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what we were ordered to do and what our forefa-
thers would have done to keep possession of the
soil . .. we have risked our lives . . . in arresting it
from the savage . . . in my time they were dis-
persed by hundreds, if not by thousands . . .3

As Hillier, Noel Loos and Bruce Breslin all demon-
strate, the Bowen to Cardwell region was one of the
most bloodthirsty in Queensland with the local news-
paper, the Port Denison Times advocating that, in
reaction to the killing of any European, “we take say
fifty [lives] . . . exacting not an eye for an eye and a
tooth for a tooth, but as many eyes and teeth as we
can possibly get . . .” On 14 January 1865, four days
after he had become Bowen’s mayor, Wills went on
“a dispersing expedition” along with “a few squat-
ters and their friends” after Aborigines had speared a
shepherd at Walter Scott’s Valley of Lagoons station.
“We turned out and ran them to earth,” Wills wrote:

they got on the top of a big mound. . . and smacked
their buttocks at us and hurled large stones . . . and
hid themselves behind . . . huge rocks but some of
them paid dearly for their bravado. They had no
idea that we could reach them to a dead certainty
at the distance of a mile by our little patent breech-
loading ‘Terrys’ . . . some of them jumped I am
sure six feet in the air.

During this mayhem, Wills decided to “select. . . a
little girl with the intention of civilizing and one of
my friends thought he would select a boy”. In the
process, Wills was assailed by a woman whom he
presumed to be the ‘mother’ and received a desper-
ate blow from her ‘nulla’. Wills’ unnamed ‘friend’,
who he claimed was “a kidnapper to the hilt”, had
since “been connected with the Government of the
Colony and . . . held the high office of Chief Emigra-
tion Commissioner and Protector of the Blacks”.
Not satisfied with stealing the child Wills, whose
original trade was that of ‘pork butcher’, dissected
one of the Aboriginal corpses “to get a few specimens
of certain /imbs and headof a Blackfellow which was
not a very delicate operation | can tell you”. With all
his friends watching, Wills began “to anatomize™

I went to work business-like to take off the head
first and then the arms and then the legs and gath-
ered them together and put them into my pack
saddle and one of my friends who [ am sure had

dispersed more than any other Maninthe Colony
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made the remark that if he was offered a fortune
he could not do what [ had done. [H]is name was
Peter Armstrong, a well known pioneer in the
North of Queensland.

The next day, Wills stripped the limbs of their flesh
beside one of the lagoons, as his companions fished
and bathed nearby. At dusk, he gave up “the unholy
job”, and all returned to the station “for supper and
yamns and pipes and nightcaps of whiskey, before
turning in”. Here, Wills was seized by excruciating
stomach pains and thought he would die. “I believe
it was a perfect shock to my system by doing such a
horrible repulsive thing . . .” he observed, but

I was not going to be done out of my specimens
of humanity, and I packed them home to Bowen
as well as my little protegee [sic] of a girl ... who
rode on the front of my saddle for over eighty
miles and crying nearly all the way:.

In this grisly account, again, we have no precise num-
bers of those massacred. Yet, more significant is the
tone of normalcy that pervades the retelling. Wills
dissected the Aboriginal body with the same matter-
of-factness as Jack Watson and Frank Hann employed
some twenty years later when they nailed eighty Abo-
riginal ears to the outer walls of their Lawn Hill home-
stead, south of Burketown, after reprisals for
cattle-killing. Emily Caroline Creaghe, travelling with
Favenc’s exploring party in 1883 would record that
sight with the same equanimity as the Bowen
citizenry displayed as they watched their mayor rid-
ing into town with human bones protruding from
his saddle-packs and a weeping, stolen child before
him on his horse: '

as I neared the town . . . [ met different people
who hailed me with how do you do and so on and
where did you get that intelegent [sic] little nig-
ger from . ..

Some time later, Wills exhibited his ‘trophies’ at a
bazaar organized to raise funds for the Bowen Hos-
pital. Because of the “disgust of many”, especially
“the Ladies [who] might get a shock”, Wills was im-
pelled to cover the skull and other bones

with a flag, the Union Jack, and if anyone wished
to see what was under that flag they had to ask the
" favor of one of the committee . . . that bazaar . . .



was a grand success in a monetary point of view
... we had some grand gatherings at times for the
benefit of all such institutions so requiring
help ..

In this arresting scene, completely devoid of irony,
but as confronting as a Gordon Bennett painting, Wills
assembled these symbols and spoils of Empire as in-
genuously as a child would play with toys. This tab-
leau seems an apt metaphor for framing any further
debate that arises from Quadrant’s intervention and
our response to it. Where Windschuttle and others
prefer to see an unsullied Union Jack proudly flying
over the Australian continent, we are compelled to
examine the realities of what it hides. And what we
discern is a chilling glimpse of Nietzsche's ‘festival of
cruelty’ ® Even in Wills’ bleak account there remains
an undertone of the ‘whispering in our hearts’ of a
civilized ethical self ~ the butcher’s stomach cramps,
the Bowen ladies’ ‘shock’ — but the overwhelming
sense is that of abomination rendered commonplace.

Cases of Indigenocide?

Windschuttle and Quadrant reject the idea that geno-
cide happened in Australia. In this, they are part of
several vocal and influential ‘genocidal denial’ groups.
These affronted conservative critics assert, rather
than demonstrate, that genocide never happened and
have little to say about its definition.”

