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Trades Hall Restoration
Peter Love
After initial delays and some surprising set-backs
during the restoration work, the older sections have
been restored to their nineteenth century splendour.
The old council chamber is remarkable in how well
the restorers have been able to strip back layers of
paint to reveal the elegant original décor.
The total realignment of the so-called ‘New Council
Chamber’ has completely changed the main chamber
back to its original north – south orientation with
some of the old honour rolls revealed and a handsome
mezzanine level added to include alcoves for historical
displays. It is now named Solidarity Hall.
The bar in the ‘old ballroom’ has been changed to the
Common Room. It is now managed by Melbourne
Fringe and is available for event bookings. Another of
the very welcome changes is the way that the
architects and builders have been able to incorporate
modern facilities in a heritage building. There is a new
lift and an improved range of toilets and showers,
particularly for women who were poorly served by the
old building.
One of the Melbourne ASSLH’s new members, Antony
Moore, Trades Hall building manager, will take branch
members on a conducted tour early in the new year.

Inside Solidarity Hall, Victorian Trades Hall. Photo by Peter Love.

MELBOURNE BRANCH, ASSLH
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING
Thursday 12 December at 5.30pm
Melbourne Trades Hall
Archives Room
(Enter from Victoria Street)
Agenda
Reports: President, Secretary, Treasurer.

Members who attend the Annual General Meeting will
see some of the work when they come to the Hall on
12 December. We look forward to seeing you there.

Election of OfQice Bearers and General Business.

The ofQicial re-opening of Trades Hall will take place at
4:30 pm 18 December 2019.

Please also note that your 2020
membership renewal is now due.
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Jacqueline Riding: Peterloo
L.W. Maher
Jacqueline Riding, The Story of the Manchester
Massacre: Peterloo. Foreword by Mike Leigh
(London: Head of Zeus, 2018). 400pp, $49.99 Cloth.
On 16 August 1819, a very large number of men,
women and children, estimated to be more than
60,000, assembled at St Peter’s Field in Manchester.
There were farm labourers, weavers, factory workers,
plumbers, musicians, glaziers, and miscellaneous
other toilers. They had come to Manchester on foot or
on horseback or by carriage from towns in Lancashire
and elsewhere.
As the Industrial Revolution had accelerated, the
residents of market towns had settled in Manchester
and comparable cities in search of work.
They were destined to become 'wage
slaves' and to live in urban squalor. That
grim social transformation was well
advanced when revolutionary fervour
swelled in Europe and led to popular
unrest and violent upheaval.
In Britain, the plight of the emerging
working class deteriorated after the allied
victory over Napoleon’s forces in the
Battle of Waterloo. This was in large
measure a consequence of the rapid
expansion of international trade and
commerce and, more particularly, the
passage of the Corn Laws which, in turn,
increased the rumblings of the masses at
the bottom of the socio-economic heap –
in today’s slang, 'the deplorables'.
Their political lords and masters, who were well
accustomed to invoking the repressive criminal law of
offences against the State to suppress the slightest
outbreak of democratic tendencies, now faced a new
threat – the so-called 'Monster' public meeting.
The purpose was to assemble as large a crowd as
possible in an orderly way and to give voice to a
popular demand, the logic and manifest justice of
which would be enough to achieve the necessary
legislative change.
Insofar as there was one person without whom the
fateful assembly at St Peter’s Field 200 years ago may
not have occurred, that role could rightly be claimed
by Henry Hunt (1773-1835). Hunt was a landowner
and social reformer. With the encouragement of a
group of like-minded supporters he had, literally,
made a name for himself – 'Hunt the Orator' – in
addressing very large public assemblies in London in
1816.
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This use of the large scale peaceful public meeting was
a turning point in the long, arduous popular struggle
for parliamentary democracy. Hunt and his associates
were astute in realising that by painstaking
organisational effort to guard against the breakdown
of public order, the 'deplorables' could transmit their
powerful message that there was a mass movement
for democratic government which could not be
silenced. It was said that Hunt’s method was
persuasion accompanied by the raised clenched Qist!
