One aspect of the community background to the current economic debate about a strategic plan for South Australia has involved voicing a social justice balance between economic and social policy.  

This has been articulated as positive criticism promoting the common good.   But the current economic debate is really whether this change to society ought be achieved.   

Sadly, and without disparaging the ongoing social, political and economic agenda for social justice, it would be a wasted opportunity if emphasis solely were placed on a priority for social issues which overlooked the value to the State of honesty and Indigenous values.  This would be so even if those advocating for such a vision of social justice exclusive of an honest inclusion of Indigenous values, extended their social justice vision to comprise a two-way street human rights framework as a core community value.   

South Australia first got it wrong from day one in 1836.  It did no honour to our establishment by obtaining all its lands without meeting the legal requirements of the Letters Patent of 1836.  

The founding Letters Patent recognised a native title in the Indigenous inhabitants occupying all the available lands of South Australia requiring that South Australia be established through a purchase of all lands for settlement by bargain or treaty from these traditional landowners.

Regrettably, for both Indigenous and non-Indigenous South Australians, this was never done, and the best utilisation of the full potential of all of its residents in our economic life was lost. 

Following this wrong-footed foundation, South Australia did attempt to create a sound patchwork to remedy the fundamental social flaw that this domestic land injustice had worked into the potential pattern for economic prosperity.  

But, being once bitten it was not twice shy, and then South Australia got it equally wrong again.    Just after the creation of the State of South Australia in 1901 we began the social attrition of the hard-won 1894 development of universal franchise with suffrage for women and Aboriginal people, making all equal with rights to vote or hold office, by taking the presence of an Aboriginal identity away from the South Australian flag.

After Federation within the Commonwealth of Australia, South Australia corrupted the best utilisation of the full potential of all of its residents in its economic life, when it agreed to the Commonwealth Attorney-General’s policy to remove all Aboriginal people from any joint South Australian-Commonwealth electoral roll.  South Australia proudly but uneconomically signalled this to all Aboriginal people and fellow racists in Australia and the world, when we redesigned the South Australian flag in 1904 to meet the ethos of the Commonwealth’s White Australia policy by removing any acknowledgment of the Aboriginal people from our flag.

The clear import for the strategic future of the State, here, is how to allow the unheard South Australian Indigenous voices to assert the economic and social value of their own rights to their land and identities.

There are stereotypically negative assumptions implicit in much community and social analysis of the re-emergent role of Indigenous identity in civic society today.   They are common to much social justice advocacy, and revolve around such basic parameters as: “we” know who we are; “our” core task is to remedy the society “we” are - with all its (unjust) deficiencies; (entailing) "we" must remake the society "we" need (want to be); while, “we” promote economic development (social justice) through a revamped Economic (Social) Policy to maximise its economic potential for the benefit of “us” (the sub-text for Social Justice advocates being: a basic social, economic, legal and policy protection for all, extending to “non-citizens, the marginalised and the vulnerable”).

But where in all this economic debate about the future economic foundation of prosperity and progress for South Australia is there a mention of the current proposal for Reconciliation?   

Unless economic (social justice) concepts of a common good include Indigenous identity, it is merely a presumptive “we” that is exclusive and not inclusive, and a wasted opportunity.  

An economic and socially just Reconciliation is a pre-requisite to upholding any future economic certainty for this “we” in “society”. 

It is unsound economic policy to send a message to local, regional, national and/or global communities that the preferred basis to a more productive (just) society and the achievement of domestic economic development (social justice), is solely through domestic policy that is confined by adherence to a traditional Euro-centric style of economy (type of social justice).

There is a much commonly entertained basic economic confusion between the disparate concepts of dismantling inefficiencies (removing systemic injustice) and the acceleration of development (working on domestic social justice), that sees re-structuring and progress in synthesis.  

This style of confusion  infects much “progressive” analysis with the assumption that the powerful, elite, eloquent and enfranchised within the economic margin of society, not the Indigenous or vulnerable outcast, are alone fit for economic leadership and the direction of education in the community.   

However, both the efficacious elucidation of economic strategy and the elementary advocacy of social justice, alike, need an accuracy and compassion whose effectiveness and social empathy extend to the inclusion of accountability and participation in society for the wider Indigenous identity.   

