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/ABORIGINE\
POLICY
QUESTIONED

The present policy of aboriginal
assimilation, aceepted by all Australian

governments, was questioned by some-
aboriginal, anthropological and mission-

ary opinion, Dr. L

A. H. Turner told |

ANZAAS delcgates yesterday.

Dr. Turner, who is lecturer
in history at the University
of Adelaide, was addressing
the history section of ANZ-
AAS onthe Framework for
a History of White-Aboriginal
Relations. :

He said the object of the
policy, which was adopted in
1939, was to -I:Elu:p all abor-
igines for I citizenship

Aborigines were expected
to attain eventually the same
manner of living as other
Australians and to live ns

and
the same beliefs, hopes
loyalties as other Australians.

Separate

Socialogical and demo-
graphic studies. however, sug-
gested that aborigines were
not at present assimilating in-
to general  community,
and desired some sc te
community existence of their
OWn.

Anthropologists and other
informed critics of present
policies sugpested that these
policies involved over much

ternalism, and that abor-
igines shonld be encouraged
to form self-acting commun-
itics of their own, which
would achieve some visible
Eumit':ﬂ integration  with

general community.

“Some aboriginal spokes-
men indicate resentment at
what secems to be the threat-
encd extinction of the cul-
tural and social identiy of
their  people,” Dr. Turner
said.

He said a similar concern
was expressed recently by
the INational Missionary
Council in a stalement de-
claring, "The assimilation of
aborigines into the life of the
community must be subject
to their consent,

Enlightenment
“The inciple must be
ni that the existence
of distintively Aboriginal
groups, al the wish the
aborigines themselves, need
not be detrimeéntal to national
well being.”

Reviewing the changing
policy of white men (owards
the ahorigines since the
“Buropean invasion™ of Aus-
tralia, Dr. Tumer sald it had
passed through four phases,
While men came o Aps

[ the ah-nriﬁin:

trulia with two contradictdry
“enlightcnment”™ assumplions|
concerning the aborigines: A
“happy savage' view of abor-
iginal life, and a belief that
would gquickly
realise 1 superiority  of|
Eropean culture and “attach™|
him=elf Lo it.

H of attachment soon
f red on the realily of a
white-aboriginal conflict on
the edges of scitlement, and
a policy ol pacification was
instituted. :

Christian and humanitar-
jan pressure sought lo check
this by civi the abor-

up sgainst aborigi in-
transigence and white opposi-
lion.
It was not until the abor-
:-f“‘ population had de-
ined to the point where it
was no lonper a serious threat
to white settlement that seri-
ous policies of protection
were instituted.

These generally took the
line of segregation of the re-
maining  aborigines, in the
ﬁpﬁﬂﬂdlj:n that lgccy would
soon oul, prepgation
was replaced by a policy of
assimilation in 1939,

“Today, assimilation at
least has the merit of con-
forming more closely to the
reality of a largely de-
tribalised aborigimal rem-
nant,” Dr. Turner said
“Whether this is: reality for

aboriginal ns as for
white Auvstralians réemains to
be established.” s
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