On St Peter’s Field, the speciQic demand was for the
abolition of the system of 'rotten Boroughs' and the
right of all persons to elect their local members of the
House of Commons. This was anathema to the ruling
class. Hunt’s 'Monster' meeting was delayed for a
week, but the ofQicials administering the law against
unlawful assemblies over-reacted, and were
responsible for sending members of the Manchester
and Salford Yeomanry Calvary onto St Peter’s Field to
trample on and disperse the crowd. And
when, after a relatively short time, the
Yeomanry had ceased using their swords
to slash and cut their way through the
throng, 15 of the assembled toiling class
were dead or dying and 650 were
injured.
Why the 'Peterloo' and not the 'St Peter’s
Field' massacre? Tragically, among the
men present either to hear Hunt or to
trample upon them were soldiers who
had fought as comrades-in-arms at
Waterloo.
It is remarkable that the Peterloo Massacre
has not attracted much more attention than
it has given that it was a singular event in
the prolonged struggle for representative
democracy. In the short term it led directly to the Reform
Act 1832, but as far-reaching as that democratic advance
was at the time, neither Hunt nor anyone else could have
predicted that the struggle for universal suffrage would
not be fully accomplished in Britain until women got the
vote in 1924. Here in the Antipodes, the forces of
resistance had to give way earlier.
Even without its captivating dedication–'For
Lancashire Witches, past present and future’)–and her
account of the role of the Manchester Female Reform
Society, Riding’s marvellous book is a singular
achievement in illuminating the origins and dreadful
consequences of the use of State violence in a period
of a few hours. She has a magical way with words. Her
accomplishments as a writer go well beyond those
displayed in her very evocative account of the last
days of the Waterloo boy-soldier, John Lees, who was
terribly wounded at St Peter’s Field. Ironically, among
the many reasons for celebrating Riding’s book is that
it deals in passing with the political satire of the time,
which was rightly full of hatred, contempt and
ridicule.
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Julie Suares: JB Chifley
Liam Byrne
Julie Suares, JB Chi8ley: An Ardent Internationalist
(Melbourne: MUP Academic, 2019). 277pp, $49.99
paper.
Ben ChiQley was a Prime Minister of extraordinary
vision and purpose. The leader who did as much as
any other to summarise Labor’s guiding mission, the
‘light on the hill’, took ofQice soon after his comrade
and friend John Curtin’s untimely death and pursued a
project to transform Australia for the better. In the
annals of Labor history this is how he is best known
and remembered.
In her book JB ChiLley: An Ardent Internationalist, Julie
Suares has made an elegant and compelling
contribution to our understanding of
ChiQley as a transformative Qigure in
Australia’s relationship to the emerging
post-war international order. She effectively
dispels the mythology of ChiQley as an
inward-looking and parochial Qigure,
content to delegate international affairs to
his Minister for External Affairs, Herbert
‘Doc’ Evatt.
Suares traces the evolution of ChiQley’s
thoughts on key questions of the day – the
Cold War, India’s relationship/place within
the Commonwealth, Japanese reconstruction
– but also outlines the positive vision of
international engagement that Australia
projected in this era. This bold, ambitious vision for
the international community, and the conviction that
Australia could play a pivotal role on the world stage
in advancing progressive policy, cuts a stark contrast
with the shallow, timid, and parochial form of foreign
policy engagement that Australia has too often
pursued since the Howard era.
The book demonstrates how ChiQley’s rural
background set the scene for his later engagement
with the great international questions of the day.
ChiQley was a denizen of Bathurst, a town shaped by
its location in rural NSW. ChiQley’s early career was
forged on the locomotives that crossed the
countryside. His background in the export-oriented
agrarian economy of rural New South Wales ensured
he understood Australia as a part of the global
economy. Australia’s inability to disconnect from
global economic trends was later conQirmed for
ChiQley by the devastation of the Great Depression in
the 1930s.
