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GENERAL MEETING

5.30 pm

Wednesday 15 October 2003

in the Meeting Room of the New International Bookshop,Trades Hall,Melbourne
Melbourne Branch members will give reports on

the Eighth National Labour History Conference
held In Brisbane 3-5 October 2003)
i
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The General Meeting will be followed by a *NIB' event sponsored by the Labour
History Society—at the same venue at bjSOjnn, 15 October
At the NIB meeting Anna Clark, co-author with Stuart Macintyre of the
recently-published book The History Wars will speak on 'Teaching Our
History to Our Children: the politics and pedagogy of teaching Australian
history In schools'.
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FUTURE MEETINGS OF THE MELBOURNE BRANCH OF THE ASSLH

During 2003 our meetings have not attracted the numbers attending in earlier years, partly because of
difBculties in finding a meeting place at convenient times. Also, while the Wednesday 'NDB' meetings
have been excellent(and supported by the History Society) they have probably had some effect on the
attendances at our routine History meetings.

One ofthe important matters for members to discuss and determme at our Annual General Meeting in
December will be the time, place and character ofour meetings in 2004.

AN APPEAL FOR'GRASS ROOTS' LABO(U)R HISTORY
Many past and present members of trade unions and the Labor Party must have a wealth of
information and stories stored away in their memories. Lots of this stuff would make great reading in
The Recorder. Please send them in (to any of the people listed on the back page). They don't need to
be polished literary works, it's the Information that is important.

Some of it will be first-hand stories by comrades who took part. Also valuable will be historical facts

(and yarns) that have been passed down through the generations—such as the foundation of an ALP
branch or a trade union, and stories of important(and rank-and-file) members who left an impression.
And, or course, the fights, the factions, the friendships and the fun.

If anyone feels they're not game to write articles—^write them anyway. If someone really wants it
done, they can be tidied up a bit before printing. But the personal words of the storyteller (if printable
in a 'family journal') would usually be better.

LABOUR HISTORY CONFERENCES — NOW AND LATER
EIGHTH NATIONAL ASSLH CONFERENCE IN BRISBANE,3-5 October 2(M)3

Briefreports will be given at the Branch meeting on 15 October by Melbourne History Society members
who travelled to Brisbane conference.

•THE INDIVIDUAL IN LABOUR HISTORY'(Sydney,21 November 2003)

Melbourne Branch members will be presenting papers and there will be more about this alter the
conference.

ADVANCE NOTICE
the 50™ ANNIVERSARY OF THE LABOR SPLIT will be marked by a
Labour History conference in 2005 — in Melbourne, of course!

A MESSAGE FROM THE SYDNEY BRANCH OF THE SOCIETY
Early In 2003 the Sydney Branch of the Labour History Society held a Symposium on

aspects of the impact of Khrushev's 1956 "secret speech" on the Communist Party of
Australia.

Three of the talks have since been published in the Sydney Branch journal THE HUMMER

(Winter 2003). Speakers were R.D. (Bob) Walshe, one of those responsible for the
publication and circulation of the speech in Australia; Eric Aarons, a member of the CPA
Central Committee in 1956 and Elaine Bryant, who was prominent in the Brisbane New
Theatre movement at the time.

Copies of this issue of THE HUMMER are available from the Sydney Branch ASSLH,
PO Box 1027, NEWTOWN, NSW 2042; cost per copy including postage is $5.00.

LABOR IN VICTORIA—1913-1952:Years in the Wilderness
A condensed version of a talk given by Brian McKinlay

to the July 2003 meeting of the Melbourne Branch of the Labour History Society

The history of Labor in Victoria differs from that in other States in some quite interesting
ways. Most notably in the long 40-year period extending from 1913 to the election of the
rirst majority Labor Government under John Cain Snr. In 1952.

In Australia, each State has had a different politicai history and this is aiso true of the various State
Labor parties. In Victoria this was also affected by the nature of the state in geographic and
demographic terms. Unlike Queensland, Victoria had no great mining towns in the rurai areas, and
unlike NSW it did not have a network of smaller industrial and mining complexes. It did have much
closer rural settlement and a denser concentration of small farmers, who were conservative and later
to be the bedrock of the Country Party in rural Victoria.
In the iarger states, pastoral and mining and transport unionists provided the bulk of Labor support in
the country. In Victoria this was much less evident. Aiso Victoria was unique, in that in Meibourne
there was a strong political liberal tradition in opposition to the ruling conservative ethos and this,
linked to the protectionist movement, tended to draw some lower-middle class and working class

voters away from the emerging Labor Party.
Finally, there was a gerrymander In as much as rural electorates had much smaller
enrolments than did urban seats—often the ratio of voters was as great as to make city
seats three-times as large [in numbers of voters] as rural seats.
This of course magnified the rural conservative vote in terms of seats won. Thus in 1913, the ALP
could get 41% of the state vote and get only about 30% of the seats. (This also affected the urban
conservative groupings.) Rurai conservative seats returned about one third of members, on a vote of
about 12% of the total state vote. This was further exacerbated after WWl, when the newly formed

