 

their judgments to the world in the wake of the Colorado mass 

shootings on the 2o July 2012. Networks such as MSNBC, CBS, 

Fox and others have inevitably used this tragedy to begin 

channeling their opinions through carefully-constructed 

news articles and feature stories seeking to ‘make sense’ of 

the horror which unfolded in Aurora. 

A few examples will help to begin the discussion. On MSNBC’s 

The Ed Show on the 23 July, the host, Michael Dyson, began 

questioning the brother of one of the victims in the shooting, 

asking him: ‘Do you feel compelled to push for tighter gun 

laws?’ In response to this the following day, on the Fox 

News program ‘The O’Reilly Factor’ (24 July), Bill O’Reilly 

pronounced: ‘The far left is trying to use the Colorado movie 

massacre to promote gun control’. O’Reilly also said on his 

program the day prior: ‘Predictably far-left ideologues are 

demagoguing the mass murder in Colorado. They want gun 

control imposed on the country’ (23 July). 

Yet given Dyson’s interview was largely about the impact 

on the victims and not focused solely on gun-control issues, 

O’Reilly’s statement was clearly poorly thought-out. However, 

one might question why Dyson even brought up the gun-

control debate with the victim’s brother so soon after the 

tragedy? Indeed, the interviewee’s response to that question 

was measured and mature: ‘…We can try to politicize this and 

make this a polarizing debate…but that’s not what we’re here 

to do’. Such an approach ought to be adopted by media 

figures like Dyson and O’Reilly instead of merely adding fuel 

to the political fire and as a result, ignoring the real impact 

on the victims.  

Such a debate is obviously inevitable, given the media fallout 

after events of Columbine in 1999, Virginia Tech in 2007 and 

‘Stop making 
sense’ – The 
chaos of media 
ideologies post-
Aurora
By Christopher Dowson

Tucson in 2011, and careful attention should be paid to how 

we as the consumers of such information ultimately process 

and absorb the political diatribes of major media outlets and 

their mouthpieces such as those mentioned above. Neither 

has the print media in the US been immune from polarizing 

the debate and inciting ideological mud-flinging between 

media outlets, with headlines in papers such as the New York 

Post reading: ‘Colorado massacre new low for CNN’ (July 

28) or an article by Laura Meckler in the Wall Street Journal 

(July 26) concluding:  

‘Republicans generally oppose gun control. Many 

Democrats have come to view it as a loser politically 

as they work to compete for votes of working-class 

whites who support gun rights, and as public-opinion 

surveys have found low support for measures to 

restrict access to guns.’

Political over-simplifications such as these are unhelpful to 

those who are genuinely distressed by such events which 

are allowed to occur in a developed Western society such as 

the USA’s and only detract from the tragedy. 

The majority of news stories in the wake of the shootings 

have sought to make sense of the massacre on ideological 

grounds, explaining the suspect James Holmes’ actions as 

a result of lax firearm regulation by the relevant authorities. 

MSNBC and CNN have frequently posted online articles and 

news stories highlighting ‘renewed gun control debate’ and 

‘new calls for gun control measures’ (23 July), integrating 

gun-ownership statistics and hastily-recorded ‘polls’ in 

favour/not in favour of bans - all detractors which begin to 

ignore the event itself and replace it with an emphasis on 

ideological questions (inevitably polarizing their audiences). 

Similarly, O’Reilly in that July 24 story mentioned above, 

suggested that ‘it makes sense’ for all sales of ‘heavy 

weapons’ be reported to the FBI, as he concluded: ‘In this age 

of terrorism, that law is badly needed’. Debating Republican 

Senator Jason Chaffetz, O’Reilly stridently argued for the 

reporting of all ‘heavy weapon’ sales to the FBI whereas the 

Republican Senator disagreed, maintaining that such laws 

were already in place and that adding tighter regulation 

would not prevent such tragedies from occurring. 

O’Reilly’s boisterous attack on the Republican Senator’s 

stubborn Second Amendment conservatism seemed to 

be confusingly paradoxical when compared to his earlier 

comments about the ‘far left’ trying to use the Colorado 

movie massacre ‘to promote gun control’ when in fact, 

O’Reilly was directly arguing for stricter ‘controls’ on the 

sale of certain guns (such as those used in the massacre). 

This example is not used to highlight O’Reilly’s journalistic 

temperament, despite his well-founded view in this case. 

