units’ comments (and which should also
be directed at the ABS). He hasrelied on
selected academic research to draw, in
one instance at least, a conclusion tha
mathematically conflicts with his own
tabled facts. And all of thisisin addition
to another of his criticismswhich is quite
at odds with what anyone would find to
beintuitively right . He pooh-poohs what
is really an innocuous comment that
intercity commuting has made a

contribution to the growth of the Gold
Coast; this reflects a narrow perspective
to say the least, especially given new
commuting infrastructure. | accept asthe
author of apopular and best-<elling book
that my views should be legitimately the
subject of vigorous debate. However on
this occasion | think O’ Connor’s review
would have benefited grealy from a
telephone chat beforehand, just to check
off afew of the facts.

THE UNITY PARTY AND THEM YTH OF THE ETHNIC VOTE

wm Ernest Healy

Some analysts have arguedthat if amajor political party adoptsaredrictiveimmigration policyit will
lose votes among immigrants. In the November 2001 federal election the Coalition emphassed its
border control policy which,sincelate August, has prevented boats carrying unvisaed asylum-seekers
fromentering the Australian migration zone. The Unity Party, a pro-immigration, pro-multiculturalism
party, opposed this policy (asdidthe Greensand theDemocrats). Did the Gover nment'spolicy alienate
migrant voters and did the Unity Party attract then®? Western Sydney offas a test case. Mary
electoratesin Western Sydney have high immigrant popul ations, especidly Fowler. In eva'y case,the
Liberal Party voterose. In the el ectorates wherethe Unity Party stood candidatesin2001, itsvotefell.
Thiswastrue even of boothswithin Fowler which have very high concentrations of recent immigrants.

The recent federal election provides an
opportunity to re-examine the potentid
for ethnic political mobilisation in
Australia. Although ethnicity has not
played a prominent role in Australian
politics historically,® the 1998 federal
election was distinctive in that it saw the
electoral involvement of the Unity Party
which appealed not only to migrants in
general, but also to specific ethnic
minority interests. Although ostensibly
advocating national cohesion, U nity
pitted itself against what its leaders
perceived to be theinherent racian of the
Australian mainstream culture. Unity’s
policies were explicitly internationalist,
pro-immigration, and identified the
Australiannational interest with multicul-

turalism and the alleged need to defeat
the emergence of racism as a political
force. The key focus of Unity’s counter-
offensiveagainst the politicsof ‘ hate’ was
the Pauline Hanson One Nation Party
which, although having had considerable
success in the 1998 Queensland state
election and a number of by-elections,
only made its federal debut in 1998. In
contrast to Unity, One Nation called for a
substantial decrease in immigrdion
numbers, opposed multiculturalism asthe
basis of Australianidentity and advocated
a protectionist approach to national
economic development. One Nation
appealed to a broad-based sense of
disquiet within the Australian population
concerning the perceived negative
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economic and social impact of globali-
sation.