Country Party iDecame a force in its own right in opposition to the urban-based Nationalist Party. Labor
had in fact briefly held minority power for a week in 1913, and again in 1924, and in 1928. None of
these governments held power for any length of time and were merely brief interludes, brought about
by in-fighting amongst the conservative groups with the Country Party prepared to support Labor

briefly in an attempt to squeeze concessions from their senior partner on several occasions.
Through this long period Labor's core vote in Victoria ran around 40%, but it seldom gained
more than 30% of the seats, plunging even lower after big defeats like that of 1931, when
the minority Hogan Labor Government was swept from power after two years in office

during the worst years of the Great Depression.
In the 1930'S this pattern continued, but in 1935, an important event occurred which in the long run
would open the way for great changes in the Victorian political system. That event was the decision of

the ALP to support a Country Party minority Government, in direct opposition to the major
conservative party of the day—the U.A.P.

This opened up a curious 8-year period of government in Victoria, with the two conservative parties in
open conflict, a situation that laid the ground for the belief amongst many conservatives that the
Victorian gerrymander harmed them and lessened their importance as much as it harmed Labor. It

wouid require a change of heart on the part of urban conservatives to bring about the electoral
reforms that Labor wouid need to gain seats in proportion to its vote. The years in which Labor

supported the Country Party government of Albert Dunstan gave Victoria a curious political experience
but also opened the way to profound changes in the whole political climate of the state.

In 1943, the political pact between Labor and the Country Party government of Albert Dunstan
collapsed and for a brief seven days John Cain took power as Labor premier, the first of three Labor
governments led by him. He was soon replaced by a new conservative coalition, but one which was
inherentiy unstable and racked by bitter internai divisions, not to say hatreds! A breakaway Liberal

faction under Macfarian, a Liberal openly critical of the Country Party/ soon began to criticise Dunstan,
who was again Premier.

In late 1945, the Government again collapsed In a welter of In-flghting and acrimony.
Macfarian and a group of dissident Liberals now voted with Labor to bring down Dunstan's
government.

In the chaos which followed, Macfarian accepted the Governor's Commission to form a caretaker
Government until elections could be held. 1945 was a year when the post-war floodtide of Labor

support was running high, and in the election which followed these events Labor won nine seats,
seven of these from the Country Party - Labor's best rural results ever recorded. It just fell short of
the 33 seats needed for a majority in the 65-member chamber, gaining 31 seats. Cain took office with
the guaranteed support of three independents, one of whom became Speaker. What followed was a
quite successful Labor Government, which was able to work in concert with the Chifley government in
Canberra on a range of issues.

However, in 1947 the Legislative Council with-held supply, forcing Cain to an early election on the
federal issue of bank nationalisation, and his government suffered a crushing defeat on an issue which
was unrelated to state politics. What followed was another, now familiar. Country Party/Liberal Party

coalition. The Country Party had a new leader, and the Premier was Hollway, a reform-minded Liberal.
Predictably, within a year the coalition had disintegrated, Hollway retaining office with the help of a
group of dissident Country Party members, who now formed a 'Liberal-Country Party', with the
Liberals adopting a new name in Victoria. This led to a bitter battle within conservative ranks and, in
1950, the election of that year produced a result in which the old stalemate was reproduced. No Party
could govern in its own right, and the Country Party, under McDonald took office again with Labor
support, but amongst Labor demands was one for universal franchise for the Legislative Council.
The next two years were marked by a remarkable series of events which saw Labor withdraw support
from the McDonald government, then combine with breakaway Liberals to force an election in which
electoral reform was the main issue. This had the support of many Liberals, as well as Labor. The plan

was called 'two-for-one'—being a simple proposal for two State seats within the boundaries of each
Federal seat. Cain campaigned for electoral reform and even the conservative press urged people to
support reform and break the power of the Country Party once and for all.

The result was a landslide to Labor, and Cain now led the first majority Labor Government
in Victoria. He held office from 1952-55, carrying out the electoral redistribution which
eliminated the rural gerrymander.