Instead, it serves to highlight the media’s tendency to move 

away from the tragedy itself and use it as a soapbox for 
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miscellaneous ideological viewpoints used to ‘make sense’ 

of the horrific events which unfolded and imbue them with 

political issues which would normally be left to the people 

and their representatives to debate and legislate against. 

Yet it is human nature to attempt to ‘make sense’ of things 

which baffle and confront us and so the media’s role as a 

source of public information on these tragedies becomes 

complex because it serves as both a useful means of 

collating and forming conclusions on controversial issues, yet 

simultaneously it muddies and polarizes the real questions 

which need to be addressed. These questions arise when 

we put such horrific actions in context with other events 

worldwide and throughout history, such as the Columbine 

shootings, the Norwegian massacre by Anders Breivik almost 

a year previously on 22 July 2011, the Virginia Tech massacre 

in 2007, the September 11 attacks of 2001, the 2005 London 

Bombings, the 2002 Bali Bombings and so on. Those events 

time and again highlighted questions of US gun culture and 

its social mores, as well as global terrorism issues which 

affected society as a whole. 

The horror of these events, like the horrors of past calamities 

such as the two world wars, the sectarian violence in Great 

Britain and Northern Ireland, the shocking dictatorships of 

Libya, Syria and Iraq (to name a handful) all point to issues 

of the ‘human condition’ as more than merely an abstract, 

existential debate, and it is in such questions from where we 

find the media shies away all too readily. We are far more 

likely to see a feature article on anti/pro-gun lobbying than 

an article on the appalling mental-health system in the 

USA; we are far more likely to find an article on Muammar 

Gadaffi and his playboy sons than a feature story about the 

shadowy politicians and advisors who sustained his regime 

successfully for so long. 

The Colorado mass shooting just reinforces our need to 

look through the media’s often-ignorant tactics of headline-

grabbing news and understand that such events are not 

explicable by simply initiating a debate on ideological 

grounds on issues like gun control, but instead, they point to 

the ever present danger that exists in humanity; a danger 

that has been seen time and time again through similar 

tragedies around the world and has manifest itself since 

2001 through global paranoia and hyper-sensitive security 

measures - which have nonetheless failed to prevent such 

random acts of violence from erupting within so-called 

‘civilised’ Western societies. 

All the Colorado tragedy and similar incidents offer us is a 

reminder that no matter how ‘civilised’ and ‘progressive’ 

a society (such as the USA or Europe) might claim to be, 

humanity still has a very long way to go when it comes to 

dealing not only with one’s fellow human being, but also with 

those who need help and whose problems we turn a blind 

eye towards in order to ‘stay calm and carry on’ until it is 

ultimately too late to stop them harming themselves and 

others. 

Having said this, when one looks at people like James Holmes, 

Anders Breivik or Osama bin Laden, one realises that it may 

be just impossible to ‘make sense’ of their actions at all and 

that it is fruitless to try, because an infinitesimal proportion 

of humanity will always find a means to inflict such senseless 

harm on others, in some form, for reasons that will probably 

be forever unknown. As Shakespeare’s Cassius, and later the 

broadcast journalist Edward R. Murrow, once said: 

‘The fault, dear Brutus, is not in our stars, 

But in ourselves, that we are underlings’.
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S
teven Pinker, a Harvard Professor of Psychology, 

wrote, “Human behavior makes most sense when it 

is explained in terms of desires, not in terms of volts 

and grams” (quoted in Van  de Lagemaat 256).  To most of 

us, this proposition appears sensible:  human behavior is 

most meaningfully described by qualitative data rather than 

quantitative.  On the other hand, this generalization does 

not apply to all areas of knowledge.  The Arts appears to 

align itself with the Human Sciences; but in subjects such as 

math, quantitative data appears to be more valuable as it 

provides defined answers.  However, is it possible that these 

two data sets can complement each other to extend our 

understanding?  

To answer these questions, first we must understand what 

quantitative and qualitative data is.  Data which is quantitative 

focuses on “measured or measurable data” (Oxford, 

Australian  890).  This includes all numerical information 

from the cost of a chocolate bar at the local supermarket, to 

the number of blue-eyed students on the soccer team, to the 

hair length of male Australian Aborigines (if measured in units 

such as centimeters).  Alternately, qualitative data “describes 

the quality of something in size, appearance, etc” (Oxford, 

Compact).  This includes “nonnumerical information such 

as conversation, text, audio, or video” (University of Texas) 

that provide us with descriptive data.  Though the terms 

quantitative and qualitative appear to be in opposition, it is 

possible for these two concepts to complement each other 

to formulate a holistic method of analysing data.