However, there needs to be a ‘revised definition
of genocide’ that is consonant with the facts of Aus-
tralian history. Paul Bartrop has observed that “death
owing to frontier violence has a certain air of delib-
eration and intent accompanying it” and asks “but
was it genocide?” Bartrop prefers terms like “geno-
cidal destruction” and argues that each situation on
the frontier must be assessed on a case-by-case basis.
~ He also points out that most of those who have used
it in the Australian context have not pursued “the
deeper theoretical dimensions implicit in the con-
cept” > Indeed, relatively few analyses of Australia’s
past either by Indigenous or non-Indigenous authors,
apart from Colin Tatz’s article and Alison Palmer’s
recently published Colonial Genocide, have exam-
ined the concept at any length, either in its ‘theoreti-
cal dimensions’ or its empirical applications.

This in turn raises other, and possibly more diffi-
cult, problems of definition and interpretation — in-
cluding whether defining (and redefining) genocide
(and related terms like ‘ethnocide’) are counter-pro-

It is intensely

discomforting to

conceive of an Australian

social order where the

mass murder of certain

people, identifiable by
their ethnicity, was a way
of life, executed by a
minority of perpetrators,
tolerated by the settler
majority, and winked at
by a state which, in other
settings, upheld the
precepts of British

culture, faw and justice.

ductive, and possibly ‘futile’, reifications. Whether
we accept or reject these latter points depends on
whether one accepts or rejects genocide as a pecu-
liarly ‘modern’ phenomenon ~ with the Jewish Holo-
caust (1933-1945) as exemplar. This seemingly
unprecedented mass extermination influenced the
Polish-Jewish intellectual, Raphael Lemkin, to devise
the first major attempt in 1944 to define genocide,
one which the United Nations adapted, applied and
updated after the Second World War.

[f we accept this reasoning then we can apply the
United Nations Convention on Genocide to what
happened to Australia’s Indigenous people from 1933
but not before. Chronologically this would include
some twentieth-century Australian state assimilation
practices but relatively few massacres, as the vast
majority of these occurred earlier.

On the other hand, a number of genocide scholars
and educators, Jewish and non-Jewish, have pointed
out that genocide is ‘nothing new’, even if the term
is.% To anticipate our argument, we suggest that it is
possible to demonstrate, first, that certain elements of
the United Nations Convencion on Genocide fit the
Australian Aboriginal situation under British imperial-
ism and Australian colonialism; and secondly thatitis
appropriate (and even preferable) to have another. re-
lated term which fits Australian empirical realities
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rather better, namely ‘indigenocide’. The latter, in brief,
refers to those actors (governments, military forces,
economic enterprises or their agents, private individu-
als etc.) who carry out destructive actions, policies
and practices on Indigenous/Aboriginal individuals,
families and groups mainly because of their perceived
indigeneity or ‘Aboriginality’.

Genocide derives from the Latin words genus,
meaning a ‘group’, and caedere meaning ‘to kill’. The
United Nations Convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide states that:

Genocide . . . is the committing of certain acts with
intent to destroy — wholly or in part ~ a national,
ethnic, racial or religious group as such. What are
the acts? First, actual killing. But it is possible to
destroy a group of human beings without direct
physical extermination. So the Convention in-
cludes. .. the acts of causing serious bodily or men-
tal harm; deliberate infliction of conditions of life
‘calculated to bring about’ physical destruction;
imposing measures to prevent birth; and, finally,
forcibly transferring children of one group to an-
other group . . . In accordance with the Conven-
tion, related acts are also punishable: conspiracy to
commit genocide, direct and public incitement to
commit genocide, an attempt to commit the crime,
and complicity in its commission.”

The Tasmanian Aboriginal situation is often regarded
as Australia’s singular genocidal example. Was this
the case however? It is certainly genocidal if one
takes the United Nations Convention’s definition,
and deploys several of its criteria to what occurred
during the height of the conflict between the settlers
and the Aborigines over land (1824-1834). The most
important rationale for the ‘Black War’ was that the
pastoral settler-invaders and their mainly convict
servants intended to displace Aborigines and replace
them with sheep. The Aborigines, with some excep-
tions, did not accommodate themselves to this state
of affairs and opposed the settler-invaders with quite
effective and damaging resistance campaigns. Re-
sponding to settler-invader pressure and Aboriginal
successes, Governor Arthur declared martial law in
1828 as a prelude to an “organized manhunt” of some
2000 men (including about 500 troops and 700 con-
victs) — the ‘Black Line’ of 1830 which sought to
clear the settled districts of Aborigines. These events
constituted what Landau calls “developmental geno-

cide”, that is, the “aim of eliminating an indigenous ™
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population, usually outside of the political structure,
which is deemed to stand in the way of coloniza-
tion, settlement or development”. Secondly, espe-
cially with Arthur’s actions, there was deliberate
intent by the state directed at a collectively defined
group designed to ensure their elimination from the
landscape and to confine those who survived to mar-
ginal areas and to one major site, Flinders Island.3®

Thirdly, the United Nations Convention is clear
that the ‘intent to destroy’ any group of people does
not have to be total. Some Australians and other ana-
lysts have assumed, incorrectly, that the Aborigines
(estimated to be about 5-7000 originally) ‘died out’
in 1876 with Truganini, the ‘last Tasmanian’. In fact,
Bass Strait [slander communities who were descend-
ants of Aboriginal women and non-Aboriginal seal-
ers and whalers had avoided much of the land war
and provided a base for the present-day diaspora
population numbering some 12,000 people, accord-
ing to the 1996 Australian Census.