In 1998, One Nation attracted
1,007,439 votesfor the Senate, or approx-
imately nine per cent of the national vote.
This meant that the party constituted a
significant electoral challenge to the
political and moral authority of globa-
lisation advocates, whether cosmopolitan
left-liberal humanitarians or free market
advocates. By themid-1990s, considerable
integrati on betweenthesetwo globalisation
perspectiveshad devel oped, particularly in
elite Labor circles. This intensified
hostility to One Nation. The Unity policy
platform mirrored this integration.
However, in 1998 Unity only attracted0.8
per cent of the vote for the Senate.
Moreover, Unity’s electoral appeal was
highly specific. A booth by booth analysis
by the present author of the 1998 Unity
vote in the New South Wales federal
electorate of Fowler, where Unity had its
highest level of support amongst those
seats whereit ran candidatesfor the House
of Representatives (10.6 per cent),
revealed that Unity’s relative success in
Fowler depended upon high levels of
support in only a small number of polling
booths. These booths were located in or
close to the Indo-Chinese enclave of
Cabramatta. The Unity Party goal of
gaining sufficient political leverage to
shape the national agenda on issues of
immigration and national cultural identity
had clearly failed. The relatively high
support for Unity in the electorate of
Fowler was exceptional and appears to
have been due to the ethnic enclave
environment in which many Fowler
residents lived, their linguistic and cultural
isolation, and the disproportionate
influence that ethnic power brokers were
able to assert. Further, even within Fowler
itself, those polling booths in neighbour-
hoods with a high proportion of
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Australian-born persons recorded relat-
ively strong votesfor One Nation, in some
cases higher than the national average.?
Yet, despite the very limited basis of
Unity Party appeal at the 1998 federal
election, some commentators asserted that
the overseas-born component of the
Australian electorate was a political force
that could be readily mobilised around an
anti-‘racist’ perspective underpinned by
policies favourable to an anti-nationalist,
high immigraion and multicultural
agenda. Jeannette Money, for instance,
writing shortly after the 1998 election,
argued that the Labor and Coalition par-
ties, knowing that migrants were a poten-
tially powerful political forcethat could be
mobilised against a Hansonite agenda,
deliberately distanced themselves from
One Nation and its agenda.® From this
perspective, the relatively poor voter
support for Unity reflected the decision of
the major partiesnot to attemptto mobilise
mainstream voters around race. Y et, even
with this distancing, Money believes that
the Coalition’s tough line on immigration
after 1996 prompted many ethnic votersto
switch to Labor.* Since 1998, ethnic
leaders have been keen to promote this
idea. Alan Thornhill, writing for the
AustralianFederation of Ethnic Communi-
ties' Councils of Australia (FECCA),
claimed that migrants would have ‘real
clout’ in the up-coming 2001 federal
election, particularly in marginal seats. He
argued that the Government’s firm stand
on border control would alienate theethnic
vote. Inhisview:
Migrants are particularly distrustful of
politicians who take the risk of chasing
votes by exploitingracism...Manymigrants
have been refugees themselves and know
very well what today’ s asylum seekersare
suffering.®
The 2001 federal election has pro-
vided a particularlygood test of the credi-



bility of the arguments of those, like
Money and Thornhill, who claim that
migrants can bereadily mobilised against
political partiesthat are perceived to be
exploiting mainsgream anti-migrant preju-
dice or threatening the standing of mi-
grantsin Australiain some way.

The issue that dominaed political
commentary in the immediate lead up to
the federal election on November 10 was
the hard line that the Coalition Govern-
ment had taken against illegal migrants
who had been arriving by sea via
Indonesia. In so doing, the Government
was widely accused in the mass media of
playing the populist ‘race card’ in an
attempt to retain Government. Further-
more, in the final days of the 2001
parliamentary sitting, the Government
passed a raft of legislation strengthening
its powers to prevent the arrival of illegal
migrants by seaand limiting the rights of
legal appeal by asylum seekers in the
Australian courts. This included limiting
the role of the Federal Court in dealing
with asylum appeal s, asthe Federal Court
had been a source of judicial activism in
its handling of such cases. Betts provides
adetailed account of these develo pments
elsewhere in this publication.®

One could not imagine a better sce-
nario for testing Money’s thesis. If it is
correct, a populist ‘racial’ appeal by the
Australian Government in the weeks im-
mediately prior to a national election
would be expected to lead to a significant

electoral reaction by migrant voters,
particularly amongst those who are recent
arrivals. More particularly, one would
expect that in those seats where Unity
received a high vote in 1998, such as
Fowler, such an appeal would receive an
even greater level of support in the
November 2001 election. Further, thefact
that the Labor Party, after havinginitially
obstructed the Coalition Government’s
legislativereformstolimitillegal arrivals,
fell into line on the issue would give an
even greater vote for Unity, Labor no
longer being an avenue for a protest vote
The only alternative for a protest vote
would be the Greens, which had adopted
a pro-asylum seeker position, the
Democrats or Unity in seats where it
stood candidates.

The focus of the present paper is the
group of firm Labor electorates situated
in the South and South-West of the
Sydney Metropolitan area which, like
Fowler, have ahigh proportion of migrant
voters. These el ectoratesare distinct from
those more marginal suburban seats
where, some commentators believe, a
new ‘aspirational’ class of upwardly-
mobile voters is becoming influential
(including Parramatta and Macarthur).

Table 1 illustrates the relevance of
Fowler for teging Money's thesis. On
each of the measures shown, Fowler
ranked highest of all federal electoratesin
Australia.

