From:
Don Watts [dwatts@nd.edu.au]

Sent:
Wednesday, 18 October 2000 4:23 PM

To:
eet.sen@aph.gov.au

Subject:
Another inquiry!

Dear Senate Inquiry into Higher Education.

I have been involved in Higher Education for fifty years since I entered

the University of Western Australia in 1951 at the age of sixteen. I made

my first serious submission on policy to a Western Australian Government

inquiry in the middle '60's. The inquiry, remarkably, backed my ideas but

the suggested initiatives were ignored by the government of the day.

I have responded through my institutional affiliation or as an individual

to more inquiries than I care to quantitate in what remains a busy life.

Most of these inquiries, like the current one by the Senate, provide terms

of reference that pre-empt the findings. They are set to provide an

opportunity for a group, seen to be disempowered recently, to balance the

ledger. Senator Stott Despoja's motives are clear.

Nothing will be said to this inquiry that has not been said to previous

inquiries. Indeed in the short time available, the Inquiry is certain to

receive from the NTEU, the AVCC and all the other interested groups and

institutions a set of "cut and paste jobs" most of which, because of the

wonders of modern communications, are already in the public domain. All the

likely recommendations have already been presented. All the information of

relevance is available. We are told that this is not a political exercise.

While we have a tertiary education system dominated by political agendas

and overpowering bureaucracies, everything is political.

The terms of reference of this inquiry demand introverted expressions of

self-interest from those whose positions are well known. The real problem

is that the ageing system is beyond repair. It is an anachronism that has

deserted the important matters such as independent governance and equality

of opportunity.

Where is the reference that looks forward to a contemporary higher

education system where the institutions are free to respond their students

as customers instead of suffering from political and bureaucratic dogma and

control unrelated to educational outcomes? Where are the opportunities for

inventive thoughts that squarely face the problems of privilege and

inequality?

I guess I will have to do the only sensible thing and make another

non-conforming submission. In this way, I will not be limited to the terms

of reference that demand replies of the type - "How I would spend more

public money in a system that has lost its vision and is deprived of its

freedoms."

(cc highered.theoz.com.au)

