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Professor Marcia Langton AM

Chair of Indigenous Studies, University of Melbourne

A new year: A new commitment to justice to the most vulnerable

First, may I acknowledge the traditional owners of this country and Victoria, the

Wirundjeri people and the Kulin nations. I acknowledge the elders, the ancestors and the

people of the land. As a Yiman- Bidjara, it is an honour and a privilege to live here in

your land. I thank the ICJ members. I acknowledge all of the members of the Parliament,

the Judiciary, the Governor Professor de Kretser and distinguished people.

Almost twenty years ago, in May 1991, the final National Report of the Royal

Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody [3] (the “Royal Commission”) was tabled 

in Federal Parliament. The National Report consisted of 5 volumes, and these relied not

only on the 99 individual case reports but also on four regional reports of the Royal

Commission, and the underlying issues reports. The Commissioners had been hearing the

evidence of these 99 cases during the previous four years and also making more general

investigations and commissioning research. Their great contribution was to publish a

body of criminological data on Aboriginal arrest and imprisonment that was a first in

Australian society. Their analysis, too, was groundbreaking. The Commissioners made



339 recommendations focussing reform of the criminal justice system and reducing the

level of over-representation of Indigenous people within the system through institutional

reform. Recommendation 188 proposed that Governments negotiate with Aboriginal

organisations and communities in applying the principle of self-determination to the

design and implementation of programs and policies.

Here in Victoria, this resulted in the The Victorian Aboriginal Justice Agreement, the

Regional Aboriginal Justice Advisory Committees (RAJAC)1 and the Koori Courts.

The Aboriginal Justice Agreement involves collaboration and partnership between the

Victorian Government and Koori community representatives regarding justice outcomes.

The aim of the AJA has two components:

1. to 'minimise Koori over-representation in the criminal justice system by improving

accessibility, utilisation and efficacy of justice-related programs and services in

partnership with the Koori community; and’

2. to 'have a Koori community … that has the same access to human, civil and legal 

rights, living free from racism and discrimination and experiencing the same justice

outcomes through the elimination of inequalities in the justice system' (AJA 19).

There could be no one here who could disagree with these goals. Sadly, though, despite

the best efforts of all concerned, these goals have not been comprehensively achieved,

and there remains much to be done. Who amongst us has not asked, “What can I do to 

improve this situation?” I am disturbed by the denial of justice to and abuse of human 

rights of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander women and children.

During this last year, it has been brought to our attention that indigenous women who are

victims of domestic violence are failing to receive justice, and, further, their human right

to be treated equally before the law breached. The perpetrators are being treated as the

victims and their breaches of law treated as minor offences, capable of being dealt with as

matters for mere counselling, and other non-custodial measures by Koori Courts. This is

a disturbing trend in the tradition of legal and policy ‘exceptionalism’ that, in the last

1 See URL: http://www.vals.org.au/faqs/rajac.htm



forty or so years, since the Referendum in 1967, has perverted so many of our efforts to

find an honourable place in the nation for indigenous people. ‘Exceptionalism’ is the 

practice of treating indigenous people, not as ‘different but equal’, but ‘different and 

different’ to the extent that equality, parity, fairness and logic are subjugated to the 

principles of, for instance, political correctness, or commitment to fashionable ideas that

have no basis in fact.

Prisoners, women and children who are indigenous are especially vulnerable in the legal

system and adjunct systems of detention and correction.

It is particularly distressing to recall the statistics for Aboriginal youth in detention and

under supervision. Recommendation 62 of the Royal Commission proposed that

Governments negotiate with Aboriginal communities and organisations to find acceptable

solutions to reduce the rate of separation of Indigenous young people from the families

and communities.

The context of this recommendation, twenty years on, is much worse than in 1991. A

Picture of Australia’s Children 2009is a comprehensive report on the status of children,

providing the most comprehensive and reliable data yet available on this population and

the subpopulations, using 16 indicators. One of its startling findings is that:

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander children are over-represented in the child

protection system. Indigenous 0–12 year olds were the subject of a substantiation of a

notification received in 2007–08 at 8 times the rate of other children, and were also on

care and protection orders at 8 times the rate of other children.2

In its most recent report on juvenile justice, the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare

provides details of indigenous children and youth under supervision orders and in

detention.

Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander young people were over-represented in the

younger age groups (Figure 3.2). Of the average daily population aged 10–13 years,

63% were Indigenous.