Table 1:Selected measures for which the 2001 Federal Elector ate of

Fowler ranked highest

Proportionof persons Per cent
Born overseas and Australian-born pasons with overseas ban parents 69.7
Born overseas, reddent less than five years 9.5
Born in South East Asia 23.7
Born in non-E nglish-speak ing countri es 49.2
Not fluent in English 19.1
Speaking language other than English at home 61.3

Source:  Parliamentary Research Library, Research Paper 11, 2000-01, Tables

18aand 2lato 25a
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THE 2001 ELECTION RESULTS
Contrary to Money’s thesis, Unity’s vote
collapsed both for the Senate and the
House of Representatives, includingin its
enclave stronghold in Fowler. Table 2
shows Unity’s share of the Senate vote in
NSW and Victoria for the 1998 and 2001
federal elections.

Table 3a compares the individual
booth resultsin Fowler in1998 and 2001
forthe Unity Party, theOne Nation Party,
the Australian Labor Party and the
Liberal-National Coalition parties. The
data show a marked drop in support for
Unity in each of the 32 booths.” Signi-
ficantly, some of the most obvious
declines in support occurred in booths
where Unity’s support in 1998 was the
greatest, for example in Cabramatta,
Canley Vale, Cabramatta High and
Lansvale. Table 3b indicates that these
booths were located in neighbourhoods
where the proportion of persons who
spoke either Chinese or Vietnamese in
the home ranged from 40 to 64 per cent.
Given the high profile of ‘race’ issuesat
therecent el ection, theseresultsrefute the
thesis that migrants represent a
substantial voter congituency thatcan be
readily mobilised around such issues.

This does not mean that Unity has no
electoral foundation. Since 1998, Unity
has had some success in state and local
politicswhere highlocal concentrations of
Indo-Chinese minorities and the politicd
dynamics of enclave life can be more
easily translated into electoral success.
Currently, Unity has eight councillors in
seven Sydney municipal councils and one
member of parliament in the New South
Wales upper house. All are of Chinese or
Vietnamese descent.

The broader view

During the late 1980s and early 1990s,
theincumbentfederal L abor Government
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Table2: Unity Party Senate votein the
1998 and 2001 federal elections

1998 2001 1998 2001
per cent per cent vote vote

New South
Wales 1.64 0.48 61,607 18,575
Victoria 0.72 0.32 20,603 9,229

Source: Australian Electoral Commission, 2001

had promoted an internationalist, Asia-
orientated perspective of Australian
national development which wasclosely
associated with the ascendancy of neo-
liberal economic doctrine and the
promotion of Australiaas an open multi-
cultural society. It had become clear by
the time of the 1996 federal election,
when Labor lost Government, that a sig-
nificant component of the traditional
Labor blue-collar constituency, particu-
larly in the outer suburban mortgage belt,
had become alienated by this vision.
Various opinion polls since the mid-
1990s have indicated a serious hiatus in
values and aspirations between sections
of the cosmopolitan, university- trained
intelligentsia and broad sections of
middle Australia, a division which has
subsequently been analysed in detail by
Katharine Betts.® Survey findingsindicate
agrowing blue-collar dissatisfaction with
the Labor Party’s minority-orientated,
multicultural characterisation of
Australian society promoted by the
party’s policy elites and broader sections
of the university-trained urban intelligen-
tsia. For instance, a 1995 Morgan poll
showed that a high proportion of
low-incomevoters had lost confidencein
Labor as a party that would look after its
needs and a significant proportion indi-
cated that they would vote Coalition in
protest.® The result of the 1998 Queens-
land state election also revealed deep
dissatisfacion amongst the ‘battler’
working class, Labor’'s ‘natural’
constituency.



The result of the Federal election in
November 2001 involved a widespread
drift in the primary vote against Labor.
The Greens Party appears to have been
the principal benefidary of disenchanted
L abor voters, particularly the university-
trained intelligentsia who reside in the
inner urban lifestyle areas of Melbourne
and Sydney. A number of other minor-
party and independent candidates also
gained from Labor’s reduced support.

However, thistendency islessmarked
in the traditional Labor seats which are
the focus of this aticle. These include
Reid, Fowler and Blaxland. In these
seats, the Greens did not do so well.
Table 4 below shows the extent of the
swing against Labor in firm Labor-held
seats in Sydney’ s South and South-West.