Social justice with equity is equally as much a grassroots aspiration as an economic tool.   

Communities pursue basic social change for the advancement of prosperity for all, and not simply for the improvement of the lifeless economic mechanisms preponderant in any society.   

It is much more than a sad and wasted opportunity when advocacy for better leadership and education does not act in concert with the basic call of Indigenous people for Recognition for their societies, Rights to their Law, Lands and Peoples’ identity within our society, and Reform to our State to begin a new South Australia.  

It is a recipe for a continued economic inefficiency whose inadequacy promotes stagnation.

Without a bald acceptance that much economic stagnation (systemic injustice) is just that "economic" (“systemic”), and therefore domestic "development" (social “justice”) within the rubric of the status quo, “we” uneconomically (unjustly) go on being deaf and blind to the very forces we seek to overcome.   

There is within South Australia's non-Indigenous heritage a timely and apt corrective plea to this: “let those with ears hear, and those with eyes see”.  For none are so blind as those who will not see, and none so deaf as those who will not hear !

An efficacious start to establishing just what needs to be done to modernise the State's economic base may be found from the written legal advocacy of the late Ron Castan QC to the Aboriginal Reconciliation Council, that Section 25 of the Commonwealth of Australia Constitution (allowing for the ongoing racist legislation of State race-based voting laws) is an open breach of Australia’s international legal obligations.   

Such an inherent institutionalisation of racism by law truly makes for the entrenchment of South Australia as an economic contradiction, because, through it, the basic foundation to our economy handicaps the realisation of the full potential of the State, both from within its people and from within its composite resources.   

The United States of America found that by eradicating such entrenched legal racism it has been able to release the full economic potential of all its people and resources far beyond the inefficiencies and stagnation caused by the maintenance of the inhumanity of racism.  

Locally, this economic position was first flagged in Victoria Square (Adelaide) within the 1992 South Australian grassroots Indigenous Commemoration of the  25th Anniversary of the 1967 Referendum to the Constitution.  

While exclusion remains basic to the relationship between South Australia and the Indigenous people, the dispossessed will clearly call out for justice over land and heritage conflicts. 

Indigenous people have their own mechanisms to express their point of view.   Yet a sad fact of South Australian life is that their rights to be heard are not recognised by our reform. 

Likewise, policy advocating partnerships for the common good that ignores Indigenous existence, is just rhetoric.   Economic prosperity is intrinsically related to the absence of anti-competitive fetters strangling the effective participation of the whole population in economic progress and development.  South Australia truly has ties that bind.  But bind it to failure.

There are two fundamental assumptions that are conceived for the common good of South Australian society which underlie this State-wide conflict with Indigenous people, and which make a call to establish partnerships with Indigenous South Australians, by our self-vaunted "liberal" society, no more than a hollow and deceptive disguise for unrepentant hostility.   

They are: 

(i) the sanctity of economic freedom of action paraded under the virtue of "liberty", with the resulting inferior value accorded the egalitarianism arising in our common humanity; and, 

(ii) the piety of the South Australian morality of an "inclusive" social justice and economy giving institutional vent to systemic ignorance about Indigenous land, dignity and identity.

From the economic mainstream of their mainly European cultural heritage, non-Indigenous South Australians demand total "liberty" of action for the economic benefit of the individual.   

The companion ideas of Equality and Fraternity, which an aristocratic English morality has found historically much less appealing, are not so much equally accepted as South Australian mainstream values, despite the 'common good' rhetoric of mateship (advocated in Liberty's name), that pervades all levels of society as a demand for a basic community egalitarianism.   

The result is an individualistic economic freedom for "liberal" social values to the exclusion of the truth of the land, rights, presence, identity, existence and future of Indigenous people.   

Mainstream society must yield and give up supporting this egoistic adulation of personal liberty at the economic expense of justice for Indigenous people, or face ongoing stagnation.

Liberalism, as an expression of English economic liberty in South Australia, is reactionary against the economic potential of South Australia successfully invoking a patriated form of modern Continental/European radicalism to advance economic reform through the social influence of multiculturalism.  

The bi-lateral advancement of the rhetoric of Reconciliation in South Australia to date has not been able to overcome this inherently uneconomic "reaction", despite the broadly popular community call for economic reform prominent in the levelling advocacy of South Australian anti-authoritarian mateship that seems to see "liberty" as a vulgar ideal of Equality based on the Indigenous Brotherhood/Sisterhood of all Australians.