2 Australian Government. Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, 2009. A Picture of Australia’s 
Children, Canberra: Australian Institute of Health and Welfare; see especially, Chapter 34 Child abuse and
neglect, p. 111.



The Institute also reports that:

Nationally, the proportion of young people under supervision who were Aboriginal

or Torres Strait Islander is highest in the younger age groups (Figure 3.3).

The Indigenous rate in Victoria was around 15 young people per 1,000 in Victoria.

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander young people were 16 times as likely to be under

supervision on an average day as non-Indigenous young people and 14 times as likely to

be under supervision during the year. Indigenous young people were more likely to be

under supervision for longer than non-Indigenous young people.

The involvement of the Koori community in the development of justice strategies in this

state sets a relatively higher standard of human rights compliance than in some other

jurisdictions. The people of Victoria can be grateful that there are improvements in the

rates of deaths in custody in this state. The National Deaths in Custody Program (NDICP)

is responsible for monitoring the extent and nature of deaths in police, prison and juvenile

custody. Since 1980, there have been a total of 1,879 deaths in custody in Australia.

From 1997 onwards, there was a decline in the number of deaths in custody. These trends

reflect the statistically significant changes over time in prison custody deaths. However,

no statistically significant changes occurred in police custody and custody-related

operations deaths during this period. Juvenile deaths have remained at zero, one or two

per year since data collection began in 1980.

However, we should not congratulate ourselves too soon. 65% of the Aboriginal

population in Victoria is less than 25 years old. 45% of the population is less than 18

years old. Of the remaining 35%, comprising the adult population, a substantial

proportion are not fully capable of enjoying their rights by reason of severe poverty, lack

of education, sickness including mental illness, or drug or alcohol abuse. The remaining

portion of the adult population has a great burden to carry.

One in four Aboriginal children in Victoria is in care by persons other than their parents.

Many other children are often in at risk situations, by reason of inadequate care and

inadequate schooling. A significant number of Aboriginal children are not attending

school on a regular basis, for a variety of reasons. In some cases parents simply do not



make the effort to feed them and get them to school. In other cases, the school system

itself is not available to them. There appear to be schools in Victoria which enrol

Aboriginal children for the start of the school year, and then encourage them to leave

after their funding has been obtained.

What is missing from the present picture is accountability of on the part of Aboriginal

parents for the welfare of their children, and on the part of service providers.

Victoria is fortunate in having a Human Rights Charter. The Victorian Government has a

legal obligation to comply with the Human Rights Charter. Importantly, the principle of

subsidiarity is well understood by the Victorian Human Rights and Equal Opportunity

Commission. The principle of subsidiarity, an underlying philosophy of political and

administrative organization applicable in a broad range of areas, requires that power over

and management of problems should lie as close as possible to the problem source.

People need to be engaged in determining the solutions and in having a role in those

solutions.

It is clear that the Aboriginal Justice Strategy and various mechanisms that work under its

guidelines have played a role in the relative success of Victoria in avoiding the excessive

detention of youth that we find in other jurisdictions. The highest rate ratio was in

Western Australia, where Indigenous young people were 33 times as likely to be under

supervision on an average day as non-Indigenous young people.

The Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission has explained the

meaning of human rights by clarifying some fundamental differences between needs

based and rights based approaches to program delivery:

 “Human rights go beyond the notion of physical needs and include a more holistic

perspective of human beings in terms of their civil, political, social, economic,

and cultural roles

 Rights always trigger obligations and responsibilities. Rights cannot be addressed

without raising the question of who has obligations in relation to these rights. This



automatically raises questions about the actions and accountability of duty-

bearers.

 People are often expected to be grateful when their needs are met; this is not the

case when peoples’ rights are met. This reminds us not to campaign for “the 

needy”, but rather to support marginalised people as equal human beings in their 

efforts to claim their rights and address the poverty, suffering and injustice in their

lives.”3

It is important that we understand the importance of the dual role of rights and

obligations. With rights go responsibilities, and all those in a position of duty of care,

whether officers of the Court, police, correctional services officers, youth detention

centre officers, or parents or other carers and teachers, should be required to meet a

standard of accountability. I look forward in 2011 to innovation and reform in the manner

in which we deal with the most vulnerable in our society. Aboriginal women and children

in Victoria should be a high priority in our work, our thinking and in the way that we

make the ideas of justice and human rights work in our society. I hope that you find peace

and happiness in 2011.

Thank you.