Ironically the Labor Split of 1955 ensured that the Liberal Party were to gain the benefit of these
reforms, but in the 1955 election which saw Bolte swept to power, the Country Party gained only 11
seats, less than half its usual number in a House now enlarged to 66. It had gained 10% of the vote
and 13% of the seats—the first time in 40 years in which its representation had been roughly in

proportion to its vote. Bolte gained 33 seats out of 66 ,but took office without including the Country
Party, thus ending the long period when the Country Party was at the centre of Victorian (x>litics and
Government.

It would never again be a force in the State, and would not enter a coalition until given a junior role in
the Kennett government in the 1990s although Kennett always had a clear Liberal majority in its own

right. Ironically, the Country Party was so identified with the Liberal agenda under Kennett, that when
Bracks led Labor to power in the late 1990s and followed with a landslide in his second term of office,
the surge to Labor was greatest in the rural areas.

Thus the 20th century ended, with the ghost of the rural gerrymander which had so

impeded Victorian Labor finally being laid to rest—along with the frail remnants of the once
powerful Victorian Country Party, which of course had, in a somewhat less than brilliant
stroke of decision-making, abandoned Its famous *brand name' for the meaningless and
inaccurate,'National Party' label.

Brian McKinlay

Brian McKinlay is the author of A Short History of the A.L.P (1988),and
A Documentary History of the Australian Labor Movement(1978).

Peace movements do make a difference
Val Noone

The following article is based on a talk given at the Unitarian Church, East Melbourne,
on 10 August 2003.

Paul Strangio:"not much effect"

On 18 February this year, just four days after the huge peace rallies against the war on
Iraq, Paul Strangio, author of the recent major biography of Jim Caims, wrote an article
in the Melbourne Age in which he smd that peace movements against the Vietnam War
had "probably not much" effect on the government.
And he said that, although US and British protests against the Iraq war might

make an impact the Australian movement against the war on Iraq could not expect to
have much effect.

Indeed, on Vietnam, he said "the verdict of historians has been that the Gorton

and McMahon governments' overwhelming reason for withdrawing Australia's combat
forces from Vietnam in 1970-71 was not the growing tide of domestic anti-war protest,
but that they were mimicking Washington's policy."

He quoted Donald Home to that effect. Moreover, he could have quoted Cough
Whitlam too. Cough said that McMahon only withdrew the soldiers because America
did.

So, there are a few people telling us that om peace work does not make much
difference.

Australian anti-Vietnam-war movement had a major impact

The anti-Vietnam-war movement had a major impact on Australian government policy.
A variety of people came to that conclusion. Tom Hughes, who took to conscientious
objectors with a cricket bat on one famous occasion, attorney-general in the Gorton

government, said that the peace movement weakened and limited the government's
position. Bob Santamaria, leader of the indiscriminately anti-commmrist National Civic
Coimcil, blamed the peace movement for the failures of the Australian Vietnam policy.
Leaders of the Vietnamese resistance have expressed gratitude for the work done

by the peace movement. That stands even though many in the peace movement did not
explicifly support the politics of the Vietnamese leadership.
At a rninimum, the peace movement and the accompanying disruption set what
Gabriel Koiko called "an unprecedented social price" for continuing conscription and
the war.

The hysterical attacks on the moratoriums, such as Billy Snedden's ones about

pack-raping bikies, and Bob Santamaria's television harangues, and newspaper and
radio editorial warnings, suggest that the Moratorium movement made a big
impression.

The timing of McMahon's announcements about troop withdrawals in 1971 were

made precisely to try to head off the demands of the peace movement. Gorton's refused
to send extra troops in 1968 was directly related to the strength of Australian opposition.
We know from internal US government documents that one of the major reasons
for the withdrawal of American troops was that the US army was becoming increasingly
rmrehable with refusals to take part in combat, killing of officers, drug use, desertions
and so on.

I have not seen comparable documents on the Australian Army, but Louise
McKay, of the Australian branch of the Women's International League for Peace and
Freedom, whom some of you may remember,collected a series of cuttings which I have,
and which I have summarised in my book on the Vietnam war which show that there
was a surprisingly high level of lack of cohesion in the Australian Army.
There were well publicised reports of several kiUings. Other indications of
opposition to the war among the Australian armed forces were significant resignations
among younger servicemen, rmusual dissatisfaction over wages and conditions, as weU

as falling recruitment rates. Opposition to the war caused morale and cohesion problems
for the Australian armed forces the extent of which is yet to be documented

Apropos of Paul Strangio's claim that the Australian Vietnam peace movement
did not have much effect on government, let us try a test recommended by the famous
German sociologist. Max Weber. He said if you want to know the effect of a particular
event, then try imagining the particular chain of events but excluding the event you are
studying. '
So,following Weber,let us ask: if there had been no mass movement opposed to
conscription and Australian military intervention in Viebram, would the Australian
Government have withdrawn boops and ended conscription?
Could Richard Nixon have received as enthusiasbc a welcome in Australia in

1971 as Lyndon Johnson got in 1966? 1 suggest that the answer to both those questions is
No.