Fourthly, ‘actual killing’ occurred of at least eight
hundred Tasmanian Aboriginal people largely
through the settler-invader ‘roving parties’.® So this
fits the definition. There is also the psychological or
traumatic effects of so much killing on those who
escaped from imminent death. However the United
Nations Convention also states that “it is possible to
destroy a group of human beings without direct
physical extermination” and specifies the deliberate
imposing of “conditions of life calculated to bring
about physical destruction”.® Here the type of colo-
nization that occurred, both in Tasmania and
throughout much of mainland Australia from the
1830s to the 1890s, i.e. geographic imperialism with
pastoralism as its core, was the fundamental reason
why Aboriginal ‘conditions of life’ changed so radi-
cally, leading to their direct ‘physical destruction’.

But what about the rest of Australia? We have al-
ready mentioned the geographic imperialism con-
comitant with pastoral production, mining and
agriculture. In this respect, as Lyndall Ryan has ar-
gued, it was Tasmania repeated but on a much larger
scale.®! We have also demonstrated more examples of
extermination in colonial Queensland, where an Abo-
riginal mounted infantry (the Native Police) added
another lethal ingredient to the general deracination.
In any event, the taking of Aboriginal children from
kin (or sometimes with kin) to non-Aboriginal fami-
lies, institutions, homes, reserves and employers — an
Australia-wide phenomenon that began in the nine-

" téenth century and lasted well into the 1960s (as Anna



Haebich’s Broken Circles has shown graphically) -
exactly conforms to another United Nations Conven-
tion on Genocide criterion, that is, “forcibly transfer-
ring children from one group to another group”.

Genocide denialists and also a few more temper-
ate and thorough scholars nevertheless query “the
vexed question of intention” in the “unplanned pro-
cess of colonization” in Australia.? Arguably, in both
Tasmania and Queensland, it is easier to demonstrate
‘genocidal intent’ because Aboriginal resistance was
possibly more ubiquitous and dangerous in those
places than in other parts of Australia, and thus re-
quired a more clear-cut, intentional response from
settler-invaders and the state.

This dubious proposition of unplanned coloniza-
tion rests on Sir John Seeley’s oft-quoted observa-
tion, or rather fantasy, that Britain “never really had
an empire”; “that conquest had played no partin the
accretion of territories”; and that British coloniza-
tion had occurred “in a fit absence of mind”.® On the
contrary, by 1760 and certainly by the time Gover-
nor Phillip arrived on Eo-ra land in 1788, “colossal
wealth” was pouring into Britain “from the colonial
tribute of empire that now eclipsed all others” # Plant-
ing a convict colony at Sydney Cove, and following
this up with a smaller, convict-based outlier in Ho-
bart from 1803 underscored British hegemony
over France in the south-west Pacific. Still influ-
enced by mercantilist economic principles, British
naval and state power backed the East India Compa-
ny's commercial presence, while the exile of con-
victs to Australia revived Britain's colonial policy of
transportation that the American War of Independ-
ence curtailed. Belated as it was, the British state’s
decision in 1786 to establish a penal-colonial out-
post at ‘Botany Bay’ was still a decision i.e. an inten-
tion, and one made at the highest government levels.®

Once established, political, commercial and mate-
rial realities ensured that the new British colony would
eventually outgrow its penological rationale. Until the
1820s, the main economic preoccupation of the colo-
nists was to have enough food to survive.® Trade,
commerce and imports met some of this need, but
future self-sufficiency, let alone commodities for ex-
port, required agricultural and grazing enterprises that
could only be obtained by expropriating Aboriginal
land and water supplies. In any event, the felons sent
to Australia were expected to fend for themselves
when their sentences expired which meant that they
had to become independent producers or proletar-
ians. That is, they were compelled to compete with

Much of the

each other and with the Indi-
genes for their livelihood.
This state of affairs lay at the
heart of the Hawkesbury
War, noted earlier. Colonial
Office instructions to succes-
sive New South Wales gov-
ernors from 1787 until the
1820s (and to Aboriginal pro-
tectors in South Australia in
the 1830s) recognized the
Aboriginal presence but con-
tained a fundamental contra-
diction: a stated intention to
“conciliate” Aboriginal “affec-
tions” and “live in amity and
kindness with them”, to-
gether with the intention, in-
deed the necessity, to take
theirland.

Thus Britain’s expansion
into Australia, its adjacent is-
lands and seas was a caleu-
lated and deliberate series of
complex moves, that many
people made — from Secretar-
ies of State for the Colonies in
Britain, to governors, mer-
chants, ‘officer-farmers’, squatters, explorers, survey-
ors, farmers, politicians, miners, journalists, Native
Police commandants, entrepreneurs, capitalists, mis-
sionaries, ex-convict farmers and shepherds, and nu-
merous others. It was anything but the heedless
osmosis of territories that Seeley suggested or the be-
nign process of ‘assimilation’ that Windschuttle de-
fends. Viewed in this light, it may be pedantic to insist
on distinctions between the criteria for genocide and
the criteria for imperialism and colonialism, given
that, in comparing the American and Australian ex-
amples, the death rate of Indigenous peoples on both
continents as a result of European invasion and con-
quest was well over 90 per cent® — an appalling statis-
tic that prompted David Stannard to call his history of
colonial conquest American Holocaust. And to return
to the United Nations Convention on Genocide, the
introduction of diseases (whether deliberate or other-
wise) was a bigger killer of Aboriginal people than
outright violence (Windschuttle is right for once on
this point though the issue of intentionality invites
debate), and made it possible ‘to destroy a group of
human beings without direct physical extermination’.
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documentation that
Windschuttle
deploys to disparage
his selection of
missionaries’,
journalists’ and
historians’ accounts
is not ‘first-hand’ or
‘proximate’ at all . ..
The closest he gets
to ‘direct evidence’
is Lancelot
Threlkeld's edited
letters and papers -
which he then
dismisses as “third-