Indigenous communities avoid the sexism of the Brotherhood of Man in "Fraternity". 

They reject it and insist on upholding the equality of Sisterhood with Brotherhood in being human.   

South Australian society must uphold the Indigenous Rights and dignity of all Indigenous South Australians on a level of parity that allows all South Australians to share, not only in our common humanity, but in our economy.   

Only with Equality as a core value do partnerships with Indigenous communities become possible, just and enduring for the common good. 

South Australian Reconciliation will not survive the arrogance encapsulated in the view that nothing costly is being asked of society.   

South Australia must acknowledge the economic deficiencies of its systems of accountability, justice and effective governance, which are based upon ideas of superiority over South Australian Indigenous communities arising from our English liberal heritage.   

This view is inculcated within all institutions and excludes respect for Equality, our common humanity and calls for recognition of the Indigenous peoples’ right openly to be included in society.   

One effective and economic remedy for these wrongs, without systemic injustice, is the formation of a South Australian Social Contract setting out our basic Freedoms, Liberties, Responsibilities, Obligations, Duties, Rights and Expectations, Laws, Governance and Human Rights, within a Sovereign Unison as the Indigenous and non-Indigenous Peoples of South Australia sharing Custodianship of the land in Reconciliation, while maintaining and protecting the Environment, to achieve a new just basis for economic prosperity together.

However, the accountability of South Australian society for excluding Indigenous people as “persona nullius” has not yet been articulated within the "key ideas set" of Reconciliation.  

When Reconciliation at last conforms to the call for a future coming from the First Nation Land, Law and Peoples of South Australia, all South Australians may have a better economic and social future.   

For South Australia to find a prosperous place and identity in a “Bigger Picture” vision of modern culture, Economic Development and its companion, Social Justice, the State needs to be reviewed using the Reconciliation language, concepts and information familiar to Indigenous people.  

For South Australia’s future economic development please review the following “Bigger Picture” vision of Indigenous rights previously submitted to the now defunct Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation to assist it review and assess its new direction and priorities:

1999 Draft Document for Reconciliation

& National Strategies to Advance Reconciliation

General community comment and/or evaluation – Australian public response
The Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation faces basic confusion in its concept for National Strategies to Advance Reconciliation in support of a Declaration for Reconciliation.   Yes, “working together” is the prime element needed for success in this endeavour.   But, to develop strategies to map out taking steps in this process of Reconciliation is to confuse cooperation with the separate idea of “walking together”.

Cooperation is a pre-condition to walking anywhere together with anyone, anytime!   It takes ongoing agreement for two to walk together, unless there’s some superiority, control, direction or authority, in the absence of parity, entitling someone to determine substantial things for another - including to map out their future.   Working together towards a reconciled nation is a pre-condition to walking together in Reconciliation.

The confusion is a crude “follow the leader” technique identical with all the failed white supremacist policies of the past: The Great Chain of Being (a pyramid with white “civilised” Europeans at the top and the black “primitive human” slaves at the bottom), Settlement, Abduct the Children (to save their souls from their parents and their bodies for “useful” industry and housework) i.e., the first Stolen Generations, Protection, White Australia, Smooth the Pillow of the Dying Race, Assimilation, Integration, and now Social Justice Policy – the “we know best” politics of genocide.

Real business demands real business solutions.   Real 50/50 commercial partnerships are based on a reciprocity whose object is economic parity.   In real business relations a reconciliation is all about the financial bottom line.   Without the achievement of economic parity based upon a Reconciliation involving cold, hard fiscal and monetary adjustments, no partnerships with Indigenous Australians are capable of becoming realities in the bigger picture, let alone in people’s lives, no matter how convenient.

To rush the Reconciliation of Australia in the name of necessity would be to inflict a great mischief.   It is inexcusable and unjust to coerce Australia’s Indigenous minority into a “shot-gun” Reconciliation by partnerships of convenience, financially “soft” for the majority of Australians.   Partnerships entered into without duress are voluntary associations, which cannot be imposed.   Compelling Indigenous people to take steps on a journey Australians must undertake, without their informed consent, is coercion. 