Suares weaves these vital contextual elements into a
detailed and satisfying account of ChiQley’s
relationship to the outside economic world, narrating
his response (and the opposition he had to overcome
within the ALP) to Bretton Woods and the

establishment of the new Qinancial institutions created
as major pillars of the post-war economic order.
Some of the most salient revelations detail ChiQley’s
approach to the Asia-PaciQic region. His thinking on
the placement of Australia within the region has a
contemporary resonance considering the paucity of
sustained foreign policy thinking within the current
government.
It also raises substantial issues for Labor
historiography, most notably, the party’s embrace of
the racist White Australia policy of racial exclusion.
Suares addresses ChiQley’s support for White
Australia, and it is neither excused nor justiQied. But
she also demonstrates that this commitment did not
prevent ChiQley from encouraging further regional
collaboration and engagement, and from acting in
solidarity with the great powers of the PaciQic and
Indian Ocean.
One of the most interesting examples
(though not the only one) Suares provides
is of ChiQley’s support for independent
India’s Qirst prime minister Jawaharlal
Nehru. Suares speaks of the ‘remarkable
convergence of the world-views’ of ChiQley
and Nehru, offering a compelling narrative
of the cooperation between the two leaders
in establishing India’s place within the
Commonwealth.
ChiQley believed India to be a ‘bulwark
against Communism in Asia’, and identiQied
early that it was poverty and disempowerment
that drove many within the region towards the
radical creed. This could best be addressed
through engagement and the amelioration of poverty
and colonial dominance – a prescient observation that
policy-makers elsewhere would have done well to
emulate. ChiQley, as a result, prized continued
engagement with India, and judged this more
important than its republicanism when determining
the nation’s involvement in the emerging Commonwealth.
As Suares reveals, Nehru later singled out the role of
Chifley in ‘evolving the Commonwealth formula which
enabled India, while a Republic, to remain in the
Commonwealth.’
This stands in striking contrast to the narrow-minded
imperial parochialism of Menzies, who adamantly
opposed the notion that the Commonwealth was not
the rebadged Empire, and that there could be any
form of post-imperial community not bound by loyalty
to the crown.
Suares has offered a powerful account of the
development of ChiQley’s outlook, and the manner in
which it shaped Australia’s relationship with the
outside world. It is an impressive accomplishment.
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Angela Woollacott on Don Dunstan
Malcolm Saunders
Angela Woollacott, Don Dunstan: The visionary
politician who changed Australia (Sydney: Allen and
Unwin, 2019). pp. xi + 332, illustrated, $32.99 paper.
Angela Woollacott, the Manning Clark Professor of History
at the Australian National University, has produced a
lengthy, comprehensive, and well-documented biography
of the most famous Labor premier in South Australian
history. Don Dunstan (1926-99) has been dead for twenty
years but he is still remembered, principally by ‘baby
boomers’ and even older Australians, as the most
energetic, successful, and controversial of reformers that
not just the state but the nation has ever seen. As attorneygeneral (1965-67) and premier (1967-68, 1970-79)
Dunstan led state governments that transformed South
Australia politically and socially (although less so
economically).
I was never an acquaintance of the man –
the closest I ever came to him was shaking
his hand when arriving at Labor Party
rallies in the 1970s at such venues as the
Norwood and Glenelg Town Halls – but
was one of countless younger South
Australians who admired and was
inspired by him (and, later, a bit
disappointed with him). Like Dunstan, too,
I harboured an attachment to Adelaide
(where I lived for the first 28 years of my
life) and had fond memories of Suva
(where I lived for 3 years). Given the
nature of this newsletter and my
background, this review is directed at
labour historians and is inevitably
somewhat personal.