hand reports”.
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0, FINALLY, where does all this leave us with the

questions, Was it genocide? and, did it consti-

tute an Australian Holocaust? Our answer to
the first question is a fairly resounding ‘Yes’; to the
second question a cautious ‘No’. We discuss our rea-
sons for these answers next and propose that a form of
‘developmental genocide’, namely ‘indigenocide’, is a
concept that comes closer to accounting for the Aus-
tralian settler colonizing process.

I one adopts the United Nations Convention (and
no other) then the imperial takeover of Aboriginal
Australia was genocidal. One of the main differences
between the Jewish Holocaust and Australia’s ‘killing
fields’ however was that the destruction of Aborigi-
nal life was mainly a private, i.e. settler-invader led,
ideologically defended, piecemeal series of events
whereas the Nazi government’s ‘Final Solution’ was
a concerted, bureaucratic, industrial, highly concen-
trated, state-directed ideological program of mass an-
nihilation with Jews as the main victims. Crucially,
the Australian colonial state, except in Tasmania and
Queensland (the latter with the Native Police), was
not the main perpetrator or initiator of genocide; and
even in these instances declarations of martial law,
and Native Police punitive sorties were possibly sec-
ondary to privately organized vigilantism and raid-
ing parties, or individual rampages (e.g. William
Fraser) against Aborigines. Rarely did the colonial
state intervene on behalf of these ‘British subjects’.
As for the British imperial government, it was too
far away from events in the colonies to prevent the
mayhem on the frontiers that the Colonial Office
became so alarmed about during the 1830s and 1840s.
This apparent lack of interest, however, does not di-
minish such actions from being genocidal, for indit-
ference to and/or complicity with genocide still falls
within the United Nations Convention.

Nevertheless, we would be reluctant to charac-
terize what we have explored here as an ‘Australian
Holocaust’. The modern concept of ‘genocide’, and
the Hebrew word, ha-shoah (the Holocaust) to de-
scribe it were invented precisely to account for what
was a probably unique manifestation of the quite
ancient practice of genocide. To put it anather way,
this genocide (i.e. the Holocaust) could not run ahead
of its time and thus ‘belongs’ to a particular epoch in
human history, i.e. the rise and fall of German fas-
cism (i.e. Nazism). Thus we can apply this ‘modern’
definition both to the 1933-1945 period itself, and
to policies of forced assimilation in Australia at that

time. This, as we have pointed out before, does not -
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rule out using the term ‘genocide’ more widely. But
it does run the risk of what Steven Katz calls “offen-
sive moral chauvinism” by diminishing or conflating
the Jewish experience, as well as being a-historical. #

‘Indigenocide’ is a means of analysing those cir-
cumstances where one, or more peoples, usually im-
migrants, deliberately set out to supplant a group or
groups of other people whom as far as we know, rep-
resent the Indigenous, or Aboriginal peoples of the
country that the immigrants usurp. This immediately
excludes some British and European imperialisms, e.g.
in colonial India, and in most of the African colonies,
One exception, in the African case, was ‘colonial geno-
cide’ - the German occupation of Herero lands in
south-west Africa.” The point is that imperialism and
colonialism do not simply equate with genocide, de-
structive of Indigenous lives as they may be.

Australia was very different however. It was first
of all a settler-invader British colony whose ‘invad-
ers’, whether convicted or otherwise in the frst in-
stance, with few exceptions, stayed on. A certain
proportion of the colonial elite (the squatters) were
temporary sojourners, but most remained to found
dynasties in Australia, while other middle-class and
working-class immigrants came to the colony to ‘im-
prove’ themselves. Crucially, the immigrants kept
coming and by the 1850s if not earlier, exceeded the
Aboriginal population in size.

Secondly, as examined above, wealth creation in
the colonial period relied on finding export staples
that competed successfully on the world market. Brit-
ain’s pre-eminence in manufactures and shipping en-
sured that Australia’s political economy be based on
raw materials with Britain as chief market; and once
these raw materials shifted to land-based commodi-
ties (domestic livestock, minerals and grains) it opened
up huge tracts of territory, putting pressure on its In-
digenous owners. The latter were sometimes ab-
sorbed into the colonial economy as colonized labour
(often after being captured at the point of death); and
from the 1840s provided the core workforce on many
remote pastoral holdings.”! But mostly they were dis-
possessed in the w 1ys we have described. In short, for
the colonials, Aboriginal land was a more valuable
asset than Aboriginal [abour

Because of these reasons, and because Aborigi-
nes resisted these successive invasions; or, alter-
nately, refused to adapt to alien cultural norms; or
finally, looked as if they would not survive as a peo-
ple, they became the targets of a plethora of degrad-

ing epithets: ‘savages’,”‘vermin’, ‘superstitious



barbarians’, ‘nomads’, ‘heathens’, ‘intelligent mon-
keys’, in the ‘fowest state of existence’, ‘cannibals’,
‘wild animals’ that ‘deserved to be shot’, and ‘poor
creatures’ who needed ‘protection’. Most of these
stereotypes were made because settler-invaders, the
politicians and the press which supported them
believed fervently that Aborigines stood in the way
of colonial progress; and, as such, should be cleared
from the landscape as a matter of duty to a ‘higher’
and more ‘advanced’ civilization.”? Here ‘develop-
mental genocide’ was in operation, and probably
‘ideclogical genocide’ as well.

