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RATIONALE FOR THE PROJECT

Policy context — Australia’s Pacific Step Up.

Listening more and better to the diverse
perspectives of Pacific Island Nations.

The historical relationship between PNG and
Australia.

Whitlam legacy and research in the region —
Pacific Perspectives on the World.
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KEY THEMES / QUESTIONS

The strengths and assets of their communities and of PNG as a whole;
The challenges facing their communities and PNG as a whole;

Their dreams for their communities;

Australia and Australians, and Australia’s relationship with PNG;

The types of foreign investment in PNG by different actors.



RESEARCH CHALLENGES

Geographical reach - remote/urban/peri-
urban.

Linguistic diversity and accessibility of
surveys.

Drawing on existing research capacity in
PNG and assembling a research team.

Involving remote communities in
delivering surveys in language.

Community members listen as the research project is explained in the Nungon language,
Saruwaged Mountains, Morobe Province
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A COLLABORATIVE RESEARCH
PROJECT

Commissioned by the Whitlam Institute,
Western Sydney University.

Marcs Institute — Western Sydney University.

Formal partnerships with Divine Word
University (Madang) and University of
Technology PNG.

Researchers from UPNG.

Co-design of the research, project planning and
dissemination with PNG researchers.

Direct involvement of Uruwa Ward 1
community Kabwum District, Morobe Province



Methodology — complementary qualitative and quantitative method of collecting data

Summary of participants, by component

2.4 Participants in the study, by component

Languages

Location

Participants

Median education level

Online survey English and Tok Pisin ' 18 Provinces 326 40% female University

In-person survey  Nungon Kabwum District, 120 40% female Primary school
Morobe

Focus groups English and Tok Pisin ' Madang town 44 45% female Various
and surrounds

Interviews English and Tok Pisin | Lae and Port Moresby | 46 37% female University
(from 13 Provinces)

Total 536 216 (40%) female




KEY FINDINGS

Asymmetry and the importance of respectful
relationships.

Capacity building with local agency in mind.

Major differences between urban, educated

respondents and those in remote
communities.

Diversifying international partnerships in PNG.

Development with maintenance of culture and
environment.

Mr Hessy Maya with an interviewee Saruwaged Mountains, Morobe
Province



Positive Perceptions of Australia

6.1 Themes from positive perceptions of Australia/Australians, English online survey
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In contrast, the remote Morobe villagers who gave any answers to the question of positive aspects of Australia/Australians
appreciated Australians’ respectfulness and good quality houses the most, followed by Australians’ kindness, then
Australia’s good roads. No more than 15 respondents cited any of these themes. Only four respondents mentioned
Australian Aid or scholarships in particular.
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Perceptions of racism and condescension (online survey)

6.3 Themes from negative perceptions of Australia/Australians, English online survey, by gender
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Capacity Building — Education a top dream for the future (online survey)

5.1 Themes of dreams for their Province in 50 years, English online survey respondents, by gender
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Capacity Building — education a top dream for the future (remote survey)

5.2 Dreams for their community in 50 years, remote Morobe respondents
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Perceptions of investment in PNG

7.1 Responses to “Which country invests the most in PNG in infrastructure?”, English online survey
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7.2 Impressions of different types of investment in PNG by the USA, Australia, and China, by the remote Morobe respondents
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Perceptions of Development Projects directly observed

7.3 Development projects directly observed, by funder, English online survey
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7.4 Percent responses to “Did the project have a positive impact on your community?” online English survey, by funder
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Development the ‘Papua New Guinean Way’

Holding true to Papua New Guinean values
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KEY MESSAGES

|. Perception of Australian Aid as “boomerang aid”.

2. Papua New Guineans deep connection to their lands and
the profound power of traditional land ownership.

3. Major differences between remote villager’s perceptions and
the ways they framed their responses and those of educated
respondents.

4. Perception of Australian racism and or condescension
toward PNG.




KEY MESSAGES

5. Perception of inequity in Australian visa processes and the priority
subject areas funded by Australia Awards scholarships.

6. Perception that Australia is a haven for investment of corrupt
PNG funds.

7. Perception that China and “Asian” nations are more visible than
Australia on the ground in PNG and that their governments may
be more respectful of PNG sovereignty than Australia is.

8. Desire to develop in a particularly Papua New Guinean way,
maintaining positive aspects of culture and language.




CONCLUSIONS

Listening more and better requires
collaborative research between PNG and
Australian scholars.

Hearing dissonant voices is important — even
when they challenge assumptions.

Listening in local languages is important to
understanding diverse perspectives in PNG.

Perceptions matter because they shape
relationships and how people act.

Respectful relationships are key in PNG.




THE RESEARCH TEAM

* University of Papua New Guinea
* Mr Maholopa Laveil and Mr Kelly Samof
* University of Technology

* Dr Londari Yamarak, Mr Lemuel Z.Dom and Mr
Gomi J. Gipe

* Divine Word University

* Ms Leonie Baptiste, Ms Lorelle Yakam and Mr Peter
Nasale

* Uruwa Ward 1 Community

* Mr Dono Ogate, Mr Stanley Girip, Ms Lyn Ogate,
Ishmael Dono

* Western Sydney University
* Dr Hannah Sarvasy
* External consultant

* MrJames Laki
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Survey takers - Uruwa Ward 1, Morobe Province
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