
issues of justice and democratic change are stili regarded as 'naturally' and/or
'logically' beyond the range of the possible for Australian realists.

Lamenting the uncritical nature of the maînstreani IR community, in this regard, one
of its disillusioned souls has pondered the part played by a broader social
environment characterised by "conservatism, cynicism, and pragmatismn". 34 My own

view is that the problem is a more precise one centred on the ail encompassing
preference regime which is the Westphalian model. On the other hand, it might be a
trait integral to the English School per se, given John Vincent's proposition that

realists in Britain generaily have 'flattered Hobbes by imitating him" in their
contemporary IR analysis. 35

Whatever the reason, this tendency to flatter by imitation has, 1 suggest, been
detrimental to Australian IR scholarship and to the process of foreign policy training
and planning down the years. It is also detrimental to the memory of two fine
soholars, in Wight and Bull, whose conservative erudition deserves more than
reification and imitative flattery. Above ail what their contributions deserves is an
acknowledgement that imitation is not the sincerest form of flattery at ail - but that
criticism is. Or, more pertinently, as Terrence Bail once pointed out, to expose the
contribution of scholars who have given us insight and understanding to serious and
critical analysis is to pay it the highest compliment - the Socratic compliment. 36

No such compliment has been paid to the major thinkers of the English School by
their Australan imitators. Instead, any critical potential an International Society