Quantitative data is beneficial because it presents 

information that is easily comparable to other data sets.  

This makes quantitative data advantageous in Economics: a 

Human science in which graphs and equations are formulated 

to display percentages and statistics.  Essentially, Economics 

is “the study of how societies allocate and manage their 

scarce resources” (Irons); thus, comparisons are crucial 

to determining the most efficient methods of managing 

resources.  Economists frequently use a productivity scale 

to determine the efficiency of production.   This is done 

by determining the ratio for  “the value of output obtained 

with one unit of input” (Piana).  This quantitative data has a 

greater use to an Economist then qualitative data on work 

ethic.  Work ethic, “a set of values based on hard work and 

diligence” (Wikipedia, Work Ethic), may be attributed to 

productivity but is not necessarily be the primary cause of it.  

In cases such as this, quantitative and qualitative data used 

to analyze similar situations will not always result in the same 

conclusions.

On the other hand, other areas of knowledge – such as the 

Arts – require data to be assessed qualitatively. For example, 

English classes frequently collect data on characterisation.  

Although there are no numerical values within the texts, we 

are still able to determine a compliant character such as 

Ophelia from the witty, wordy King Claudius (Shakespeare).  

These embedded details are obvious from characters 

diction, tone, appearance and many other descriptive 

qualities.  By assessing this data we can determine each 

character’s nature in comparison to real people or other 

characters.  However literature is not the only Arts subject 

where it is advantageous to assess qualitatively.  Painters use 

colour, lines and medium to display graphic interpretations 

of ideas.  Each artwork differs from the next: some bright 

and cheerful like Vincent van Goh’s The Bedroom (1853-

1890); some dark and mournful like Francisco José de Goya 

y Lucientes’ Chiton (1799).   These artworks are distinctly 

different even though well-know painters created them both.  

So what makes them ‘good’ or noteworthy paintings? Some 

suggest paintings should be judged by “beauty, skill, inherent 

meaning, uniqueness and fulfilled intent,” (Dan) but these are 

just qualitative statements each person subjectively makes 

about a painting.

Bias is a limitation that must always be accounted for 

when collecting data.  Although qualitative data has more 

opportunity for individual preferences to influence data, this 

phenomenon is also apparent when collecting quantitative 

data.  Researchers have acknowledged the issue of 

confirmation bias on a global scale.  This factor greatly 

affected the results of studies by scientists Samuel George 

Morton, Louis Agassiz and Paul Broca.   All three scientists 

attempted to prove a relationship between race and cranial 

volume, which was then extrapolated to relate to the 

intelligence of each race.  One of these experiments involved 

selecting various skulls and filling them with seed before 

weighing the seed mass per skull.  The results (that white 

peoples skulls had greater seed capacities) appeared to be 

consistent, but could not be reproduced when subject to 

peer review.  After careful analysis of the scientist’s methods, 

it was discovered that he subconsciously patted down the 

seed in the ‘white’ people’s skulls, allowing more seed to fit 

with in the skull.    Steven Jay Gould discusses the implications 

of bias on these studies in his novel, The Mismeasure of Man. 

So, if quantitative data contains bias, why don’t we base our 

analysis purely on qualitative data?          

Quantitative vs 
Qualitative Data: 
A Comparison 
Across Disciplines

By Hannah McAlindon
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In general, quantitative data is disconnected from society 

whereas qualitative data provides a more individualized 

approach (Bryman 287).   Disconnect associated with 

quantitative data has long been considered a limitation 

among Anthropologists.  The cold, hard facts of numerical 

data alienate the society being studied.  With the use of 

quantitative data, the documented community ceases to be 

a group of people and instead they become numerical figures 

that can be compared to other communities.  Since we were 

young, society has convinced us that we are each uniquely 

different; yet quantitative analysis eliminates individualism 

replacing individualism with generalisations about societies.  

In the words of Deborah Tannen: “We all know we are unique 

individuals, but we tend to see others as representatives of 

groups” (Tannen).  

Economists experience a similar problem.  Only one group of 

people can comprehend the full extent of a society’s beliefs 

and practices: the people who are part of the society itself.  