For those of us who lived through ‘the
Dunstan decade’ and are familiar with
most of its subject-matter, the book makes
for compelling reading; the experience is rather like racing
through a gripping novel. Woollacott, thankfully, has
eschewed the tortuous prose of the postmodernists and
their ilk and penned a remarkably lucid narrative. She
takes us through Dunstan’s privileged upper-middle-class
childhood and youth in Fiji and South Australia: his
establishment as a parliamentarian in a safe Labor seat
(Norwood) while still in his twenties; his achievements
while in office re the status of women, Aboriginal
Australians, and homosexuals; his hostility to the death
penalty and the White Australia Policy; his unusual, for a
politician, promotion of the arts (especially the theatre)
and aspects of culture (particularly food). That he was
bisexual and the constant subject of gossip in his day is
inevitably discussed. The almost tragic circumstances
surrounding his precipitate resignation from the
premiership in February 1979, his post-political career
(1979-99), and the decline of his health and his premature
death are well-covered.
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Even so, there is much to query. The book is promoted as
‘(the) first major biography’ of Dunstan as if little of any
length and substance had been published about the man
and his times. In fact, conspicuously absent from the book
is a literature review outlining what has earlier been
published. In a book which provides fifty pages of
endnotes Woollacott cites Dino Hodge’s Don Dunstan:
Intimacy and liberty (2014) only twice. We read nothing
about Woollacott’s predecessors, those who have begun
but never completed a biography of Dunstan. Questions
are suggested but never answered. For instance, what
impact did the unsavoury John Ceruto – Dunstan’s
sometime lover, friend, and supplicant – have on the man?
Did Ceruto, as some have maintained, inspire Dunstan’s
transformation from the bespectacled, old-fashioned,
nerdy-looking young man of the 1950s to the snappy,
photogenic ‘sharp dresser’ (132) of the 1970s? No one has
a good word to say about Ceruto but the issue needed
exploring. Similarly, Woollacott cannot bring herself to
condemn the patronage Dunstan provided his friends and
supporters – largesse which in this day and age would
have seen him forced out of office much earlier.
Dunstan spent virtually his entire adult life
as a prominent and influential member of
the Labor Party yet his relations with the
organised labour movement in South
Australia hardly rates a mention. How did
he get on with the state branch, ‘the
machine’ as it’s sometimes called? Or the
Trades and Labour Council? What role did
he play on its executive, at monthly
meetings of the party’s state council and
its annual state conference? Above all,
when did Dunstan’s generation of Labor
parliamentarians gain an ascendancy over
the Labor Party in South Australia that
Clyde Cameron and ‘Jim' Toohey had
exercised since the late 1940s?
That Dunstan was extraordinarily lucky is,
again, suggested rather than stated. In
1 9 6 5 t h e Wa l s h - D u n s t a n L a b o r
government inherited an economy made
prosperous in part because of the policies of Thomas
Playford’s Liberal and Country League governments
(1938-65). What the incoming Labor government did was
to fill the vacuum created by Playford’s neglect of social
and political reform. Ten years later the Dunstan
government’s sale of South Australia’s non-metropolitan
railways to the Commonwealth government not only
boosted the state’s ailing coffers but played a part in
ensuring Dunstan’s return to the Treasury benches in the
mid-1975 election.
So, although Woollacott has not produced a hagiography,
she has been noticeably soft on her subject. Yet the
extraordinary wide range of sources she used – at the core
of which was the Don Dunstan Collection at Flinders
University – and her very accessible, almost journalistic
style, are the book’s major virtues and will ensure that it
will rank as the most authoritative work on the subject for
years to come.
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Frank Hyett – Railway Unionist, Socialist and
Anti-Conscriptionist
Dave Nadel
In 1970 I wrote an Honours Thesis for the Monash
History Department under the title Frank Hyett
(1882-1919) – Militant Unionist. My interest in Frank
Hyett had been sparked by an article in the June 1966
issue of Recorder by Godfrey Bullen remembering the
foundation secretary of the Victorian Railways Union,
Frank Hyett.