When vice-president Spiro Agnew came to Australia in January 1970, his
meetings with government ministers and officials were kept secret and highly guarded.
McMahon only withdrew the troops, and Gough ended conscription, only after a
mass movement developed. The Whitlam government's first actions reflect the power of
the mass movement.

Whitlam's smart remark about McMahon only withdrawing troops because
Nixon did begs the question. Nixon's withdrawal was in its turn influenced by the mass
protests.Indeed the bankers and intelligence officers and military advisers who lu-ged to
withdraw troops were also influenced by the protests.

Daniel Ellsberg has explfiined that his decision to reveal the Pentagon Papers was
directly influenced by the puU he felt from the moral demands of the peace movement.
Earlier peace movement achievements

Let's remember too the achievements of earlier days. One of the outstanding actions in
twentieth century history of war and peace was the success of Austrahem citizens in
twice defeating conscription. However narrow the margin, and however many
volimteered an5rway, the point is that the Australian voters rejected two referenda, both
backed by quite modem propaganda methods,by the government of BiUy Hughes.
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Let's remember the 22,000 young boys who were prosecuted for refusing to
comply with the boy conscription of 1910.

During World War I, 2000 applied to be conscientious objectors. During World
War n, at least 2800, but probably more, made the same stand. And they were treated
harshly by officialdom and sometimes by the community. Eric Scott was one who paid a
price. During World War II, he was director of a museum in Launceston and refused to
fight on pacifist groimds. He was twice jailed, lost his job and lived the rest of his life in
poverty.

In Bobby Oliver's book on the Australian conscientious objectors, she fotmd that

the COs managed to get publicity for their causes,raised civil liberties issues and evoked
admiration even from supporters of the wars. Their integrity in the face of derision, fines
and prison convinced many of their sincerity. Bobby found no CO who changed his
mind because of prison or pimishment.
Another criterion: giving witness

There used to be a poster around which said, "There is no way to peace. Peace is the
way". Perhaps it was a quotation from Martin Luther King, I'm not sure. Well, that is
relevant to ovu discussion today.

Even if oiu work for peace had no perceivable effect, and I say it did have effect,
it is our duty and our privilege to do it. For in working for peace, we are doing that
which we believe is of the essence of the good Hfe.
Another Martin Luther, the original one in fifteenth century Germany, said,
"Here I stand, I can do no other". Jesus said, "For this came I into the world, to bear

witness to the truth." The Quakers teach that it is our duty "to speak truth to power".
So, even if we fail to change government policy we want to be able to say that we
took a stand, we spoke up. And on that criterion we can succeed even in defeat by being
true to our convictions.

Still, my point today, is that in a number of cases, the peace movement has
influenced government policy.
Those conunents you hear such as "You can't beat the system" and "Don't rock
the boat" miss the point. When the first Australian soldiers were sent in 1962 only a
handful protested. Within five years, one hundred thousand people filled Bourke Street
and the prime minister withdrew Australian troops with the Vietnamese revolutionaries
in charge of the contested territory.
Monument to conscientious objectors

Australia has a neglected and hidden history of peacemaking. Paul Strangio is wrong.
Let's make oiu history of peace work more visible, and let's be proud of it.
A couple of years ago I had occasion to write a review of Bobby Oliver's fine
book about conscientious objectors in Australia. At the end of that review I found myself
thinking how good it would be if there was a monument to the conscientious objectors
in Canberra right beside, or inside, the Australia War Memorial. Maybe it is time to start
collecting funds and organising public pressiue for just that.

Dr Val Noone is the author of Disturbing the War: Melbourne Catholics and Vietnam,
Melbourne,Spectrum,1993.

A Reply to Val Noone
Paul Strangio
/

I

At the risk of opening up another front ofthe so-called History Wars, I'd like to briefly reply
to Val Noone's response to my opinion article in the Age, which was published last February
following the mass protests against the looming US-led invasion ofIraq.

