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0. Preamble

Given that it would appear that some Australians can be redefined or ignored both historically and geographically does being Australian, therefore, come in gradations of officially declared 'authenticity'? Witness the ignoring of an indigenous 'Voice' and the recent stranding of 'Australians' in India and overseas in the midst of the Covid-19 pandemic, along with a disvaluation
 of the unemployed, workers on a Visa, international students, the homeless, and so on!?
 In such a broad topic can we discern certain trends and to what extent is political motivation driving such processes of disvaluation if not devaluation? How might such motivation be better understood? (0)
1. Exposition


Three areas of concern are noted, namely, the scandal of a lack of an appropriate political recognition of Indigenous peoples upon the Australian political landscape; the stranding of Indians and other Australians overseas by a government that appears to be more concerned with more pragmatic and less deontological approaches to a series of political events; and, a general trend seemingly enacted in a set of neo-liberal attitudes that sees political problems through an economic lens that disvalues those actors devalued in that rampant frame of reference that has become the ideological, de facto default setting for how politicians, etc., set about framing such problematic issues? (1)
Let me list sets of headings that I think are relevant to this broad area of philosophically directed concern, and, which can be used as points of discussion to which can then be added other relevant observations brought up in this ensuing Open Forum. (2) 

First, let me deal with this recent controversy concerning the ‘criminalizing of Australians citizens who might wish to return to Australia from India in the midst of the Covid pandemic’ as a possible template for how we might approach these two other areas of concern along with other possible topics? (3)

In this first enquiry let me list a set of questions for discussion whose resolution might better illuminate the (neo-liberal) contours of the current political landscape? Then let me adopt a similar approach to these two other areas of concern before seeking some form of a ‘resonant’ resolution of this overall question: just what trends are in place that appear to be adversely re-constituting the idea of who a real Australian is or might be or should be? (4)

I: Criminalization of Australian Passport Holders Attempting a Return to Australia

1. This policy has been controversial – why?

1. Racist or has it become ‘racist’ because it is being perceived that way?

2. Devalues citizenship?

3. How can Australia be ‘home’ if you are prevented from returning?
4. Is this ‘pragmatic’ decision actually ‘pragmatic’? 

5. Meaning a de facto recognition of the failure of the quarantine system?

6. Are the sedimented intentions behind such a policy more of the same?

7. Are the political intensions in this policy too muddled to de-encode?

8. A political manoeuvre to appeal to a rightwing base in the Coalition?

9. Short-sighted approach that overlooked deontological considerations?

10. A needed pause in the quarantine system also mishandled?

11. A short-sighted response that was not properly thought through?

12. That the later setting of a definite timeline is a shift in policy implementation that can be read as a recognition of mishandled policy formulation? (5)
We can note that this controversy
 has further damaged Australia’s international standing, and, in some measure, gives further substance to China‘s claim that ‘we have problems in our own backyard that should be dealt with first’..? (6)

Still, what is deontologically ‘wrong’ is wrong regardless of geography or history, regardless of the politics and cultural differences that may be involved. E.g., ‘murder’ is murder, ‘genocide’ is genocide… without needing to be defined by determinations in space-and-time, history-and-culture, etc., (given that such counter-qualifications of such determinants just do not apply, can make no difference to such ‘facts’ once accepted through informed and impartial consensus?)! (7)

Now, let us look at two more broad areas of philosophical (care and) concern to see if this intuition that these issues are being addressed or not addressed are somehow interlinked? (8)

II. Is there a Broad Link between ‘Overlooking the Indigenous and Marginalized’?

1. Indigenous ‘Voice’ being both overlooked and not overheard?
a. Inaction on the simple requests of the Uluru Statement?

b. Should treaties be a prerequisite to political engagement?
c. Why is the constitutional amendment not already in place?
d. Why not a Third ‘House’ given that we already have committees?
e. Would better political recognition/representation help close the Gap?
2. Does Neo-Liberal Ideology Negatively Impact the Marginalized?
a. Why should unemployed people be treated differently?
b. Why have women’s wages not yet reached parity with those of men?

c. Are schemes like Robodebt, etc., an indication of such an ideology?

d. Is the increasing inclusivity of diversity an illusion on the ground?

e. Is it true that ‘value’ is determined through a marketplace of ‘price’?
f. Should politicians see every intervention as a win:win situation?
g. Or, are their tradeoffs that disproportionately favour the non-marginalized? (9)

III. Is there a Broad Link between these Areas of Much Needed Political Concern?
1. Is there a Neo-Liberal Bias on Display that…
a. Influences what topics are preferentially to be addressed?
b. How they are to be addressed or not addressed?
c. Inclined to take a narrow pragmatic approach when confronted?
d. Overlooks both the deontological and existential dimension?

e. Is possibly creating an inadvertent class structure of lifters vs. leaners?

f. Have these values been set by the market place?
g. Are these intentions totally muddled but with overlays of racisms, etc?

h. Thwarting processes of deontological and existential resolution?


i. Are the same political attitudes on display in areas of environmentalism, energy policy, international affairs, etc?
2. What Other Ways should such Problems be Framed and Addressed?
a. Law and order issues?
b. Workplace reforms?

c. Political representation?

d. Other areas of concern? (10)
So, this concludes this open essay on this topic of Australian identity where considerations of a resolution of this issue, and others, await a more definite sense of thematization…. (11)