There were several things that appealed to me about the
life and career of Frank Hyett as described by Bullen. One
thing was Hyett’s leadership (along with John Curtin) of
the trade unions’ campaign against Conscription during
the 1916 and 1917 referenda. 1970 was the year of the
Vietnam Moratorium and the height of opposition to
Australian involvement in the Vietnam War. I had been
involved in protests against the Vietnam War from the
commitment of Australian troops in 1965. I was also
vehemently opposed to Conscription and had
participated in marches and meetings against the draft.
Most anti-Conscriptionists in the 1960s were aware of
and inspired by the successful opposition to Conscription
during World War I.
I had developed an academic interest in labour history
which meant that Frank Hyett’s involvement in railway
unionism and his earlier involvement in the Victorian
Socialist Party were part of the appeal. But it also
intrigued me that Frank had been a champion cricketer.
He had represented Victoria and had made a century
against Tasmania. His first class cricket career occurred
when he was Secretary of the Victorian
Railways Union, so he was being attacked
for his militant leadership of railway
workers in the same newspapers that
were praising him for his sporting
achievements. This is probably unique in
Victorian labour and sports history.
Frank Hyett had become a socialist at the
age of twenty. He had joined the Social
Democratic Party (SDP) and in 1905 was
party secretary. The SDP became the
Victorian Socialist Party (VSP) in 1906
under the leadership of the English trade
union leader and socialist propagandist
Tom Mann. Hyett became Assistant
Secretary. The VSP published The
Socialist and held street corner meetings
in industrial suburbs and at Yarra Bank.
In October 1906, after a member was arrested for
speaking without a permit in Chapel Street, Prahran, the
Party waged a Free Speech Campaign. Frank Hyett, Tom
Mann and most of the other activists were arrested.
Hyett and several others were sentenced to 14 days jail
after refusing to pay fines.
The Victorian Socialist Party attempted to create a
socialist lifestyle for its members. It included a Socialist

Co-operative (Frank was its Secretary), a speakers class,
a choir, an orchestra, and a band, and various sporting
activities including a bicycle club. It also organised
picnics and other social events. Many VSP members
subsequently became members of the ALP or the
Communist Party.
Frank Hyett became a foundation leader of the Victorian
Railways Union (VRU). In 1910 he had been appointed
Organiser and then elected General Secretary of the
Amalgamated Society of Railway Employees, which,
despite its name, was one of several railway unions
representing different sections of the industry. From the
first day of his appointment, Hyett began agitating for
'One Union for the Service.' In 1911, the ASRE
amalgamated with the Transportation Association and
several smaller sectional unions to form the VRU.
The VRU almost immediately became a key player in the
industrial and political affairs of Victoria. In the early
twentieth century railways played a key role in the state’s
economy. Rail was the main carrier of freight and
passengers in the state. At least two elections and one
strike (in 1903) had been fought over railway workers’
wages and political rights.
The railways were run cheaply to subsidise
uneconomical farms and orchards taking their produce
to Melbourne while goods produced in the city were
shipped at low cost to the country. This economic miracle
was produced at the expense of railway workers who
received considerably lower wages than workers in
other sectors doing similar work. Most Victorian workers
had their wages determined by independent Wages
Boards. Victorian Railway workers had their wages
determined by the State Parliament, a
parliament in which the conservative
parties outnumbered Labor by two to
one. Hyett led a sustained campaign for
an independent tribunal, which was
finally created a few months after his
death.
Frank Hyett moved the original motion
that launched the Trades Hall campaign
against conscription and led the
campaigns to defeat Hughes’ referenda.
He was at least as important as a leader
of the campaign as his friend and
colleague John Curtin. The unions’
campaigns were crucial, both in their
influence on the Victorian Labor Party
and more broadly in the mobilisation of
the working class vote against
conscription.