Notwithstanding, variations in the
election result between electorates, there
isageneral pattern within the electoraes
shown in Table 4 whereby Labor
received a reduced share of the primary
vote, the Liberal Party increased its share
and the share of some minor candidates
also increased. The Greens vote is
provided as an indication of this latter
tendency. An increase in the informal
vote was also widespread; perhaps this
too is an indication of voter dis-
illusionment. An important, underlying
trend in these elector atesisthat, although
anumber of minor partiesand candidates
gained aproportion of the primary voteat
Labor’s expense, onatwo-party preferred
basis the Liberal Party gains over Labor.
The two-party preferred result shows that
there was a proportion of Labor voters
who, while not casting their vote directly
for the Liberal Party, voted for a
non-L abor candidate, but structured their
preferencesin such away asto ultimately
benefit the Liberal Party. Table 4 putsthe
Fowler result in context and shows that
the outcome in Fowler is consistent with

the electoral tendencies of the broader
region of which it isapart.

In Fowler, therewasasmall decline in
the Labor primary vote, which was
accompanied by a small increase in pri-
mary vote for the Liberal Party. The
Greens gained a little more than two per
cent of the primary vote and there was a
significant upward swing in the informal
vote. Although Fowler remained an ex-
tremely safe Labor seat, with nearly 72
per cent of the vote on a two party pre-
ferred basis, there was nevertheless more
than four per cent swing to the Liberal
Party.

This means that the Liberal Party, the
party of populist ‘race’ politics,increased
its vote in the electorate with the highest
concentration of migrants in the nation,
while the Unity Party failed to maintain
its 1998 level of support, let alone mobi-
lise migrants. As noted earlier, Tables 3a
and b show that this outcome held true
even in polling booths located near the
highest concentrations of migrantsin and
around the Cabramatta enclave within
Fowler. From the standpoint of Money’s
thesis, such an outcome isinexplicable.

It isnot possible to ascertain the voter
composition of the drift to the Liberal
Party from the electoral data. The signifi-
cant level of support for One Nation in
1998 in neighbourhoods in Fowler with
relatively high proportions of Australian-
born persons indicates a degree of
dissatisfaction with Labor from this
constituency. In the2001 election, some
of the support that had previously goneto
One Nation may this time round have
been transferred to Liberal Party on a
two-party preferred basis. Significantly,
the data suggest that the decline in
support for Unity did not go to Labor.
Are there any grounds for believing, as
some commentators have suggested,’®
that some migrant voters may even have
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Table3a: Polling booth resultsfor the federal elect orate of Fowler 1998 and 2001 for

Unity Party, One Nation Party, Labor Party and Coalition, House of
Representatives, primary wvote

Palling Booth (ranked
on difference in Unity

Per cent of primary vae

Party vote 1998-2001) ALP Coalition One Nation Paty Unity Party
1998 2001 Differ-| 1998 2001 Differ-| 1998 2001 Differ-| 1998 2001  Ditfer-
ence ence ence enceg
Cabramatta 613 635 22 59 78 19 12 07 -05 200 102 -197
Lansvale 564 57.9 15 120 11.2 -08 78 37 -41 211 73 -138
Cabramatta Hich 644 592 -52 76 116 40 39 13 -26 223 96 -127
Canley Vae 641 589 -52 82 93 11 32 10 -22 222 100 -122
Cabramatta East 655 575 -80 100 98 -02 39 15 -24 186 7.8 -108
Harrington S 501 517 -7.4 174 164 -10 57 32 -28 147 43 -104
Bonnyrigg 716 620 -96 81 89 04 34 16 -1d 142 50 -9
Bonnyrigg Heights | 629 553 -7.6 203 183 -20 33 24 -0d 105 24  -81
St Johns Park 627 535 -92 167 172 08 50 14 -3¢ 129 50 -7
gﬂ%ngeégshtw 614 585 -29 142 136 -0 80 30 -50 136 59  -7.7
Cabramatta West 502 502 -9.0 156 136 -20 81 25 -56 139 65 -7.4
Bushy 661 533 -129 148 186 34 85 54 -31 77 13  -64
Canley Hich 6906 558 -139 113 167 54 55 36 -19 117 64  -53
H:/’gggg:’cmrd 677 566 -111 152 149 -03 7.8 38 -40 65 12  -53
Warwick Farm 651 603 -44 132 123 -09 119 47 72 76 23 53
BonnyriggHigh 660 566 -94 137 110 -27 56 21 -3f 122 73  -a9
Hinchinbrook * 587 515 -7 245 267 22 62 33 -29 67 20 -47
Mount Pritchard 538 436 -102 241 241 00 95 42 53 79 38  -a1
Heckengerg 673 57.6 -97 161 184 23 92 29 -63 45 10 -39
Liverool Wes/LUNea | 556 439 127 245 242 03 106 49 57 42 07 33
Ashcroft 6908 60.7 -9.1 140 137 -03 92 48 -44 45 12 33
Green Valley * 502 509 -83 252 261 09 57 25 -32 61 28 -33
‘F’Yj‘r‘;ﬁﬁgg’esm 621 496 -125 190 147 -43 58 26 -3 94 65 29
Liverpool South 712 586 -126 152 159 07 53 34 -19 43 14 -29
Marsden Rd 553 503 50 273 221 52 95 49 -4d 39 13  -24
Mount PritchardEast | 611 529 -82 184 172 -12 116 47 -69 54 31  -23
Endensor Park 582 465 -117 265 221 -44 59 23 -3¢ 58 38 -24
LansvaleEast 531 448 -83 264 300 36 117 54 -63 46 26 -24
Sadleir 682 595 -87 122 127 08 126 56 -7.0 40 24  -14
Miller 680 582 -94 131 126 -08 127 61 -66 33 23  -1d
Liverpool North 696 535 -16.1 189 155 -34 64 31 -33 25 16 -09
Cartwright 647 544 -103 157 174 17 105 55 -50 51 47  -04