However, due to individual opinions discussed above, each 

individual’s viewpoint will differ.  Economists find it impossible 

to predict the actions of an individual yet they can calculate 

predictions for entire societies based on quantitative data 

they have collected.  Determining the opinions of the people 

you are studying is a lot more difficult than recording the cost 

of each of their grocery items.  Qualitative data is individual 

and opinionated, answering how and why someone behaves 

in a distinct manner; quantitative data focuses on what each 

person is doing and correlates this information to entire 

societies.

Bias is more apparent in qualitative data than quantitative.  

People’s perceptions and subconscious feelings determine 

how they describe or classify their data.  Anthropology 

attempts to correct bias by collecting both etic (researcher 

opinions) and emic (opinions from inside the society) data. 

Etic data comes form the researcher’s viewpoint and is 

independent of any bias within the society.  The downfall is 

that what the anthropologist reports is not necessarily true.  

For example, I recently conducted a study on the Touche 

Fencing community in Malaysia that analysed the forces 

causing change in enculturation rituals (rituals involved in 

how a society teaches and passes its culture on to the next 

generation).  

Upon collecting qualitative data from participant 

observation, I concluded that the change occurred because 

of the introduction of new coaches who increased the club’s 

competitiveness by their own means.  However, the emic 

data I collected through interviews disproved this hypothesis, 

showing that the coaches were intentionally introduced to 

improve the clubs competitiveness as well as cater for the 

growing number of students in the community.  My bias 

that most Chinese wished to gain money or status caused 

me to formulate an opinion that was contrary to actual 

practices.  Although an emic perspective reduces the bias of 

the researcher, it is possible that an individual’s beliefs may 

differ from that of the society as a whole. Just as neither 

etic nor emic data is free of bias, this opinionated preference 

occurs in both quantitative and qualitative data.

 

Although the Arts primarily use qualitative data, there are 

some advantages to the use of quantitative data in this field.  

Recalling my previous example from Hamlet (Shakespeare), 

it is possible to count how many times the letter ‘s’ appears 

in King Claudius’ speech and argue this is characteristic of 

his ‘snake-like’ personality.  By the same measure, meter, 

syllables per line, and stanza length are all poetic devices 

that can be measured and analysed quantitatively to 

emphasise the musicality of a piece.  A quantitative method 

of assessment is useful when critics wish to judge or rank 

a piece of artwork.  Although precise criteria varies, skill, 

beauty, novelty, meaning and fulfilled intent are converted 

into quantitative data to allow for comparison to other 

artworks (Dan, Chang).   This quantitative data can be 

further converted into numerical figures such as prices.  So, 

quantitative data does have practical applications in the 

Arts.Furthermore, qualitative data is limited in the Arts due to 

opinions and bias.  If you wished to judge a piece of artwork (as 

mentioned in the previous paragraph), a systematic method 

of fair evaluation must be developed. The Arts are generally 

viewed as a subjective as they are based on an individual’s 

concept of beauty. A person’s reactions towards a painting 

are often attributed to past experiences.  For example, a 

person who was attacked by a dog in their childhood may 

feel a strong dislike for artwork with dogs in it, even if great 

skill was required to create the piece (Chang).  Since each 

person’s past experiences differ, their opinions towards each 

piece change, thereby introducing bias into their qualitative 

judgments.   

 

After discussing the strengths and limitations of quantitative 

and qualitative data, is it possible that these two distinct 

categories can coincide? In my opinion this is not only 

possible, it is beneficial.  The limitations of each data 

category can be corrected by incorporating both data sets. 

When together, both quantitative and qualitative data can be 

analysed to provide a holistic interpretation.  By combining 

the two, you can answer what, why and how people behave 

as well as compare their behaviors to that of other societies.  

In fact, there is a paradox, which prevents the separation 

of these data categories: “All quantitative data is based 

upon qualitative judgments; and all qualitative data can be 

described and manipulated numerically” (Trochim). Both 

elements compliment each other, feeding of each other until 

the full picture can be discovered.  Although both qualitative 

and quantitative data can be analysed independent of each 

other, a deeper and more holistic understanding can be 

gained by analysing these data sets as a cohesive whole.
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I 
walked out of Concordia University on the evening of 

Thursday 8th March into a war zone. Leaving the Hall 

building on de Maisonneuve and Mackay, students were 

met with the sight of protesters heading towards the John 

Molson School of Business. The sound of sirens complicated 

by the noise of police helicopters overhead jarred many, 

causing them to stop in their tracks. Looking down the street, 

one could see a traffic disaster that would only get worse as 

time went on.