3 Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission from Principle to Practice; Implementing
the Human Rights based approach in Community Organisations, Page 23.
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Jack Davies

Year 12 Legal Studies Student, Melbourne Grammar

Good morning and welcome to the opening of the legal year 2011. My name is Jack

Davies and I am a year 12 student at Melbourne Grammar School currently studying

legal studies.

As a young person, my view is that the law should embody the values of the community

to ensure that the punishment for a crime is just and that the law reflects the values on

which the community is based. An example of this is the reforms to police powers

regarding weapons and driving under the influence. The community has recognised these

issues as problems in society and the law reflects that by adjusting its perspective to

embody the values of society. This helps society function more smoothly in that the focus

of the law is being directed to where it is needed most, whether that be hoon driving or

violence in the CBD or driving under the influence and so on. A consequence of not

observing the view of the community could be that the law focuses on problems within

the community, such as robbery and theft, when the real problem is gang violence

throughout Melbourne. Subsequently the efforts of the legal system are being hampered

by the fact that community views are not being observed and the actions of the law are

being allocated to the wrong problem.



But as much as the law must observe the community’s views and values, the community 

must respect the law and legal procedures to allow the law to function smoothly as well.

An example of this is in Australian society today, the public often sees criminals as

essentially bad people, people who are born with the genes or the upbringing that means

that they are destined to end up in jail. It is useless to allow the categorisation of people

into groups of good and evil, the community must rise above base passion and allow the

law to look at the facts presented and from these facts derive action to take that is

necessary for the protection of society, and possible reintegration of people into that

society. The community needs to be educated that regardless of how abhorrent the crime,

every individual charged deserves a fair hearing.

Also, in my view the public do not understand the role of defence counsel. To quote

David Drake “it’s not for me to play judge and jury, but simply to act as a defence 

counsel and put my client’s case.” Perhaps the community needs to be more educated 

about the taxi rank principle in order to understand the position of counsel.

The law is not an institution intended to point the finger of moral rage as the society who

directs that finger assumes it to be. It is a construction designed to allow for the

protection of rights, the rehabilitation of criminals and the reintegration of human beings

into a society in which they can live.
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Wei Ming Sun

Year 12 Legal Studies student, Melbourne Grammar

Ladies and Gentlemen, my name is Sunny Sun, and I am a Year 12 student currently at

Melbourne Grammar School. It is a great privilege to be speaking to all of you today with

my fellow student Jack Davies and also with Ms. Tarrant-Kuang and Ms. Li on such an

important day in the legal calendar.

As a student, the law, to me, is still a relatively abstract concept. Before I started Legal

Studies at Grammar last year, the law seemed to almost be an entity that controlled

society and made everything alright. Though I have, by now, seen it in action (courtesy of

my time this year as a Legal Studies student and also through my work experience with a

barrister), the simple fact that I did not regularly interact with the legal system means that

there is still a sense of detachment. Naturally, through the course of last year my

knowledge of the legal system had increased, but I find that this detachment leaves me

unable to sympathise, sometimes, with such issues as harshness and duration of

punishments handed down by judges, why defence lawyers do what they do, etc etc.

However, if there was one thing that Legal Studies taught me that I will never forget, it is

that a better knowledge of the legal system fosters a better understanding of the deeper

issues behind what most people see in the media every day. Looking back on the start of



last year, I can easily see that the knowledge I now have of the legal system has increased

exponentially. However, along with this knowledge comes an acknowledgement of, not

necessarily the “flaws” of the legal system, but more of the slight shortcomings.

In order to serve the community effectively and efficiently, I believe one of the main

steps is taking greater measures to educate the community about what the legal system

really does, and not just let the public create false images through such shows as Law &

Order and the like. Naturally, the very judges and the courts that are meant to embody the

common citizen’s values must take this step. Many people may view the courts as a place

where lawyers have some kind of epic battle, throwing evidence at each other, and then a

cat-and-mouse chase with the witness on the stand through their testimony, exposing

flaws left and right and eventually solving the case. Having been in a whole range of

courts myself from the County Court to the Court of Appeal, I now know that almost all

of the time that is most certainly not the norm. A greater education of the community

could help prevent this from being the general opinion of the courts, by opening the

public's eyes to what the courts really do.

Also, I think there is, at the same time, a much greater public presence needed throughout

the court system. The courts should be endeavoring to involve the general public more

with their day today proceedings instead of just appearing in the public’s eye because of 

the media reporting about what they perceive as a soft sentence. The courts need to

advertise the fact that they are open to the general public (unless the court session is

closed) and that anyone may enter and view the proceedings, and there should be a much

greater level of interaction between the judicial system and the general public.