When Frank Hyett died prematurely in 1919 as a victim
of the ‘Spanish Flu' epidemic the Railways Union lost its
founder and the Australian working class one of its most
promising leaders.
Based on a speech delivered at the Rail Tram and Bus Union
commemorating the Centenary of Frank Hyett’s death. Photo of Dave Nadel
by Phillip Deery.
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The Politics of the Moratorium
Ken Mansell
The fiftieth anniversary of Melbourne’s 1970
Moratorium will be commemorated next year. On 8 May
we will remember and celebrate the day 100,000
people occupied the city to protest the Vietnam War.
The Moratorium was the culmination of eight years of
protest against Australian involvement in the war.
Prior to the huge 8 May rally, meetings were held in the
Richmond Town Hall for the purpose of establishing
organisational structures (office-bearers, local groups)
and deciding official Moratorium policy. All participants
at these meetings were given ample opportunity to
debate the issues and express their opinions about
policy. The views of the majority dictated the ideas,
messages and propaganda generated by Moratorium
spokespeople, officially and centrally. Minority views,
given free expression in the Richmond debates and
certainly not excluded from general expression in the
community, were nevertheless excluded from the
official publicity of the Moratorium.
The Moratorium of 8 May 1970 was a broad social
movement, a ‘United Front’ encompassing a diverse
range of attitudes about the war, its causes and
solutions, from the simple demand of ‘Peace Now’ to
those positions advocating political (and even, in some
cases, military) support for the ‘enemy’ – the National
Liberation Front of South Vietnam, or ‘Viet Cong’.
All of these positions were allowed expression in the
meetings which were held in the lead-up to the 8 May
demonstration. Those of us who were present at the
Richmond Town Hall meetings will remember they
were not occasions for the faint-hearted. They were
more than just contested – they were divisive, heated,
and acrimonious. All the various participants (of whom
some, or perhaps most, were part of organised
‘factions’) sought to achieve the satisfaction of their
demands. Yet the whole thing held together and did not
split. This was because the debate was a healthy
example of what democratic debate should look (and
sound) like.
Even those who were initially frustrated by the nonacceptance of their views still remained loyal to the
concept, and committed to the procedures and
structures of the Moratorium. Perhaps the best example
is the Worker-Student Alliance (WSA) agitators
(associated with the Bakery and the Monash/Latrobe
axis) who from the very beginning had argued
vociferously for the Moratorium to adopt, in its official
publicity, an ‘anti-(U.S) imperialist’ position, more
specifically a position of political and military support
for the National Liberation Front (NLF) of South
Vietnam.
Members of the Monash Labor Club had in 1967 risked
prosecution under the Defence Forces Protection Act
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(not to mention the 1960 Crimes Act) by sending
medical and ‘unspecified’ aid to the NLF. The Monash
Labor Club was one of a number of ‘new left’ radical
youth organisations not invited to the very first
Moratorium national consultation held in Canberra in
late 1969. Not surprisingly, the leftist position of
‘support the NLF’ was explicitly excluded from the May
1970 Moratorium official publicity and platform.
The Worker-Student Alliance also argued strongly at
the Richmond meetings for a mass ‘sit-down’ on 8 May.
This idea was seen by the majority at Richmond Town
Hall as a crazy ultra-left idea. Needless to say, the ‘sitdown’ actually came to pass. This was because on the
day itself, the idea of ‘sitting-down’ seemed – to
everyone – the perfectly sensible thing to do. Nobody
called for it; it happened spontaneously. WSA was
further vindicated in the course of 1970 when
‘recognition of the NLF’ was accepted as central to the
September Moratorium.