The timing of this strike was not by chance. Students clearly 

decided that mobilizing during rush hour would wreak 

the most havoc. Their strategy was certainly successful, 

as traffic dragged to a stop and hundreds of motorists sat 

and watched. In late February, the same tactic had been 

employed, when students blocked access to the Jacque 

Cartier Bridge. On that cold day, riot police marched in and 

they were removed. 

But while students demand respect for their limited 

financial means, they exude disrespect for the two million, 

nine hundred and seventy thousand Montrealers who do 

not participate. I take issue with these strike tactics. The 

motorists stuck in their cars no longer have sympathy for a 

student strike.

Many of the older generation are sympathetic to the fight 

against tuition increases, but they won’t remain so if the 

joie de vivre of native Montrealers is repeatedly disturbed. 

Striking beyond the borders of the University demands 

attention, a wanted feature of any protest. Yet, peaceful 

demonstration, actively targeting those they oppose, might 

be more useful.

Targeting Quebec government buildings, and blocking 

access for their employees would have an immediate impact 

on the province’s ability to function. I’m sure the government 

will take notice  if its own employees are barred from going 

to work. This targeted strike would send a clear message 

that students are not simply trying to disrupt the city, but 

Tuition Talk
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trying to pressure the government to change their actions.

Perhaps most problematic is that fighting tuition increases 

does not target the root of the problem; instead, students 

should be fighting for education reform in Quebec. Activists 

will gain much more support from the general population if 

they fight for widespread change. Demanding accountability 

from the Quebec government is a first step to fixing the 

problem. Students should demand transparency with regards 

to how their money is being spent. We certainly know where 

our money came from, but where does it go? 

Annual budgets should be made public, displaying how funds 

are allocated and spent both by the government of Quebec 

and each university. We would then know how our tuition 

fees are applied and how the government spends their 

education budget. Is there possible room for improvement 

in the system? By experience I (optimistically) know that’s 

always the case. Why don’t we fight for transparency in the 

education system as a first step towards improvement?

Transparency is not only valuable at the provincial level, 

but at our university level as well. The strike vote conducted 

by the Concordia Student Union (CSU) was held separate 

from each respective department’s General Assembly, and 

was passed by a very small percentage of students. Rather 

than holding a vote over a period of several days, The CSU 

vote was held during the day in rooms that were unable to 

accomodate significant amounts of people, so many were 

unable to attend. While some claim that this is democracy at 

its best, I find the claims erroneous: holding up slips of paper 

in public and having them counted by students to determine 

a vote of such importance is absurd.

As I walked past the students protesting loudly to the 

decidedly shackled audience of Montreal commuters, I 

realized no amount of money – either more or less – will fix this 

problem. We pay for an education; we find this to be poorly 

given; and in our own institution of student government we 

do not use this education properly.
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“Whenever and wherever societies have flourished 

and prospered rather than stagnated and decayed, 

creative and workable cities have been at the core of 

the phenomenon; they have pulled their weight and 

more. It is the same still. Decaying cities, declining 

economies, and mounting social troubles travel 

together. The combination is not coincidental”.

J
ane Jacobs, from whom this quote is taken, was an 

early critic of many aspects of modern urban planning. 

The quote itself highlights the large responsibility that 

rests on the shoulders of urban planners and developers. You 

may or may not have really thought about it, but the way our 

cities, towns, streets and neighbourhoods are designed and 

operated have a dramatic effect on our lifestyle and culture.

There are two ways you can look at planners. The planner 

as a technician or the planner as a politician. It’s an ongoing 

debate as to how planning as a profession is categorised. 

Traditionally, planning was just another technical trade, 

ensuring street widths, frontages, alignments and other 

objective elements of construction were inline with 

prescribed restrictions and regulations. It was simply another 

cog in the machine. It was people like Jane Jacobs who 

began questioning the merits of this approach that started 

to change how planners thought about their role in creating 

communities. 

Planning began to develop into a far more holistic and 

inclusive profession that recognised diversity, culture, the 

environment and all aspects of a functioning society that 

must be considered when a community is being forged. 