Why is it that we should have to ask “are we, indeed, all equal citizens in this commonwealth of Australia, or, are some citizens more ‘citizens’ than others..!?” What might the honest answering of such questions appear to say about the apparent state of so-called ‘Australian values’ (when deontological-like categories, such as ‘citizenship’, e.g., are continually eroded by ideologically driven, non-deontologically oriented, pragmatic qualifications inevitably revealing agenda at cross-purposes with such political articles of faith that are being ‘progressively’ bracketed and disabled whilst also meeting, hopefully, resistance from concerned citizens and communities, organizations and institutions who still passionately care about such issues, and, who, it seems, themselves are also being subjected to such ideological form of redefinition?
)? (12)
       





        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 7.5.21.
2. Postscript


It would appear that the set of events around the now temporary ban on travelers from India caused the Australian Government a lot of grief. Although initially approved by the Chief Medical Officer, Paul Kelly, and a court case over its legality appears to have been lost, in a first round of challenges, it may well have been a lack of transparency, the suddenness of its announcement compounded by an ad hoc criminalization of returnees that may have cause most of the political damage. Much criticism within the Coalition itself, given the large voting block of the Indian diaspora, and continual criticism in the Media, has ensured that this issue was resolved as quickly as it has been. Basically, this opportunism was unnecessary given that we have already have a quite low quota system for returnees in a mandatory quarantine environment. It was suggested in the context of a discussion over this issue that there was a certain almost hysterical-like ‘fear factor’ at work that might have motivated much of the urgency exhibited behind this set of policy redirections (given that similar policy directives  have already been incrementally issued concerning a variety of bans on travel within Australia during this same pandemic). However, in addition, I would like to hazard a guess that in the light of an obvious sensitivity to ongoing criticism of the Federal Government from State Governments, and v.v., e.g., over mishaps in the quarantine systems, etc., that there was also a certain acute political fear-factor being experienced by our politicians themselves and, in this same regard, it is obvious that no names need be mentioned? Australia should also soon have fully functioning the repurposing of Howard Springs, near Darwin in the Northern Territories; a facility that will be able to take up to 1,200 travelers in quarantine per week in this month of May that will also be later expanded to 2,000 arrivals per week (according to the ABC, Commonwealth begins handover of Howard Springs quarantine facility to NT; 3.5.21). 








  N.T. 11.5.21.
Appendix A: The Uluru Statement (from the Heart):
We, gathered at the 2017 National Constitutional Convention, coming from all points of the southern sky, make this statement from the heart: 

Our Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander tribes were the first sovereign Nations of the Australian continent and its adjacent islands, and possessed it under our own laws and customs. This our ancestors did, according to the reckoning of our culture, from the Creation, according to the common law from ‘time immemorial’, and according to science more than 60,000 years ago. 

This sovereignty is a spiritual notion: the ancestral tie between the land, or ‘mother nature’, and the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples who were born therefrom, remain attached thereto, and must one day return thither to be united with our ancestors. This link is the basis of the ownership of the soil, or better, of sovereignty. It has never been ceded or extinguished, and co-exists with the sovereignty of the Crown. 

How could it be otherwise? That peoples possessed a land for sixty millennia and this sacred link disappears from world history in merely the last two hundred years? 

With substantive constitutional change and structural reform, we believe this ancient sovereignty can shine through as a fuller expression of Australia’s nationhood. 

Proportionally, we are the most incarcerated people on the planet. We are not an innately criminal people. Our children are aliened from their families at unprecedented rates. This cannot be because we have no love for them. And our youth languish in detention in obscene numbers. They should be our hope for the future. 

These dimensions of our crisis tell plainly the structural nature of our problem. This is the torment of our powerlessness. 

We seek constitutional reforms to empower our people and take a rightful place in our own country. When we have power over our destiny our children will flourish. They will walk in two worlds and their culture will be a gift to their country. 

We call for the establishment of a First Nations Voice enshrined in the Constitution. 

Makarrata is the culmination of our agenda: the coming together after a struggle. It captures our aspirations for a fair and truthful relationship with the people of Australia and a better future for our children based on justice and self-determination. 

We seek a Makarrata Commission to supervise a process of agreement-making between governments and First Nations and truth-telling about our history. 

In 1967 we were counted, in 2017 we seek to be heard. We leave base camp and start our trek across this vast country. We invite you to walk with us in a movement of the Australian people for a better future.

*	For latest version of this text: � HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noels homepage5.html" �www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noels homepage5.html�


� 	‘Disvaluation’ is a word I needed to coin in the writing of my thesis in order to account for a continual process of devaluation rather than a mere act of devaluation.


� 	A broad question posed for The Continental Philosophy Group in the form of an Open Forum conducted on Zoom on 9.5.21.


� 	A so-called ‘cockup’ and not a conspiracy as such??


� 	A measure of this controversy can be found in the printed edition of the Sydney Morning Herald, 4 May 2021, where I counted one editorial, four articles, one section in the letters to the editor, and one cartoon all on this same topic.


� 	Quoted in full at end of this text in Appendix A: The Uluru Statement: Link: � HYPERLINK "https://ulurustatement.org/the-statement" �https://ulurustatement.org/the-statement� 


� 	Which is my current, provisional take on such relatively non-existential forces at work, both organized and not so organized, seeking to dismantle such perceived obstacles for those with ideological and commercial agenda that find themselves obstructed by such ‘official’ strands of political ideology that have been arrived at through past forms of consensus but which will ever to be contested by vested interests, etc. Unfortunately, such issues are muddied by the corrosive and adverse influence of certain forms of donation, lack of governmental accountability and transparency, the mistreatment of responsibility, ideologically distorted forms of media, political disenchantment and disenfranchisement, increasing forms of inequality and inequity, compounded by the environmental consequences already being experienced, etc.





