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Women’s congress 
in Adelaide
MARGARET CAMERON and 
HELEN MACDONALD report on the 
6th International Interdisciplinary 
Congress on Women.
The 6th International Interdisciplinary Congress on Women, 
held in Adelaide between 21 and 26 April 1996, attracted a 
large field of activists and academics. Over 700 people made 
a commitment to present papers as participants, on panels 
and to perform. Participants came from Asia and the Pacific 
Rim, India, Africa, as well as from Russia, the Middle East, 
Europe and Scandinavia, and from all over Australia.

The conference organisers successfully co-ordinated the 
extensive program. Unfortunately, a large number of people 
made a last minute withdrawal. Nevertheless, the organisers 
competently managed the changes.

The invited speakers explored contemporary issues in 
law. Two speakers critically assessed the Hindmarsh Island 
Bridge Royal Commission. Mary Ann Bin-Salik likened it 
to a witch-hunt, and Marcia Langton examined ‘how Abo
riginal religiosity has become an administrate subject’. Tina 
Dolgopol spoke on her recent research on comfort women 
in a paper entitled ‘Pragmatism, International Law and 
Women’s Bodies’.

Other contributors gave papers in the areas of law, law
making, crime and punishment. The diverse range of papers 
followed the conference themes of cultural representation, 
global restructuring, health and sexuality, indigenous peo
ples, women’s studies and making feminist politics. The 
topics ranged from Maricel Sulas Torres’ study of sexual 
harassment in a Costa Rican work place, and RuthAnn 
Parvin’s analysis of ‘Interpersonal Dispute Resolution : A 
Feminist Analysis of Mediation as practiced in the United 
States’, which made reference to the particular needs of 
lesbians, to Kevan Nousiainen’s theoretical paper entitled 
‘Violence/Ego Construction’, and Fola Odebumi’s analysis 
of the relationship between poverty and violence in Nigeria. 
The conference offered opportunities to reinvigorate enthu
siasm, regenerate ideas and develop networks.

The conference drew together participants from many 
disciplines, but another difference probably concerned the 
presenters. Activists and academics came together, and this 
required consideration of what level to pitch the presenta
tion. This seemed to particularly concern presenters of theo
retical papers. The difficulties may leave one wanting either 
more theory or more empirical data, but plenty of opportu
nities existed to explore points raised, to take discussion to 
a deeper level, and to exchange papers.

This leads to another important observation. The confer
ence offered fantastic food, which helped facilitate the busi
ness that goes on outside the lecture theatres. The caterers 
supplied paper bag lunches, containing healthy food that 
appealed to all tastes, which could be enjoyed in a formal 
meeting or as a picnic on the banks of the River Torrens. At 
the breaks good coffee and inviting cakes encouraged people 
to mingle and exchange ideas. The organisers excelled in 
their thoughtful preparation of this essential ingredient of 
any successful conference.

The 6th International Interdisciplinary Congress on 
Women was successful in organisation and the stimulation 
of ideas. If the Adelaide conference is an indication it would 
be worth people interested in women and law to consider 
attending the 7th International Interdisciplinary Congress on 
Women to be held from 20 to 26 June 1999, in Tromso 
Norway. Watch for the conference’s Internet home page, 
currently under construction. Professor Gerd Bjorhovde, the 
convenor, may be contacted at the English Department, 
School of Language and Literature, University of Tromso, 
N-9037 Tromso, Fax + 47 776 45625, and Email: 
gerdb@isl.uit.no
Margaret Cameron teaches legal studies and Helen Macdonald 
teaches philosophy at Flinders University of South Australia.

COMPENSATION

Gun money
GRAEME ORR argues that 
compensating gun owners may be a 
futile undertaking.
Background to the bans
At the centre of much of the recent concern and outrage over 
the proliferation of unnecessary arms in Australia, has been 
the quickly put together Federal/State agreement over the 
uniform national regulation of guns. A centrepiece of this 
package is an ambitious buy-back scheme covering semi
automatic and self-loading rifles and shotguns, which will 
now be contraband to most citizens.1 Whilst State govern
ments — which have the power to impose and implement 
such bans — are not under any constitutional obligation to 
provide just compensation for forced acquisitions of prop
erty, nor to offer a ‘fair’ market price for any voluntary 
buy-back program, the Federal Government under some 
pressure from State Ministers, has proposed a special, tax
payer funded scheme2 to finance the buy-back and compen
sate gun owners, who surrender their now highly restricted 
semi-automatic, self-loading, pump-action and military style 
weapons, during an amnesty lasting until September 1997, 
with market-related prices. The Federal Government has 
issued a price list which values most weapons, depending on 
age and type, between $60 and $7500, with an option for
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