At this level, the planner is the politician, the facilitator, the 

philosopher, the advisor, and occasionally the idealist. The 

goal of a successful planner is to understand both angles, how 

to strategise for the future and how to put it into practice.

You could say that planning is politics in practice. Planners 

advise politicians. Politicians debate the topics that decide 

the future of our cities and then hand it back to the planners 

to mould it into our society. If the political system is not 

operating efficiently, the planning system will in turn be 

limited and marred in apathy. 

Perth has traditionally taken a fairly laissez-faire approach 

to regulating development, which has seen our city 

mostly shaped by car-oriented design, profit focused 

land developers, and the large franchise ‘box’ commercial 

development. The design of Perth has been to allow for 

absolute economic profitability and efficiency. What we 

have begun to see is the social and environmental aspects 

of our city, struggling under the top-heavy weight of our 

booming economy. Perth has been termed ‘dullsville’ for its 

general lack of everything culture. The arts have struggled 

for funding. Algal blooms, endangered species, struggling 

ecological systems and many other environmental issues 

have arisen. The youth seem to be more troublesome and 

disinterested in politics and society than ever! This is due 

in part to a lack of ownership and connection with the built 

form and a barely visible culture. We focus too much on the 

economic side of our city and fail to properly address the 

environmental and social aspects of Perth.

This is where sustainable development comes into play. It is 

the idea that we can no longer be so narrow minded about 

society. We have to remember how organic it really is. We 

have to allow for culture and creativity to thrive. To strengthen 

communities, make them unique and recognisable. All our 

favourite cities in the world are the ones full of culture, arts, 

Sustainable City Planning

Written by Matthew Rogers & Sam Newman
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creative design and an active local community. It is this 

cultural side that is often forgotten when sustainability is 

mentioned. Perth has a lot in common with the awkward 

teenager. We are young and struggling to find what makes 

us special and unique. 

Lets bring it back down to a more local level. Many people 

are familiar with the large scale, government funded 

developments but planning can be (and has to be) much 

more subtle than that. It is the distance you have to walk 

to get to a bus stop that is the difference between whether 

or not you use public transport. It is the physical boundaries 

of large blocks and main roads that subconsciously divide 

us; that separate rich from poor, the haves from the have-

nots. It is a simple and attractive pathway, a safe park with 

a playground that can save millions in health care costs 

because it creates the potential for people to exercise and 

travel outside their front door.

Sustainability is the key here and it is something that we 

fail at over and over again. Allow for creativity and common 

sense in the built form and many of the issues that we face 

today will start to erode. 

Take the issue of crime for example. When we look at crime 

we see it from a very individual and simplistic point of view. 

For example, we cast crime off as the individual who steals or 

perhaps the individual who starts a fight. We are not denying 

personal responsibility in these matters but we cannot be 

so narrow minded as to think it is only an individual choice 

that is to blame. We should be looking at how the built form 

maybe in fact encouraging crime. We should be looking at 

how we can design crime out from our built environment. 

Motion detecting lights and CCTV cameras are a reactionary 

approach that does not seek to understand why crime takes 

place, rather it deals with the issue on a superficial level. 

Crime prevention should be part of the design process. This 

is just one example of the never-ending list of topics that 

planners and politicians alike, can begin to face through a 

sustainable design focus. 

The goal of sustainability is to create an open-minded society 

that respects its surrounding environment both urban and 

ecological. In order for sustainability to be put into practice, it 

has to be allowed for in governance and politics with a whole 

of government approach. Sustainable policy is reflected in 

broad, holistic policy at the state and national level so that 

planning can take control of the specifics at a much more 

local level and create liveable, sustainable places. It’s a 

bipartisan affair. It’s not about left or right; rather, it’s more 

about balancing the two and focusing on local community 

growth. Sustainable planning is about encouraging local 

business to thrive, to encourage local workers, to use local 

resources and produce, to encourage and promote local arts 

and creativity. Places are made special when we encourage 

and place value on the local. 

With a growing public disinterest and distrust in politics, 

it’s essential that governments and planners interact and 

engage with a diversity cross section of the population to 

better represent the community and plan for more interesting, 

liveable and sustainable cities. We have to encourage 

people to see that they have important opinions. After all 

community and culture comes from a shared interest and 

ownership of the natural and built form. This will only happen 

if planners and politicians go out of their way to create an 

atmosphere that supports sustainable practises, creativity 

and communication among all walks of life.
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W
hile you’ve been off on holidays, sipping cocktails 

in Bali and causing problems in Northbridge, 

we’ve been working hard to get some exciting 

stuff happening in time for second semester. I’ll drill into that 

later, but first, I’m up late tonight preparing a paper for the 

University’s Academic Council relating to lecture capture 

and download, so I think I’ll focus on this for my article.