While peoples other than Aborigines attract pejo-
rative or racist invective, Aboriginality (or perceived
qualities of Aboriginality) is the defining feature here.
This means that those doing the defining, especially
in a colonial situation, construct typologies or hier-
archies of race that almost always place Aborigines
at the very bottom of the human scale and, in ex-
treme cases, deny their humanity altogether. Invari-
ably the invading and defining group, irrespective
of class, regards itself as inherently superior to the
Indigenes and constructs its own differences as nor-
mative and hegemonic. Incoming migrants who
become part of settler-invader society place them-
selves in relation to the Indigenes, or are placed by
the hegemonic group, into the racial hierarchy. But
almost always again, the Indigenous group as a whole
remains at the bottom.

In this respect, the society takes on more of a caste-
like quality than a class one, or rather caste relations
apply mainly to Aborigines or Indigenes while class
relations apply mainly to the dominant ethnic groups.
In other words, dominant-group exclusionary pres-
sures are directed most consistently against Aborigi-
nal people, as demonstrated by the numerous
proscriptive and classificatory laws for Aborigines
as a group, which began in Australia in the nine-
teenth century. Two examples were the 1897 Queens-
land Aborigines Protection Act and the New South
Wales Aborigines Protection Board of 1883, both of
which systematically removed thousands of Aborigi-
nal adults and children. The important point here is
that the dominant groups, and particularly those who
control the state apparatus, deny social mobility most
of all to Indigenous people.

It could be argued that at least some of these crite-
ria apply to other non-dominant ethnic groups, espe-
cially under colonialism. Plenty of cases can be cited
in Australia of racial exclusion, not least the Immigra-

legislation passed by the new Australian common-
wealth. Exclusion, segregation and other forms of so-
cial closure and worse have been, and are, daily visited
upon all sorts of people — many of whom are White —
for example, homosexuals, the ‘intellectually handi-
capped’ and so on. While this is so, ‘indigenocide’ has
a number of other vital ingredients that set it apart
from the racisms, the oppressions, and the extermin-
ations of most other genocides or ethnocides.

First, as pointed out before, indigenocide usually
occurs when an invading group intentionallyinvades
and colonizes another group or groups who are the
‘first peoples’ of that region, or who have proof of
such origins. Even though terra nullius was assumed,
the first British and European navigators to observe
Aborigines (e.g. Dampier, Cook, La Perouse etc.)
proved that people occupied Australian soil. Sec-
ondly, the invaders must conquer the Indigenes and
maintain their advantages over them as long as is
niecessary or possible. Thirdly, as conquerors, the
invaders must kill sufficient numbers of Indigenes,
or render their ways of sustaining meaningful life so
difficult that they come close to extinction and may
disappear altogether. (This characteristic, as we
noted above, distinguishes indigenocide from other
forms of colonialism such as British rule in India.)
Fourthly, and this reinforces the actively genocidal
aspects, the invaders must classify the indigenes as
‘the lowest form of humanity’, rather like Eichmann
classified the Jews as a ‘garbage nation’, who de-
serve to be exterminated.” Fifthly, indigenocide, no-
tably with Native Americans and Aboriginal
Australians, involves destroying, or attempting to
destroy, Indigenous religious systems and imposing
binaries between the material and spiritual realms.
Above all, indigenocide implies in theory and prac-
tice that Indigenous people are less valued than the
land they inhabit and which the invaders desire.

T LEAST ONE SECTION of Australian thought re-

mains stuck in the ‘myth of peaceful settlement’.
In Windschuttle's scenario, the Australian historical
world turns upside down. British fair-play and jus-
tice patrol the frontiers rather than expediency, li-
cence and mayhem; indiscriminate violence is the
least of problems there rather than the most daunt-
ing. It is the conscience-stricken, contemporary
White ‘whistle-blowers’, who are cast as the liars
instead of those who create, perpetuate, condone or
hide such misdeeds. And it is Indigenous cultures

tion Restriction Act of 1901, the first piece of federal  that suffer from an ongoing ‘faulty memory=Syn-
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drome’ rather than a society of land-inheritors, still
frozen in denial or forgetting.

There is little that is new in these intellectuals’
arguments and justifications, which rest on assump-
tions about Australian exceptionalism, the inherent
superiority of Western materialism, and on an in-
dignant insistence that Indigenous Australians sub-
sume themselves within it. This outlook echoes the
‘developmental genocide’ mentality that deranged
Indigenous Australian lives for such a long time and
which bedevils them still; and it appears that
Windschuttle and some other Quadrant contribu-
tors, like their colonial predecessors, value the oldest
continent and its economic resources more highly
than the oldest civilization and its human resources.
In the process, they have given us an expurgated
version of history and recast it as truth. The histori-
cal problem we face is not how some historians, jour-
nalists and missionaries may have exaggerated a small
quotient of colonial disorder. Rather we face the his-
tory of attempts to liquidate that ‘oldest civilization’
which, nevertheless, has survived indigenocide; and
the accompanying attempts to hide the story of that
massive tragedy.