* No longer i n Fowler in 2001 but retained for pur pose of com parabi lity.

Source: Australian Electoral Commission 2001
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Table 3b: Polling booth resultsfor the federal elect orate of Fowler 1998 and 2001 for
Unity Party, House of Representatives, two party preferreal vote and ethnic
characteridics of local population, 1996

Polling Booth (ranked| Differ-{  Both| Main language spoken at Two party preferred vote
gr;?;/f{/%rgizgég_Unlty erbcr?llt; pirfgtf home ALP Coalition Coalition
2001) Paty| ~ bom| English  Viet- Chinesd 1998 2001| 1998 2001| , o]
vote' namese
Cabramatta -19.7 2.2 55 291 349 904 830 9.6 17.0 7.4
Lansvale -13.8 17.8] 31.0 233 16.2] 79.6 757 204 24.3 3.9
Cabramatta Hich -12.7 8.6) 16.8 26.4 278 830 787 120 21.3 9.3
Canley Vae -12.2 11.3 209 24.0 2471 879 780 121 220 9.9
Cabramatta East -10.8 8.2 16.1 20.8 199 849 79.2] 151 20.8 5.7
Harrington S -104 15.1 26.4 20.6 12.6 76.2 711 238 28.9 5.1
Bonnyrigg -9.2 8.9 147 218 152 87.3 810 12.7 19.0 6.3
Bonnyrigg Heights -8.1] 113 230 119 9.8 75.6 705 24.4 295 5.1
St Johns Park -7.9 14.8] 24.8 13.8 11.0f 77.0 717 23.0 28.3 5.3
g;”%g{ig'geégshttg 77| 213 35 203 115 783 731 217 269 52
Cabramatta West -7.4 10.4 204 238 223 773 717 227 283 5.6
Bushy -6.4 33.8 514 4.3 43| 786 67.6] 214 324 11.0
Canley Hich -5.3 15.2 317 20.9 17.0] 84.7 76.0] 153 24.0 8.7
t:\‘g&g’ Cernra 53| 235 425 00 24 780 737 221 263 42
Warwick Farm -5.3 36.6 54.7 9.1 32 786 758 214 24.2 2.8
BonnyriggHigh -49( 181 342 13.0 105 80.3 77.2] 19.7 228 3.1
Hinchinbrook * -4.7 23.4 41.9 4.5 56| 68.6 635 314 36.5 5.1
Mount Pritchard -4.1 28.6 48.9 10.8 29 67.3 609 327 39.1 6.4
Heckengerg -35( 423 63.6 6.6 15 80.0 714 201 28.6 8.5
Liverpaol Hest/ 35| 300 510 30 24 e62 598 338 402 64
Ashcroft -3.3 39.0 57.9 6.8 3.0 805 759 195 24.1 4.6
Green Valley * -3.3 23.2) 42.6 43 34 688 63.0 312 37.0 5.8
‘F’Ylj"r‘;%'ﬁﬁ’ esRd 29| 154 314 64 93 752 699 248 301 53
Liverpool South -29 17.2 323 25 43 79.2 740 20.8 26.0 5.2
Marsden Rd -2.6 30.0 46.9 4.2 13| 63.7 655 36.3 345 -1.8
Mount Pritchard East -2.3 32.7 52.7 115 42 726 69.2 275 30.8 3.3
Endensor Park -2.0 17.1 34.1 7.5 6.1] 678 631 322 36.9 4.7
LansvaleEast -2.0 32.6 53.3 225 39 655 571 345 429 8.4
Sadleir -1.6 43.8 66.0 6.1 14 793 759 20.7 24.1 34
Miller -1.0 43.4] 64.6 5.6 10 786 736 214 26.4 5.0
Liverpaol North -0.9 10.9 23.0 16 48 760 725 240 27.5 3.5
Cartwright -0.4( 472 70.1 38 11} 768 69.1 232 30.9 7.7
* No longer i n Fowler in 2001 but retained for pur pose of comparabi lity.
2 See Table 3a.