Communication is key; there is no type of relationship that can exist if there is not good

communication between parties. Through communication and interaction, the public will

be afforded a much more detailed understanding of how the court system works, what it

is there for, and when to access it.



And, in the end, let’s face it: you don’t want every second person on the street to think

that all judges are as bad-tempered as Judge Judy.

Thank you ladies and gentlemen!
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Mr Andrew Pitney

Solicitor, Corrs Chambers Westgarth

Welcome to the Community Opening of the Legal Year. Corrs Chambers Westgarth is

proud to be a sponsor of this important event.

Access to justice

Every person has a common law right to legal representation. As a profession, our duty is

to promote and serve the legal system with the highest of integrity. This duty, which we

pledge to uphold when we are admitted to practice, gives rise to obligations to the court,

obligations to our clients, and to the profession. An important feature of our profession is

our obligation to facilitate access to justice to members of the community.

This obligation is met by commercial law firms through the pro bono legal assistance

provided to:

 low income or disadvantaged individuals who don’t qualify for legal aid;

 to the not‐for‐profit organisations which work on behalf of low‐income or

disadvantaged members of the community; and

 the law reform or policy work on issues affecting low‐income or disadvantaged

individuals.



This work provides an important safety net for the many Victorians who are unable to

afford legal advice, and who are ineligible for the limited sources of publicly funded legal

assistance.

Demonstration of commitment

Victorian lawyers take their obligation to facilitate access to justice very seriously. In

fact, Victoria’s legal profession leads the wayamongst Australian lawyers in the

provision of these services. To mention only part of this commitment, in 2008 Victorian

law firms on the Victorian Government Panel provided over $14 million of pro bono

work4.

And its pleasing to see that this commitment to pro bono legal work is part of a national

trend.  A survey of 29 of Australia’s leading law firms last year indicated that those firms 

provided over 300,000 hours of pro bono work during the year, which is the equivalent of

180 lawyers doing pro bono work full‐time.

Examples of schemes

The strength of Victoria’s pro bono practice is also demonstrated by the work of  many 

lawyers in schemes such as:

 the Homeless Person’s Legal Clinic;

 the Seniors’ Rights Legal Clinic;

 the not-for-profit legal service of PILCH Connect; and

 Barristers also provide substantial pro bono assistance through the Victorian Bar

Legal Assistance Scheme.

These, and other pro bono referral services, are inspiring examples of the community and

commercial sectors joining forces to provide pro bono services and to address areas of

unmet need. In ten years of operation, pro bono lawyers working with the Homeless

4 Government Legal Services Annual Report 2008-2009.



Persons’ Legal Clinic have assisted over 5,000 people who are homeless, or at risk of 

homelessness.

Bushfire and flood responses

Perhaps one of the best examples of the strength of Victoria’s pro bono culture is the 

response of the Victorian legal profession to the Victorian bushfire disaster. The

formation of Bushfire Legal Help, within two days of Black Saturday, was a unique

collaboration of the Victorian legal profession’s peak bodies. In the months following the 

fires, Bushfire Legal Help responded to over 2,000 enquiries, and provided ongoing legal

assistance to more than 800 Victorians affected by the bushfires.5 It was in these

circumstances that the legal profession’s extraordinary commitment to pro bono shone 

brightest, with an overwhelming number of lawyers volunteering their time to attend

relief centres, and provide advice on insurance claims, locating essential documents,

wills, property law and the like.  It’s heartening to see that a similar response has 

occurred following the Queensland floods and now the Victorian floods.

Other benefits of pro bono

But beyond hours and dollars, the real value of pro bono is immeasurable and the benefits

far reaching. As the Hon. Chief Justice Marilyn Warren aptly said in 2008:

Without a willingness to provide legal representation on a pro bono basis, our legal

system would fray....Without doubt, the pro bono services given by law firms, individual

lawyers and barristers provide the oil to keep the justice system on track.6

Pro bono work is not just about providing legal advice and representation to individuals;

it is about providing people with a voice and empowering them to be agents of change in

their lives. Providing access to justice is about helping ordinary people realise their legal

rights and entitlements, and to understand their obligations when their lives intersect with

5 Bushfire legal help final report:
http://www.bushfirelegalhelp.org.au/cb_pages/images/BLH_project_report_final.pdf
6 Justice Marilyn Warren, The Chief Justice's Remarks at the VLF Pro Bono Awards 2008.
http://www.supremecourt.vic.gov.au/wps/wcm/connect/justlib/Supreme+Court/resources/5/3/534ebd80405
6e2f5ae94bee505682c73/Remarks+at+the+VLF+Pro+Bono+Awards+2008.pdf



the law.  It’s also about helping people to make links in the community and providing

them with appropriate support to move forward with their lives.