ENDNOTES

1. Haydie Gooder and Jane M. Jacobs, ‘On the Border of the Unsayable”:
The Apology in Postcolonizing Australia’, Interventions, vol.2, no 2,
2000, p.247.

2. 'SA’s NatveTide Laws’, ‘Nadve Tide ata Glance', Aboriginal Way,
issue 10, November 2000, p.1, p.10; M.A. Stephenson, ‘Pastoral
Leases and Reservadon Clauses’, in M.A. Stephenson (ed.), Mabo:
The Nadve Title Legislation, UQE St. Lucia, 1995, p.107; Graham
Hiley, ‘Introducton’, in Graham Hiley (ed.}, The Wik Case: Issues and
Implications, Butrerworths, Sydney, 1997, p.1.

3. Steve Hemming, ‘Hindmarsh Island (Kumarangk), ‘Women's
Business and the Misreading of A World Thar Was', Journal of the
Anthropological Society of Seuth Australia, vol 32, nos. 1 & 2,
December 1999, p.84.

4. Keith Windschurle, ‘The Break-Up of Austalia’, Quadrang vol XLIV,
1no.9, September 2000, pp.9-10.

5. 1bd,p.16.

6. The Prime Minister Opens the New Quadrant Office’, Quadrant,

vol.XLIV, no. 9, September 2000, pp. 1-3; Padraic McGuinness, '100
years on, Australians will rejoice in their Aboriginalicy’, Sydney
Morming Herald, 4 January 2001, p.8; 'Sunday bloody Sunday .. . it
was a massacre among the chattering classes’, Sydney Moming
Herald, 13 November 2000, p.9.

7. Robert Hughes, Culture of Complaint: The Fraying of America, OUE,
Oxford, 1993, p.28, p.44, p.49.

8.  Anthony Flew, Thinking about Thinking, Fontana, London, 1975,
p.44.

9. Frank Brennan, ‘Maba and Its Implicatons for Aborigines and Torres
StraitIslanders’, in M.A. Stephenson and Suri Ramapala (eds.), Mabo:
A Judicial Revolusion, UQP, St Lucia, 1993, p.25; WEH. Stanner,
Afrer the Drearning: Black and White Australians -An Anthropolo-
gist’s View, ABC, Sydney, 1972, pp. 22-27; Raymond Evans,
Fighting Wonds: Writing about Race, UQP, St. Lucia, 1999, p.15.

10. Bob Gould, ‘Contesting* White Whitewash” history. McGuinness,
Windschuttle and Quadrane. The Revisionist attack on Australian
History about British Conquest and Aboriginal resistance’. Sydney,
23 November 2000. Since we wrote this essay, Robert Manne has

overland.l63.2001

11

13.

14.

16.

17.

18.

20.

21

22.

23.

24.
25.

26.
27.

28.
29.

30.

31.
32.

33.
34.

published a reply to Windschuttle infn Denial: The Stolen
Generations and the Right, The Australian Quarterly Essayissue no.
1,2001, pp. 93-101.

Windschuttle, The Myths of Frontier Massacres (PartIl)', op.cit.
p.23.

. Appendix no. 3,"Retumn of the Number of HOMICIDES committed

respectively by Blacks and Whites, within the limies of the North
Western District, since its first occupation by Setders’, Briash
Parliamentary Papers: Papers relating to Emigration, the Aboriginal
Popuiadon and Other Affairs in Australia, 1844, [UE, Shannon, 1965,
p.318.

Raymond Evans, Kay Saunders and Kathryn Cronin, Race Reladons
in Colonial Queensland: A History of Exclusion, Exploitation and
Extermination, UQP, St. Lucia, 1588, p.28, p.30, p.39, p.43.

Evans, Fighting Words, op.cit,, p.22.

Andrew Markus, Australian Race Reladons 1788~1993 Allen &
Unwin, St.Leonards, 1994, p.77.

Jan Kociumbas, The Oxford History of Auseralia, Volume 2: 1770~
1860 Fossessions, OUE, Melbourne, 1992, p.56; A.T. Yarwood and
M.]. Knowling, Race reladions in Australia: A History, Methuen,
Sydney, 1982, pp. 61-2, p.103; Markus, Australian Race Relations,
op.cit, p.39; Sydney Gazette, 19 August 1824, cited in Niel Gunson
(ed.), Austratian Reminiscences and Papers of L.E. Threlkeld,
Missionary to the Aborigines 1824-1859 Vol. 1, Australian Institute
of Aboriginal Studies, Canberra, 1974, p.31, tn. 27; Lyndall Ryan, The
Aboriginal Tasmanians (2nd. ed.) Allen and Unwin, Sydney, 1996,
pp.87-117; Evans, Fighring Words, op.cit., pp.64-66; Jack Bohemia
and William McGregor, ‘A Massacre on Christmas Creek Szadon,
Journal Of Australian Studies, ne.33, june 1992, pp.26—40; Robert A.
Hall, The Black Diggers: Aborigines and Torres Strait Isfanders in the
Second World Wag, Allen & Unwin, Sydney, 1989, p.186.