Practical commitments to reconciliation cannot be achieved by misplaced strategies.  A process of being “set-up to fail” by self-excusing or “well-intentioned” institutions and individuals, is a present pain to Indigenous people.   All Australian Governments, businesses, organisations, and individuals from both the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples and the wider community need to agree before stepping out together.

The Draft Declaration for Reconciliation and supporting documentation on National Strategies to Advance Reconciliation do not establish the foundations necessary for Indigenous people to obtain the economic independence necessary for them to walk together in equality with the Australian people into a just and jointly prosperous future.   Instead, Australia is promoting a “we know best” attitude as a best practice policy. 

The documents fail to respect two authorised Indigenous charters of Independence:

- Law, Land and People – South Australian Emu Conference – pre 1992

- Recognition, Rights and Reform –ATSIC Social Justice Program - mid 90’s

The assertion that a National Strategy for Economic Independence will achieve its greatest success when it is built on partnerships between all sectors is erroneous unless Indigenous Australians are seen to be, are, and are accepted as a sector in their own right.   This cannot happen without economic parity, on common ground and for the common good of all Australians being achieved first.   The United Nations “Decolonisation” policy is relevant here – something “White” Australian is in complete denial about.   To put it in vogue terms – Australia needs to be in Recovery, after renouncing its “White” history of invasion, trespass and wrongful dispossession, so as to come to terms with the genocidal horror of Australia’s “White Settlement”.

Colonisation will not have “passed” until Responsibility is admitted by the public.

The only realistic path to Economic Independence for Indigenous Australians begins with a Relinquishment by European Australians that their culture is a “fair go” for all.

The policy Reconciliation must promote is Economic Parity with Social Reciprocity started by the Reform of a Social Contract establishing fundamental Recognition of Indigenous Rights and accepting the Indigenous Sovereign Law, Land and People via:




- Relinquishment;




- Responsibility; and




- Recovery.

Economic Independence for Indigenous Australians faces a sole barrier – the absence of Parity.   In this circumstance no partnerships are possible without Reciprocity.   A Social Contract is essential to instigate culturally appropriate financial practices.   The development of change involving expectations is impossible without a Recognition of the Rights of Indigenous People to their Law and their Land, and to Reform Australia.

A National Strategy to address disadvantage is an excuse avoiding “Decolonisation”.  The current Strategy to promote Recognition is an excuse for not getting on with Parity, and in stating a biased notion of common ground is against the common good.  To expect an equitable mix of citizenship rights and indigenous rights is to advance an inferior position for Indigenous People under the guise of equality.   The call to recognise a status of First Australians is a “White” policy to avoid the call of Indigenous People for basic Respect arising in an acceptance of Responsibility for Genocide, a Relinquishment of Racism, and entry into a national policy of Recovery.

To coerce the Indigenous minority into an Australian Bill of Rights, permanently reducing Indigenous people to a status beneath other Australians, is colonialism in another form.   Justice first requires Parity, then Reciprocity, followed by a normalisation of Relations via a Social Contract incorporating Indigenous Sovereignty.   These difficult issues are not advanced by tackling Indigenous protocols and symbols of Reconciliation prior to a fundamental Recognition of Indigenous People, their Law and Land via a Reform of “White” Australian Society.

The Strategy to sustain Reconciliation is a self-serving policy sustaining a failure.

Patrick T. Byrt

GPO Box 205, ADELAIDE, S.A. 5001

TEL: (08) 8344 2806 / FAX (by prior request): (08) 8344 2806

e-mail: Patrick_Byrt@fcl.fl.asn.au 

Associated website:

http://members.ozemail.com.au/~rmclc/BIGGERPICTURE.html

*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*

See also the Ngarrindjeri CANDLE LIGHT WALK on-line flyer at:

http://www.country-liberal-party.com/pages/adelaidemob.htm ; 

*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*

Join us in the Journey of Healing to remember the pain of 

the Stolen Generations, their families and communities left

behind. Tell them how sorry we are. Ask our Government to sit

down and work out with the Stolen Generations how to repair

the damage done. Ask fellow Australians to join together to help

with healing for us all - visit: http://www.journeyofhealing.com/
*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*_*

For an Indigenous IT issue see: http://peaceliberation.tripod.com/index1.htm 