For Corrs, and all other commercial law firms who carry out pro bono work, it provides

an opportunity for lawyers to “walk a mile in the shoes” of the marginalised or

disadvantaged. It provides the environment for lawyers to deal with clients of a different

nature to the typical commercial firm client.

Hope for continued enthusiasm

I hope that over this new legal year, which formally commences today, we will see

continued growth of the profession’s enthusiasm for ensuring access to justice to all 

members of the community.
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Hon Justice Chris Maxwell

President, Court of Appeal, Supreme Court of Victoria

On 11 September 2011, the world will mark the tenth anniversary of the terrorist attacks

in New York and Washington, known universally as “9/11”.  We will all have cause to 

reflect again on the terrible loss of innocent life and, more generally, on how profoundly

those events have changed the world and continue to affect the way we live.

But September 11, 2011, will also mark another important tenth anniversary. On that day

in 2001, an Australian Federal Court Judge declared that the Australian Government had

broken the law. And the following day, he turned up for work.

The decision was highly controversial.  It was the Government’s treatment of a widely 

unpopular group of people which the Court declared unlawful. I am referring, of course,

to the Tampa case, and to the decision of Justice North. His Honour held that the

asylum-seekers had been unlawfully detained by the Australian Government on board the

Tampa, and ordered that they be brought to the mainland.

The fact that a Judge can, in the middle of a politically-charged controversy, declare

Government action unlawful, and suffer no reprisals, is a defining characteristic of

judicial independence. It was an inspirational moment. I was so inspired that I contacted

my children’s primary school and offered to talk to Grade 6 about the separation of



powers. (The offer was accepted but I do not think Grade 6 ever quite understood what I

was so excited about!)

Gathered here under the auspices of the International Commission of Jurists, it is

appropriate that we affirm, once again, the vital importance of judicial independence, and

re-commit ourselves to preserving it where it exists and to securing it where it does not.

We need not look far outside our own borders to find gross transgressions of judicial

independence. There could be no more stark example than the imprisoning in 2009 of a

Venezuelan Judge for her decision to release on bail a defendant who had been in prison

without trial for almost three years.

The day after the release, the Venezuelan President, Huge Chavez, appeared on television

and said that the Judge was a “bandit” who had taken a bribe.  He said:

“This Judge should get the maximum penalty … thirty years in 

prison!  That Judge has to pay for what she has done.”

According to the Guardian Weekly of 21 January 2011, the President told the head of the

Supreme Court that the case should be treated with “firmness”.  The Judge was charged 

with corruption and abuse of power. Subsequently, prosecutors said that they had found

no evidence of illicit payments but accused the Judge of “spiritual corruption”.  No trial 

date has been set.

The Judge has now been in prison for more than a year. She is unwell and she is at risk.

And she has no defenders. Her plight has terrified others in the judiciary, but none have

dared speak out, according to Justice Blanca Rose Marmot, a veteran Supreme Court

Judge, who said:

“Before there was a lot of fear on the bench but now there’s panic.  

In 35 years in the judicial system I’ve never seen judicial power so

submissive.”

That case was reported in the mainstream media but, for the most part, we are ignorant of

what is happening elsewhere. You may not know –I certainly did not –that the ICJ in



1978 established its own Centre for the Independence of the Judiciary and Lawyers. The

Centre’s website makes for salutary reading.  It contains, in the form of ICJ press releases 

and letters of protest, a sorry catalogue of attacks on judicial officers and lawyers. I

commend it to everyone here.

One more example will suffice. In Spain in 2008, an examining Magistrate began an

investigation into crimes against humanity committed during and after the Spanish Civil

War. An estimated 114,000 people disappeared during the 1936-39 war and the early

years of the Franco dictatorship.  The investigation was opened at the request of victims’ 

family members.

The Magistrate has now been indicted before the Supreme Court on the criminal offence

of “prevarication”, which I understand to mean “knowingly overreaching his

jurisdiction”.  The allegation is that the Magistrate ignored a 1977 Spanish amnesty law 

preventing the prosecution of perpetrators of crimes during the dictatorship.

But, as the ICJ pointed out in calling for the charges to be dismissed, under international

law no amnesty law can hinder the investigation and prosecution of crimes against

humanity. At worst, the Magistrate has made an error of law. He has committed no

crime.

