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B i - c u l t u r a l i s m  c o n s c io u s n e s s
It was my first visit to New Zea- land/Aotearoa and the strongest impression I received was the high consciousness of bi- culturalism, and the indigenous Maori presence that pervaded the conference.From the welcoming powhiri to the Maori farewell; the indigenous panels; the respect paid to the elders who attended and offici­ated at the conference; and the Maori language signage at the National Library and in speeches of the New Zealand delegates; not to mention the stimulating early morning presentation by Moana Jackson (lead singer of Moana and the Moa hunters).All this was a very pleas­ant surprise for me and made me feel we have a long way to go in Australia, in ALIA and in our libraries and informa­tion services in recognition and respect for Aboriginal culture. It was heartening to hear of the formation of Te 
Roopn Whakahau and the 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander Library Resource 
Network.A highlight for me was escort­ing the two representatives from Cambodia. Iin Sothearith from

the National Library of Cambodia and Sarann Phany from the Co­operation Committee for Cambo­dia. They were sponsored by the Asia Pacific Special Interest Group (APSIG) of ALIA and by Canada’s International Develop­ment Research Centre (IDRC) particularly to attend the session on Regional Library Associations.

Sothearith and Phany are the convenors of the now-forming Cambodia Library Group/Asso- ciation and it was a great boost to that effort for them to meet rep­resentatives of other LA’s in Guam, Hong Kong and Fiji as well as Australia and New Zea­land.
Dr Helen Jarvis

Bill Linklater, Dame Catherine Tizard (keynote speaker) and Ainslie Dewe (President NZUA)

Personal and favourite highlights
M y  favourite h igh ligh t was the con trast be­
tw een  the rau n ch y  stree t-w ise  sw agger o f 
M o an a Jackson  and the cool cereb ra lity  o f 
her co-speaker Brian  T oohey —  a hard  act 
to follow , but follow ed it was, w ith  ap lom b 
(a w ord I do n ’t get to use often b ut i t ’s ex­
a c tly  r ig h t here) in te lle c tu a l d ep th , sty le  
and  q u a lity .

M y  personal h ig h lig h t w as the in v ita ­
tion  to cha ir one o f the three d a ily  forum s, 
p len ary  perform ances at w h ich  the chairs o f 
each  d a y ’s sessions reported  b ack  to the 
conference as a w hole, and m y b r ie f  covered 
the ‘issues’ day  o f the conference o f  w hich  
the session on ‘ in fo rm atio n  ju s t ic e ’ w as 
sem in a l. T h e  com m ents w h ich  fo llow  are 
personal and  no doubt b iased , b ut ob jectiv ­
ity  is not, to m e, a v irtue . ‘ Info rm ation  ju s ­
t ic e ’ is a c o n trad ic tio n  in term s, and  an 
id ea l c o n d itio n , the m eans o f  a t ta in in g  was the sub ject o f d iscussion . In m y v iew  there is o n ly  in fo rm ation  injus­

tice, an d  everyth in g  that we do as a profession should be d irected  tow ards cor­
rec tin g  in tr in s ic  im balances in access and  even aw areness. M an y  peop le  do n ’t 
kn ow  that they  d o n ’t know , d o n 't know  that they cou ld  know , an d  never be­
com e aw are o f  the ir righ t to know , let alone learn in g  how  to know . T h at the 
conference touched  on som e of these issues w as sign ifican t, but w e need to re­
m em b er th a t it affects many peo p le , an d  a lth o ugh  in d igen o u s peo p le  suffer greatly from info rm ation  in ju s tice , they  do not, in our society, have a m onopo ly
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