Source; Australian Electoral Commission 2001 and 1996 Census (CDATA96)
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supported the Coalition’s tough line on
border protection? Data in Tables 3a and
3b show that thisis a possibility since in
booths with the highest non-English
speaking concentrations there is a swing
to the Liberalson a two-party preferred
basis.

The gulf between expectation and
outcome

How could advocates of the migrant
mobilisation thesis be so mistaken about
the electoral behaviour of migrantsinthe
Australian context? Perhaps an insight
into this question can be gained from an
examination of the historical circum-
stancesin which the view s of Unity Party
leaders were formed. A key to under-
standing the gulf between Unity Party
expectations and Australian electoral
reality isto recognisethat, althoughUnity

was ostensibly established to oppose
Pauline Hanson'’s One Nation party, its
agenda pre-dated the emergence of
Hanson. The basis of Unity’s platform
was developed by two of Unity’s found-
ing members, academics Mary Kalantzis
and Bill Cope, who began to develop
their ideas about cultural pluralism in the
favourable political environment of the
Hawke/Keating Labor Governments of
the late 1980s and early 1990s.

From the early 1980s, in an attempt to
break with the collectivist ethos that had
prevailed in Australia since federation,
PrimeMinister Bob Hawke energetically
pursued aform of patronage and pressure
group politics whereby the federal
Government nurtured close relationships
with a broad range of vested interest
groups. Reflecting policy developments
under the Fraser Government in the late

Table4: Votesand swingin Labor held electoratesin South and West Sy dney, House of
Representatives, 2001 feder al election, per cent

Australian Labor Party Liberal® Green Unity Bornin non-

Primary  TPP Primary Primary Primary TPP Primary Primary Primary Informal Sizgk“;hg
Electorate vote vote  swing vote  swing swing®  swing vote  swing swing countries
Sydney 44.33 65.04 -858 30.10 4.28 472 832 na -2.38 -0.08 191
Kingford Smith | 47.69 58.90 -3.70 3426 327 4.05 3.65 na -3.65 0.96 30.5
Grayndler 49.15 71.29 -556 2293 216 103 842 136 -3.14 1.45 349
Watson 56.15 67.31 -1.07 2812 173 031 200 476 -0.51 241 43.3
Lowe * 4477 53.81 864 419 872 089 242 227 -176 1.26 325
Barton 4799 56.02 -1.71 3773 276 377 135 184 -240 2.30 30.4
Banks 4425 5289 -0.34 3579 197 197 132 099 -212 2.89 191
Blaxland 5412 65.18 -641 2592 379 653 107 212 -1.35 4.13 37.0
Reid 57.12 66.87 -0.96 2248 118 530 1.28 477 -0.82 4.02 38.7
Fowler 61.48 71.96 -0.82 17.85 165 4.03 **2.13 526 -571 5.71 49.2
Werriwa 50.52 5851 -0.95 3336 429 411 081 213 -0.05 3.05 22.6
Prospect 56.08 63.55 -051 27.30 163 322 294 135 -145 1.95 36.7
Chifley 56.30 65.29 -3.38 2552 653 598 0.25 na -1.38 3.14 23.6
Greenway 42.67 53.11 -3.34 3694 568 6.44 0.77 na -1.40 1.36 23.1

Source: Australian Electoral Commission, 2001 federal election results

Notes TPP = Two Party Preferred; na= Unity did not stand a candidate in 2001
The TTP vote for the Libera Party is the difference between 100 per cent and the Labor Party TPP vote.