Inevitably, as these examples illustrate, judicial independence is most sorely tested–and

serves its most vital function–when the powerless challenge the powerful; when what is

at stake is an unpopular or unorthodox cause, something which embarrasses government

or makes vested interests uncomfortable.

Many of you in this room are from the community legal sector. Every day you provide

advice and support to people who have difficult fights on their hands, who are opposed to

forces far greater than they, and who need to have full confidence that their cases will be

decided, in the words of the oath of office, “without fear or favour, affection or ill will”.

Let us, at the beginning of this legal year, resolve to redouble our efforts, at home and

abroad, to vindicate judicial independence as the foundation of the rule of law.
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Sarah Tarrant Kuang & Crystal Li

Year 12 Legal Studies Students, University High School

Since its inception, the opening of the legal year has granted a chance for valuable

reflection of the legal system’s many strengths and flaws by those most closely

acquainted with its inner workings. In addition to the prestige of the Honoured Guest list,

the conference attracts and grants us the opportunity to hear the thoughts of those with

vast expertise within their own fields, on various elements of Victoria’s system.

In congruency with this and the audience here present, the conclusion drawn by Chief

Justice Marilyn Warren in her 2008 address that ‘the law is about much more than its 

lawyers, magistrates and tribunals’ could not be more fitting. To elaborate, the notion of

justice as moral correctness, be it defined by ethics, law or religion, depends on the

values and constructs of a society as a whole. The nature of this relationship between a

law and the society it serves is such that it is the latter that retains its integrity over the

former.

However, this reality differs greatly from the more commonly held perception that the

legal system exists as a superficial entity, functioning above and by means of imposition

over society. The nature of law as from the people to the people is somewhat lost amidst

the image of the legal system in its formality, rigidity and perceived inclemency. Be it the

vilification of police powers, or the politics of policy and law making, the image of many

facets of the legal system, Victorian or otherwise, is often one of intimidation and

imposition in the eyes of the public. It is in these misconceptions that some of the utmost

redeeming features of our legal system are lost. The fact that the system idyllically serves



rather than lords over the community is central to this, in that it seeks to represent a

manifestation of societal values.

The introduction of the subject Legal Studies in 2002 has served to involve and

encourage the active participation, by means of the expansion of knowledge, of a

demographic of adolescent Victorians in the legal system. This inclusion of the younger

generation is epitomised by the very presence of ourselves, and our fellow students here

today. Without the push for raised awareness in said demographic, in itself an avenue by

which access is breaking down ill perceptions, such a phenomena would not be possible.

A further achievement of the 2002 introduction is the potential it stands to fulfil; the

positioning of the younger generation as the foundation from which an increasingly law

conscious society will bloom. Hence context describes this law consciousness as the

ability to understand and better the functioning and intricacies of the legal system of the

day. In addition to this is the broadening of a comparative knowledge of the Australian

and Victorian systems as they stand against international legal infrastructures. The effect

of this being an increase in the potential of the younger demographic to initiate change;

not only in a heightening of awareness of one’s legal rights and responsibilities, but also 

in the ways in which the legal system seeks to maintain social cohesion. For want of a

better word, globalisation stands to significantly broaden the insights of the upcoming

generation towards legal consistency and reform.

On the topic of legal consistency and reform, analysis of the legal system as it exists over

time serves to reinforce the subjectivity of justice and legality, and the ways in which the

system seeks to conform to said fluid nature. The law is not uniform nor solid, and

episodes in which it has responded to public sentiments and stayed somewhat true to it

has encouraged a greater public initiative towards voicing concern and expressing

displeasure. However difficulties in meeting the wide ranging values of a nation as multi-

minded as Australia appear in numerous cases, occuring in controversial issues such as

the lawfulness of same sex marriage and the immigration debate, to name a mere few of

what is a long and treacherous list.



An unaccommodating outlook by the public towards the role of the law in such matters

perpetuates the appearance of the legal system as hostile, perhaps necessitating a patient

and informative push by the courts to appease discontent. To merely provide a more

comprehensive explanation of the rationale and deliberation behind decisions of more

controversial natures would greatly improve the public relations with the legal system for

the betterment of communal appeasement.

By and large, the hope is that with the dedication exhibited by those involved, the legal

system stands to receive adequate attention needed to fill the gaps in what is otherwise a

productive system. I’m sure we speak for not only ourselves but also our fellow student

from Melbourne Grammar when we say how grateful we are for the opportunity we have

been granted in speaking here today.


