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Australian writers have always felt themselves unccmfortably
impaled on the horns of a dilemma. It they write for a local
audience and about their cwn experience they restrict their
scope, but if they unasham=sdly =zeek to writa for the world they
risk losing their own roots. Martin Boyd’s novels express this
problem as his charactzrz mc/e betwaern England and Australia.
Henry Handel Richardson scl.z7 it by living in Engliand but
writing in detail atost Anslralis, Fatrick White dcez  the

opposites, staying at sme Rt writing for the wecrld, while

Christina Stzad lived crnd wioltz ssound the «wioo ld ot retained an
Austruylian perspectiva. Maas cf Lo wost recent generation cf
Austral i an wrritzrs  sezn Lz z3loes the prcblem by declaring
themsalvesz Prternatimrna! ER Y riting without any attempt to
relate Yo spescificall, Aasliolian eXxperizsnce. In Lhe other hand,

migrant writesrs aof this generstiogr have continued toc fee!l Lthe
necescsity of exploring ths conflict tCetweern their native
traditions and Australian reality. /This contrasts with the
attitudes of the Abcriginzl g-=2tsc z3##fTFered in Kesin Gilbert’'s
collection Inside BPlack Austrzlia ‘F-rguin Australia, Ringwood,
1988) . Thece poets write f5+ thzir nwn people, expressing their
anger snd defiance at their *fre2atnment by white Australisz. Their
verses are msde tc be used to give their resders confidence in

/namakfng*thein\gwa identity. :> LA; co A U
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( Yet this mes—bgew——tm Lz 2f Australian writers from the
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new colony by Its lazhk of cowmfort and gentility,

were definins themselves as 2z zohtinuing element in English
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society, but they were also zxtending the meaning cf English
society and makirg it a oniverzz2it ozhtazndasd of civilisatioon. in
challenging this assumptiaon, natianalict writers from Lawson to
Prichard not only made ¢ e inmadzs in which Australians could
recognise thamselves, bt alsc asserted the validity cf this
image as an intescgral per! of a1l human sxperience. The writers
who have sibsaguently challengzs ths partiality and exclusions of
these lmages By offazrin, thed Zwio nave by thele wriling iforced
us Yto 1 =cogniize differant ceatitizz of *he exper iencs of
coloniging Austialia Thozz ko NS 1neEist an their
internaticonal Tcontaut confront 7 with one result of this
colonisaticn, whiczh hzoz reploczd an lindigenous culiture with  a
constructsd naticr, and at thz =s2me time has joined this nation
insepar 2bly inta a globhal esczrnowy and culiure. The assevrvion of

local difference and identity
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1

*hat we live

o

b4

o5
1]

~ur individuslity only as we

(r

radiiion wWihich has Nnow been

i The i1dea of a tradition

.

T
5

tznding of any literature. It

ol fit

[
O

ite assumptions, and

tg tell

¥
3

tH

the truth as they see

ins as they choosze. By suggesting

it inhibitz freedom of

1J


http://-r.se

response.

—
Fad
il
-~
n
0

hal

1
G
1]
]
)

drisrstanding of the past, a
recoanition that 311 @wiifting is 8 response  to A& particular
situatioﬁj and that through it we can understand the struggles
which have brought our gresznt conscioushecss ihto being and
choose the arsas of meaning *hat we nesd to work for now.

In one sense, gll Ffuszlvalian writing is a part ot new world
literature, Lz litzrature 2f displaced peoples and cultures.
Aboi-iginal  writezrs rzprzszinl 2 people disgplaced in  their ouwn
land; migrant writers sdapt adapting Fhe forms and language of
their homelands to their antipcdes} the 1nternationalists
recolonhise the old warld, denying its exclusive ownership of any
cultyres  and +orcing it *tc admit tc the global reality of its own
history, .

Yet the new world literstures dz not themselves constitute a

harmonious whole. There are distinctions between the settler

literatures of Australia Mew Zzala

>

d and 3Scuth Africa, the
literatures of displaczd and subject paoples in the West Indies,

arnd *the litsratuvrese =of {rdigsncws peoples in Africsa, India and

the Pacific, Rithin Aust-aliar Yiteratare, there are caonflicts
cf power and  ownarzicipy, Lrtvizan hish  and popular cultures,
Eztwueor: male and feonale wrilery:, betwozsr, generations and between
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metaghor ani mstonyr, T~owzlizm and vzalismn. These conflicts

2t political. They represent
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finally ar
contznding claims for legitinasy, for ownership not just of the
right tc speak but of the right to live according to our own
choices. The traditianalists assert that literature provides
universal standards of values on which alone a safe and secure

society can be built. It provides readers with access ta a
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tradition which guarasniacez Ui The opposite view is
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that literature provides 2 framcucrk which controls and  directs

the soaualil, ancd LIS Sy E (o poasary and autonomy which
dztzrmine oSur gersorsl and cuomgaral lives, Every literary work

iz an atiempt ta fres Lusze desiles from scne constraints so that
the, can build n=2w orders  of individuality or commnunality.
Conzervative litarsturz asttewmpts to build orders which will
maintair ostablislted valies, podical writers try to tople old
JpRrEITIOAS snd incorps: atos new Jsaluess 1o theire structures, to
make new, Hut they 2r= alilte in ~onstituting struggles {for power.
Austrat'ian lit=raturs consztitiutes a stiruggle to find room in an
old contifent for =14 cultyeres 3nd tc enlarce these cultures to

accommodate the peoplc ot whoszr szt bLhoy wezre bBuiltb. !
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