Bill Gammage, ‘The Wiradjuri War 1838-40’, Push from the Bush: A
Bulledn of Social History, no.16, October 1983, p.14; British
FParliamentary Papers: Papers relating to Emigration, the Aboriginal
Popularion and other affairs in Austalia, voi. 8,1rish University Press
Sharninon, 1969, pp.169-170; Government Resident Dashwood
1899, cited in Deborah Bird Rose, Hidden Hiscortes: Black Stories
from Victoria River Downs, Humbert River and Wave Hill Stadons,
Aboriginal Studies Press, Canberra, 1991, p.77.

Alan Pope, Resistance and Retaliaton: Aboriginal-European Relation
in Early Colonial South Australia, Heritage Action, Adelaide, 1989,
pp.86-91; Evans, Saunders and Cronin, Race Relations in Colonial
Queensiand, op.cit., pp. 3944, p. 46, p.49, pp. 51-2, pp. 71-2;
Deborah Bird Rose, Hidden Histories, op.cit, p.78.

Windschuede, ‘The Myths of Frontier Massacres in Austalian
History’, Quadrant, October 2000, op.cit, p.13.

Bill Thorpe, ‘Fronters of Discourse: Assessing Revisionist Australian
Colonial Contact Historiography’, Journal of Ausaalian Studies,
n0.46, September 1595, p.39.

David Hackeuw Fischer, Historians’ Fallacies: Toward a Logic of
Historical Thought, Harper and Row, New York, 1570, p.109, p.94,
p.82.

Windschutde, op.cit, p.12.

E.P. Thompson, ‘The Poverty of Theory’, in E.P. Thompson, The
Poverty of Theory and Other Essays, Merlin, London, 1978, p.218.
Windschuttle, op.cit.,, pp.10-13.

Bridsh Parhamentary Papers: Papers Relating to Emigraton . op.cit,
pp. 169-170.

Evans, Saunders and Cronin, op.cit., p.128, fn. 129.

A Hillier, “If You Leave Me Alone, I'll Leave You Alone™: Biographica;
Sketches, Reports and Incidents from the Myall War of the
Queensland Nadve Mounted Police Force 1860-1885', Unpublished
mss., Abstractand p.1.

ibid., p.3.

]. Glover, Humanity: A Moral History of the Twenneth Century,
Pimlico, London, 2001, pp.36-7.

G.R. de Le Hunte, Memo of Patrol, Report of Upper Kamusi,
Marnbare and Yodda Valleys to W. Armit, Pacrol Officer, August
1900, Bndsh New Guinea Anniual Report 1900, Government Printer,
Melbourne, p.xxix; Hillier, op.cic. pp. 7-8.

Queenslander, 27 January 1877.

Evans, Saunders and Cronin, op.cit, p.51; A. Meston, Report of the
Covernment Sciendlic Expedidon to the Bellender-Ker Range,
Govemnment Printer, Brisbane, 1889, p.20.

Pore Denison Times, 4 june 1868, 17 April 1869. _ . _
Sydney Morning Herald, 9 March 1873, Hillier, op.cit, p.156,



36.

37.

38.

39.
40.
41
42.
43.

44
45,

47.
48,

49.
50.

51

52.
54.

55.

56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
64.
65.

66.

pp. 163-64.

Murray and Mackay (Andrew Murray), Diaries, 19 June 1860,
University of New England Archives UNE A018.

‘Flogging and Death of Jemmy (Aborigine) and Proceedings against
Frederick Wheeler (Native Police) for Murder’, March 1876-April
1877, Alan Queale Collection, Queensland State Archives Miscella-
nea, vol. I, Griffith University,

Die Biene auf dem Missionfelde, 2, 1839, p.14 and K.W. Schmidt, Die
Biene auf dem Missionfelde,3, 1843, p.18, cited in A. Corkhill,
Queensland and Germany:; Ethnic, Socio-Cultural, Polideal and Trade
Relations, Academa Press, Melboumne, 1992, pp.2—4.

E de Brebant Cooper, Wild Adventures in Austalia and New South
Wales: Beyond the Boundaries with Sketches of Life at the Mining
Districes, Blackwooed, London, 1857, pp.28-9.

W. Stamer, Recollections: A Life of Adventure, Hurst and Blackerr,
London, 1866, pp.98-9.

G. Parsons, Black Chateels: The Story of the Australian Aborigines,
The National Council for Civil Liberdes, Londen, 1946, p.21.

G. D. Lang, Maryborough o ].D. Lang, Sydney, 31 March 1858,
Mirchell Library, ref.: A63.

J. Rogers, Colonial Office Minute, 29 January 1866, CO 234/13,
§7283, Public Record Office, London.

Crown Lands Commissioner, Gwydir, to Chief Commissioner of
Crown Lands, 8 January 1849, NSW State Archives 2/7634, cited in
M, Copland, ‘A System of Assassination: The Maclntyre River
Fronter 1837-1850", BA (hons.) thesis, History, University of
Quensland, 1990, p.44.

Queenslander, 11 September, 8 May 1880.

AE. Tonge, "The Youngs of Umbercollie: The First White Family in
S.W. Queensland, 1845", Typescript 1980, John Oxley Library,
Brisbane, p.23.

