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it admit that the Heritage Legislation that
was in large part responsible for the sadly
farcical shape of the anthropology offered
up during Hindmarsh Island contains
definitions of things like "tradition" that
are at one and the same time unacceptably
vague, antiquated and totally unsuitable to
the cultural dilemmas and goals facing
contemporary peri-urban Aborigines like
the Ngarrindjeri? From such a vantage
point, will it then foster a debate about
Hindmarsh Island in which critical
analysis of the anthropology carried out in
connection with it is not automatically
viewed as an attack upon Aboriginal
culture, dignity, or empowerment? I am
not sanguine at this point. Consider: The
Federal Inquiry into the Royal
Commission has been legally- challenged
by both proponent and dissident
Ngarrindjeri factions (as well as the bridge
developers).

We all know that the anthropologists
involved in the Federal Inquiry are among
the most experienced, sophisticated and
honest Aboriginalists found in this
country. Many anthropologists may be
hoping that they will produce a successful
Solomonic judgement. But good
anthropology or bad anthropology, it
appears more likely that Aboriginal people
on either side of the conflict will continue
to be affronted by whatever one cares to
offer by way of critical commentary. What
choices will Aboriginalist anthropologists,
and the rest of us, make under such
conditions? Silence, which is what we
have had for the most part so far, would
seem to me a craven and ineffective one.
The Royal Commission itself has been a
supremely anthropological event. To
replace a proper anthropological analysis
of this event with the ideological effort to
salvage from the incredible complexity of
the protagonists' positions the purity of
Good and Evil will be a far more
destructive choice than silence, and, I fear,
a far more likely one.
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Native 'litCetNewstetter
The Native Title Research Unit's

Newsletter is now available on the Internet
at AlATSISs home page

(http://www.aiatsis.gov.au)
To go directly to the Native Title

Newsletter add
Intu_nl.htm.

The first Native Title Newsletter to
appear on the home page is No.4 of 1996
(August) and contains the usual:
• news of important developments in

native title
• a summary of print media coverage

of native title claims and issues
• a brief survey of recent

publications on native title

Many subscribers to this list have found
the Newsletter a useful one-stop-shop for
keeping abreast of native title develop-
ments. So please spread the word!

Paul Burke
Native Title Research Unit

A1ATSIS
GPO Box 553

Canberra, ACT, 2601

Ph:.[06] 246 1138 Fax: [06] 249 1046

.Jt.ntfirolnjormant
The first issue of this Newsletter of the

Sydney University Anthropology Society
appeared in August. By and for
anthropology students, Anthrolnformant is
off to a lively start. Anyone interested in
receiving/contributing, contact the Student
Anthropology Society, Department of
Anthropology A14, University of Sydney,
NSW, 2006.
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