In the last issue I talked about the benefits of fee deregulation.  

The other major challenge the Australian tertiary sector is 

facing is in the form of Massive Open Online Courses, so 

think World of Warcraft, but with learning instead of weird 

magical animals. Some years ago, there was this bloke 

named Gutenberg, who invented the printing press. This 

made books more easily available as they could be more 

easily reproduced, revolutionising learning and making it far 

more accessible. 

Recently, we’ve had this awesome development called the 

internet and some of the world’s best international institutions 

are using it as an opportunity to really change their business 

model. MIT and Harvard have developed EDx, whilst Stanford 

is leading an international contingent called Coursera. 

In the next few years, your average Kenyan will be able to 

log on to Coursera to do the eight week course teaching 

an introduction to Quantum Mechanics, and assuming 

he passes, receive a certificate. Private organisations are 

pumping huge sums of money into these ventures, and over 

the next decade, they will develop entire degrees that can be 

done online. They might charge you to sit an assessment, as 

with Udacity, another Stanford-lead operation.

This charge will ensure a return on investment. Most 

excitingly, however, because the course is online, hundreds of 

thousands of people can sit the course at once. This creates 

a massive economy of scale. A first year accounting class 

at UWA might have 700 students. I would pay $1178 for this 

class, and the Federal Government will also contribute. In the 

case of Accounting, a good deal of this money gets redirected 

to other majors, but let’s say for simplicity, it costs the 

University half a million dollars to run the course, including 

paying for all the layers of administration and stuff which 

isn’t directly related, and the tutors, who would be running 

around 20-something tutorials per week and answering my 

silly questions. Split that across 100,000 people and suddenly 

education becomes cheaper and much more accessible. No 

government subsidy is needed.

Where does this leave UWA? Online courses are what, as an 

economist, you might call a disruptive technology. I hate to 

quote Lindsay Tanner, but he recently said that Universities 

will have to “adapt or die” in this new globally competitive 

world. As a Go8 University, we have it much easier, but 

eventually; we’ll need to improve our online offerings.

And this should start with Universal lecture capture and 

download. I’ll be trying my luck at making this argument in 

coming weeks, but who knows how successful it will be.

On a complete tangent, I’ll quickly discuss what’s happening 

in the Guild. It takes a lot of work to make a difference, but the 

Guild is slowly changing as an institution. The bureaucracy is 

being unravelled, and the focus is returning to getting results 

for all students, not just those who have the fortune to win a 

seat on council. 

I think the best example of this is in relation to the SSAF. 

89% of students reported that they felt the fee shouldn’t 

be compulsory at UWA. This year’s Council has taken that 

message on board by opposing the fee, and I’ll be meeting 

with the State Minister for Education to discuss what we can 

do to fix the problem. 

Another example is the Tavern. This year’s Council has 

allocated over $100 000 to refurbish the Tav, focussing on 

some overdue maintenance, particularly to the bar which 

you’ll see next year. In the interim, we’ll be painting the 

walls, buying new furniture, replacing the sound system 

and improving the lighting, supplementing the new plasma 

screens and misting fans for summer that are already 

installed.

In other news, we’ve set up volunteers to help you with your 

tax, an online textbook exchange, and a new pool of grants 

for societies running events promoting mental health on 

campus.

Finally, we have a consultant writing expressions of interest 

for the Hackett Cafe. I expect that we’ll have a contract signed 

for an independent operator in Hackett by the end of the year. 

I also expect we’ll have this done for the Business School. 

And we’re developing a plan for independent catering in the 

Refectory. Now that I think about it, it feels good to be able to 

say those things are being done. It’s been a tremendous task, 

but change is happening.

Welcome to Second Semester - 
from the Guild President   By Matthew McKenzie
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“Don’t join a party, have a party!” 
UWA Politics Club Cocktail Party
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Interested in contributing to State?

Don’t like what you read here?

Why not send us a letter, or better still, write us an article! We’re looking for writers, editors, 

photographers and formatters.

Please contact us at: statemagazine.uwa@gmail.com!