D. McLean, Maitland Circuit Court Depositions, March-April 1849,
cited in Copland, op.cit, pp.56-57.

Tonge, op.cit, p.24.

R. Bligh, Crown Lands Commissicner, Gwydir, o Chief Commis-
sioner, 8 January 1849, NSW State Archives 2/7634, cited in
Copland, op.cie, p.71.

StKilda Chronicle, 23 August 1862.

Hillier,op. cit, pp. 95-103; B. Breslin, Exterminate with Pride:
Aboriginal-European Relations in the Townsville/Bowen District ro
1869, James Cook University, Scudies in North Queensland History,
18, p.6, p.82; N. Loos, Invasion and Resistance: Aboriginal-European
Relations on the North Queensiand Fronter 1861-1897, Austalian
Natonal University Press, 1982, pp. 38-59, passim.

Wills, op.cit, pp.111~130; C. Frost, The Last Explorer: The Life and
Work of Ernst Favenc, Foundation of Austalian Literary Studies
Monograph 9, Townsville, 1983, pp. 4043.

Glover, op., cit, pp. 31-39.

Tatz, op.cit, pp. 38-39.

Paul R Barzrop, 'Divergent Experiences on the Frontier: Jews and
Aborigines in Early Colonial Austalia’, Journal of the Ausgalian
Jewish Historical Society; vol. XIV, pt.1, 1997, p.27; Tatz, op.cit,
passim; Alison Palmer, Colonial Genocide, Crawford House, Adelaide,
2000.

Morton G. Wenger, ‘Some Analytical Implications of the Stawtory
Constructon of Genocide', Cridcal Sociology, vol. 23, n0.3. 1997,
pp- 69-70, pp.72-73.

Ronnie 5. Landau, Studying the Holocaust: Issues, Readings and
Documents, Routledge, London, 1998, pp.92-94.

Convention on the Prevendon and Punishment of the Crime of
Genocide, United Nadons, New York, 1991, pp.2-3.

Ryan, op.cit., pp.101-113; A. Dirk Moses, 'An Annpodean Genocide?
The Origins of the Genocidal Momencin the Colonization of
Australia’, Journal of Genocide Research, vol. 2, no.1, 2000, p.99.
Ryan, op.cit, p.113.

Conventon on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of
Genocide, op.cit,p.3.

Ryan, ‘Inoduction’ to The Aboriginal Tasmanians (1sted.) (1981)
in Ryan, op.cic, p.3.

A.Ditk Moses, ‘An Andpodean Genocide? op.cit, p.89.

ibid

Perry Anderson, Arguments Within English Marxism,Verso,
London, 1980, p.92.

Magaret Steven, Trade, Tacdcs and Territory: Britain in the Pacific
1783-1823, MUP, Melbourne, 1983, pp.106-116.

G.]. Abborr, ‘The Pastoral Industry’ in G.J. Abbottand N.B. Nairn

(eds.), Economic Growth in Australia 1788~1821, MUP, Melbourne,
1969, p.219, p.241.

67. A Dirk Moses, "An Antipodean Genocide® op.cit., pp.93-94.

68. StevenT. Karz, The Holocaustin Historical Context Vol 1- The
Holocaust and Mass Death Before the Modem Age. OUP, New York,
1994, pp. 88-89; Thorpe, ‘Fronders of Discourse’, op.cit, p.37;
Deborah Bird Rose, Hidden Histories, op.cit, p.78.

69. Kaw, The Holocaust in Historical Contexe, op.cit,p.33.

70. Palmer, Colonial Genocide, op.cic, pp.10-21.

71. Raymond Evans, “Kings” in Brass Crescents: Defining Aboriginal
Labour Paterns in Colonial Queensland’ in Kay Saunders (ed ),
Indentured Labour in the Brtish Empire 18341920, Croom Helm,
Londen, 1984, p.190; Bill Thorpe, "Aboriginal Employment and
Unemployment: Colonized Labour’ in Claire Williams with Bill
Thorpe, Beyond Industrial Sociology: The Work of Men and
Women, Allen & Unwin, Sydney, 1952, pp.89-91.

72. Evans, Saunders and Cronin, Race Refations in Colonial Queensiand,
op.cie, pp.67-82.

73. landau, Studying the Holocaust, op.cit, p.98.

Raymond Evans teaches Australian history at the Uni-

versity of Queensland. His latest book is Fighting
Words: Writing about Race, UQP 19%9.

Bill Thorpe is a visiting fellow at the Flinders University
of South Australia. From 1992 to 1999 he taughe at the
Unaipon School, University of South Australia. He is
the author of Colonial Queensland, UQE 199.

The authors would like to thank Andrew Bonnell, Anna
Haebich and Murray Johnson for their thoughtful as-
sessments of this essay.

MELBOURNE

UNIVERSITY PRESS

waery 9 gac o | Legendary Tales of the
Australian Aborigines
. o David Unaipon
Sty el | £ited by Stephen Muecke and
AUSTRALIAN Adam Shoemaker
ABORICINES

22 . This new edition of the stories
r © . ° 7| David Unaipon collected and
- transcribed restores the text to
= its original form and brings it
W PR% home to its community.
Hardback se+$44.95

Reading Race

Aboriginality in Australian

Children's Literature

Clare Bradford

Reading Race looks at the ways in
which Australia's indigenous
peoples have been—and continue
to be—represented in books for
children,

Paperback e++$34.95

www.mup.com.au

2001.163.0verland 39



