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CIANSTNG _ AUSTRALIA

I am constuntly surprised by the diligence and success with which Sociulists,
Marxists, N60qmarxista, Neo-socialists and collectivists of all shades seek out,
find and auploy respectable stalking horses behind which to advance the collectivist
society and condemn the liberal 8ocietys. One of their more noiable recent successes
hes been to imply & collectivist preference to ihe Caristian Church., One of the
more recent shots in that war, which ths cocllectivists have partly won, has been
the docunment, *Changing Austiralia*, produged by the Anglican Social Responsibilities
Commission, the Catholic Commission for Justice and Peace, the Australian Council of

Churches, and the Cormission on Speial Responsibility of the Uniting Church,

:@%&@A’.&Bﬂﬂli&" adopis the political techniques not of the £oespels but of the
worst sort of vote grubbing politiciuns appeuling to the baser humun motives of

envy, fear, and hatred, while offering the sanctimonious warmth of uoing good &t

another's expenss,

Discussing socliety's ill1s in retrospect it absolves individuals of responsibility
by offering them scapegoats in the form of the world econouy, multinationais,
corporations, and United Stutes bases; in prospect it demandg g collecti;e
resporsibility, enforced by govermsnt., It cven suys “... the loss of inte;rity
is no longer scmething personal It ic all a far ery from, and much more
comfortable t6 live with, than that personal moral responsibility which was the

subject of the many scruong of my schooldnys,

Although probably the work of one unnamed author “Changing Australia® clains to be
& consensus document evolved out of discussion wiih many groups, ® and with the
bishops and leaders of the churches." Were it not for the implied imprimatur

of the Christian churches it would be extremely unimportant - Just another piece
of badly argued political Junk, dishonest in the impression it seeks to convey

but not reting much serious attention, A4s it does Beem to speak with the authority

of the churches it should be answored
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Severul have ctiticised the author's assertions and the role of the churches in
propugating thaues The Sydney based Gentre for Indepeadent Studies conducted two
one~day meminars et which the skille of theology, sconomics, philosophy, lew and
foreign affairs were brought to bear on the publication. Seldom have I soen
anything so delicately carved upe The jJob waz done, (not collectively but each
according to his owrn judgeeni and on his own responsibility) by Rev. Dr. John
Uillioms, ReveBrePaul McCavin, Br. Hugh Henry H.SeCe.; Professor Lauchlun Chipmun,
Professor Geolfrey Bremnon, and Hr, Greg Sheridan. The procesdinss are to bz
published in July,.

Central to “Changing Ausiralia®™ is thc auihor's motion of economic justice, which
is ssen zs an egalitarian distribution of wealth and incoms beuring no relationship
to the procesges by which wealth is created or to iniividuals' contributions to
thal process. This seems ms wnjust as the opposite extrane idea, ihat wealth is

geined by merit alone and therefore no redistribution can be justified,

He, or she, atlexpls to ground ihe concept of economic justice ir the biblical
writings arnd {then to apply it tc ell Australiians, Christien and non-Christian slike,

by resorting to govermmeni compulsion. How like the Ayatolluzh Khomeini,

Were "Chongzing Austreliafs®™ iden of justice to be as well founded in the Bible as
it cleime to be, it might give devoui Christians an imsumountezble problem,

The ReveDr. Williams shows that it is not. The Bible is not a socialist tract,
Although it condemns many means of becoming wealthy, and lays clear obligations
upon the wealthy, wealth itself is seen as & sign of God's favour. A procedursl,
not an end pattern of justice is involved. The Bible says nothing aboul & right
to raeceive as much from Mammon as fourteen milllion other Austrzlians but more thwun
nearly all of scven thousand million other people of the world. I suspecl
"Changing Ausiralia® weuld not appeal to Australions as much if the author had
taken the acrgument to its logical conclusion where Australians are compselled to

redistribute most of their high living standard and cupitul to foreipners.

The problem of wenlth is seen as one of distribution rather than of creatione.

Taxes must be higher to pay for higher social welfare benefits but mo thought is

given to making our economy more productive. It is not even suggested that
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Unemployment is seen as a major crisis. I do mot quarrel with thet acsessment
documents

but why isn't the role of unions and the price of leobour considered waong the‘ﬂl‘ﬁf

°f- possible causes of unemployment ?

The iract also deals slopplly with the notion of power. Power is not defined but
weclth is seen as its source., Wealth obviously gives an individusl more power
over his own life but power, aos distinct from mere influence, over others! lives
requires the ability to compel obedience. Short of resort to criminal behaviour,
wealth cannot compel; it can only offer; compulsion is the prerogative of
govermment. Wealth can muke offers to unwise govermment; I am sure it often does,
but that circ;matance provides at least as good & case for llmtz;ng government as

for limiting wealth,

All six speakers al the CIS sauinur were concerned for Austrulia that the autnority
of the church had been employed to support a very one sided view of the social
pciences. At least some ol the spenkers were concerned for ihe church a2lso.

The church has a long reputation for intellectunl rigour which it cur unot afford
{0 squander. The Roman Cathclic Church {Idvini Redemplovis) fui-ij«:&s#q

®ess in the sphere of the social sciences ithe church has never proposed u definite
technical system, since this is not her fisld.® I predict that the three churches
concerned will come to be more careful how their reputations are eppropriated by
people with strong political preferences., Len and women of the church will still
be sncbumged by the church to speuk out on the great social issues bul greater
care will be itcken 1o ensure that it is well knowa thai it is not the church wiich
epocks; and they will be expecied to enhance not diminish the church's reputation

for intellectual discipline,

Finolly there is a religous and collectivisi society similar in some wuys to that
advorwated by "Chan ing Australia®, to which it mipght have referred its reaiers,

It is Polend,