®  Thesize d TPP loss from the Labor Partyis equivalent to the Liberal Party TPP gain. For examplg in
the electarate of Sydney the TTP swing toLiberal is 4.72 and the TTP swing aganst Labur is-4.72.

*  Six candidateswho ran in Lowe in 1998 did na do so in 2001. Because their allective proportian of the
vote was previously substantial, bath Labor and Liberal candidaesin 2001 had a significant gain in their
primary vote.

* %

No Greens candidate in 1998
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1970s, this approach institutionalised
ethnic politics and cemented the
Government’s relationship with various
ethnic minority leaders who were able to
establish themselves as privileged
mediators between their constituencies
and Government — an approach that
closely reflected political practice in the
US.®2 As a result, by the late 1980s, a
structurd pluralismin policy formulation
was being officially promoted by
pro-immigration and multicultural
advocates close to Government, many of
whom saw their agenda as a necessary
means for reforming the perceived
isolationism and inherent xenophobia of
Australian mainstream culture.®

This political environment helped
shape the perspectives and expectations
of Kalantzis and Cope.They were closely
associated with Stephen Castles of the
University of Wollongong whose work
unambiguously posited immigration and
minority identity politics asthe basis for
challenging and undermining the
mainstream Australian identity and
culture For Castles and his co-authors,
advocacy of immigration and
multiculturalism represented a politicsof
liberation from the exclusiveness of
bounded national ideol ogiesand western
industrialism. By 1993, Kalantzis and
Cope were playing a key role in a
reformulation of multiculturalism which
explicitly aligned multicultural policy
with the promotion of economic
globalisationand market flexibility. This
perspective was essentially in line with
the Labor Government’s newly adopted
‘productive diversity’ policy which held

References

that a culturaly diverse work force
facilitated global economicincorporation
and competitiveness. Thisreformulation,
as with the authors’ earlier ideas of
multiculturalism, was based on the
perception that the inherited maingream
culture and identity was irredeemably
racist and tha migrants provided a
progressive corrective.’® As a result, the
potential of migrants as a political force
in achieving fundamental social reform
tended to beidealised.

Onregaining Government in 1996, the
Coalition took measures to restrict immi-
grationand shift the balance of the intake
towards skilled migrants rather than
family reunion. In addition, the agencies
that had been established under previous
Labor Governments for the promotion of
multiculturalism and which were impor-
tant vehicles for the advancement of
ethnic elites, such as the Office of Multi-
cultural Affairs, were virtually
abolished.’® For Kalantzis and Cope, this
was a deeply disturbing rupture from the
late 1980s and early 1990s, when it
appeared that society was undergoing an
unstoppable ‘ paradigm shift’ in economy
and culture and when every historical
inheritance ap peared to be up for grabs.

Against this background, the Unity
Party initiative appears to be a largely
rearguard action, an attempt to keep alive
a radical cultural ideal that was always
somewhat utopian. Unity leadershave not
been ableto cometo gripswith the desire
of mainstream Australians, including
many overseas-born Australians, to
maintain a coherent national identity.

* It might beargued that Catholicism, though an appeal to Australians of Irish Catholic descent, has been a
significantbasisof political mobilisation, over theissue of military conscription during the First World War
and during the Labor Party split in the 1950s concerningthelevel of communist influence within the trade
union movement. On closer scrutiny, however, such claims do not stand up in any simplesense. Even a
cursory examination of the anti-conscription campaign of Irish-born Catholi c archbishop Mannix during the
First World War showsthat he could not depend upon an appeal to Irish nationalism among Australian
Catholics, but appealed directly to adistinctively Australian democrati c sentiment. AustralianCatholics had
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been largely assimilated to a secular Australian natianal ideal and Mannix was astute enough to recognise
this. Similarly, the motives of the Cathdic establishment aside, the anti-communistrhetoricof the Catholic
Church during the 1950s was often couched in terms of athreat to democr atic decency.
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