My first thought is that Val has constructed a straw man when it comes to my position on the

significance of the anti-Vietnam War movement. The limited words available for an op/ed
article impose inevitable constraints in respect to the nuances of argument that can be

achieved. If Val, or anybody else, is interested to read my extended views about the influence
and legacy ofthe Vietnam protest movement, I'd suggest they look at the relevant sections in
Keeper ofthe Faith: A Biography ofJim Cairns. By doing so, it will become apparent that,
far from disguising or devaluing the movement's importance (and the courage of the
protesters), I argue it was of profound consequence at several levels. In particular, I highlight

the Moratorium movement's seminal influence in legitimising mass protest; in marking a
decisive moment in cracking the Cold War climate of political conformism and thus
destabilising the long conservative political ascendancy; and in helping force a reassessment

of Australian foreign policy assumptions about Asia, albeit in the context of a corresponding
policy shift in Washington. My Age article also credited the Vietnam era with leaving a

legacy of 'deep-seated reluctance [by the public] to engage in war, and scepticism of the
arguments that are offered for doing so by the political establishment'. Indeed, I explicitly
related the swift mobilisation against the impending Iraq war to that legacy.

Nonetheless, in my biography ofCaims, and the.^^e article to which Val has taken exception,
I do concur with the conventional historical interpretation that the Moratorium marches did
not substantially influence the conservative coalition's Vietnam policy, which continued to be

primarily shaped by the direction taken by Washington. Rather mischievously Val points out
that by accepting this view I join company with Gough Whitlam (who as I m^e abundantly
clear in my book was hardly a progressive on the Vietnam War or the protest movement). But

Val might just as well have listed historians such as Peter Edwards and Gregory Pemberton,

both of whom have arrived at a similar conclusion following careful analysis of the available
sources. In my writings on Caims, I also note that Malcolm Saunders, the historian of the

Moratoriiun movement, agrees that the Liberal-Country Party Government's decision to pull

forces out of Vietnam was largely a response to the American withdrawal, although he
suggests a subsidiary motivation was a desire 'to take away the rasion d' etre of the protest
movement'.

Again, I stress, that by accepting the Gorton and McMahon Governments were not
substantially swayed by the anti-Vietnam War demonstrations, is not to be confused with

dismissing the protests as somehow unimportant or suggesting they ought be disregarded.
What such a recognition does do is provide a revealing and disturbing insight into the
democratic insensibility of the political conservatives in Australia, as well as their

dependency psychology. Thus, a key contention of my February article was that, despite the
euphoria engendered by the mass marches in Australian cities over the previous days, by
themselves they were unlikely to prompt the Howard Government to review its support for
the Bush Administration's intended pre-emptive strike against Iraq. I wrote:
In the end, one suspects that what matters most in Canberra is not public opinion here
but whether the White House, and to a lesser extent Downing Street, remain
impervious to the anti-war chorus in their backyards.

I don't regard this as a case of diminishing the importance of anti-war activism, but rather an
acknowledgement ofthe Australian context.

Finally, in the Age article 1 highlighted a paradox of the Vietnam legacy illuminated by the
spectacle of Howard and his fellow ministers issuing 'ritual noises' about the protests 'being
part and parcel of our democratic way of life', and then promptly ignoring them. The
'legitimisation or mainstreaming of mass demonstrations', I observed,
turned out to be something of a mixed blessing for protest movements. Authorities

learnt there was little to fear in official tolerance of protests; to the contrary, they
were a kind ofsafety valve for political dissent.

Accordingly, while wholeheartedly agreeing with Val that the achievements of earlier anti
war campaigners ought be remembered and celebrated (that's partly why I wrote a book about

Jim Cairns), neither should today's peace activists be straight-jacketed by the past. During
the Vietnam War, opponents of intervention leamt that they could not simply replicate past
strategies: they had to forge new ground. This is equally the challenge in a new era of peace
activism.

Dr Paul Strangio is the author ofKeeper ofthe Faith: A Biography ofJim Cairns,
Melbourne University Press,2002.
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Meeting Place

Meetings ofthe Society are held in the meeting room attached to the New
International Bookshop in the Trades Hall.
Enter the Trades Hall through the Victoria St Entrance
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LABOUR HISTORY SOCIETY — MELBOURNE BRANCH CONTACTS
President:Peter Love

Secretary: Brian Smiddy

51 Blanche St. StKilda 3182

7 The Crest, Watsonia 3087

Treasurer:Paul Strangio
13 Bridge St. Elstemwick 3185

Phone 9534 2445

Phone 9435 5145

Phone 9528 6369

REMAINING MEETING DATES FOR 2003

Wednesday, 15 October at 5.30 pm
and

Annual General Meeting on Monday, 1 December at 6 pm