At Richmond in 1970 I voted for the WSA positions. My
views on the war have not changed fundamentally
since. From 1961 right through to the final imperialist
defeat in 1975 the United States waged a barbaric,
genocidal war of aggression against the peoples of
Vietnam, both north and south. U.S leaders Johnson,
Rusk, McNamara, Bundy, Nixon (and their Australian
counterparts Menzies, Holt, Gorton) were war criminals
and deserved to be hauled before an international war
crimes tribunal. The resistance to the American
invasion was led in the South by the NLF. In the end
many of us reached the conclusion it was not enough to
simply call for an end to the war, or even for the
‘withdrawal of all foreign troops.’ ‘One side was right,
and one side was wrong – victory to the Viet Cong’. This
was a minority position in 1970, probably even a
minority position among the more youthful protestors.
It is also probably a minority position today. Looking
back, many people possibly see the Vietnam War as an
unfortunate ‘mistake’ of U.S foreign policy, a mistake
carried out by a handful of ‘hawks’ around Johnson and
Nixon, rather than an inherent expression of U.S
capitalism and its gigantic military-industrial complex.
Organisers of the 2020 Commemoration are faced with
difficult questions about the scope and political content
of topics that might be raised legitimately in the
publicity and material produced for the event. What are
the main themes and issues? Should publicity for the
2020 anniversary celebration differ from the messages
generated in the official publicity of 1970? Our political
opinions (and perceptions about the Vietnam War) may
have changed since 1970. Should our messages to the
public of 2020 channel these retrospective opinions
about the war rather than the official Moratorium
policy of 1970? How much weight should be given to
those minority views that were excluded from the
official publicity in May 1970? Might it not be best – and
more historically accurate – to give full recognition in
Commemoration publicity to the wide range of views
that existed in the 1970 movement?
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David Walker: Stranded Nation
Allan Patience
David Walker, Stranded Nation: White Australia in an
Asian region (Perth: UWA Publishing, 2019). 526pp.
$39.99 paper.
With this book, Professor Walker has made a major
contribution to our understandings of Australia’s past,
present and future relations with the country’s partners
and contenders in the Asia-Pacific. It follows his earlier
(equally important) book, Anxious Nation: Australia and
the rise of Asia 1850–1939 (1999). Stranded Nation
provides a superbly researched and engagingly written
historical narrative that, as its author notes at the outset,
'focuses on Australia’s progressive shift towards Asia from
the late 1930s to the 1970s' (xxi). However, it has not been
a smooth or easy shift.
Stranded Nation’s narrative stands alongside
other paradigmatic interpretations of Australian
history such as Keith Hancock’s Australia,
Manning Clark’s multi-volumed History of
Australia, Robert Hughes’ The Fatal Shore, or
Geoffrey Blainey’s The Tyranny of Distance.
However, Walker’s approach differs significantly
from those authors in regard to his deep
knowledge and profound respect for the
cultures and societies of Asia. As he shows, these
are cultures and societies that over a long time
Australia has variously feared, serially
misrepresented, contemptuously ignored, or
clumsily offended. Walker makes the point, very
emphatically, that Australia’s future is ineluctably tied to
Asia. Viewed from this perspective, Walker is an historian
for the future, whereas the scholars mentioned above are
historians for the past.
Invasion anxieties have plagued Australia’s Asian
imaginings, particularly after the end of the Pacific War
when Asia’s post-colonial states were throwing off the yolk
of colonialism. These events have heightened Australia’s
sense of regional insecurity – an insecurity that has
plagued the country’s diplomacy in the Asia Pacific for far
too long. Walker issues a timely warning: 'Keeping invasive
Asia at bay, relegating it to a secondary place in our
thinking, continues to frustrate a fuller understanding of
what it means for Australia to be an Asia-Pacific
nation' (29-30). An especially egregious example of
Australia’s Asian (mis)understandings is former Prime
Minister John Howard’s insistence that 'we do not have to
choose between our history and our geography.' As Walker
shows, it is precisely this kind of binary thinking that
actually imperils Australia’s geopolitical security and
prosperity.
Stranded Nation charts the contemporary history of
Australia’s Asia paranoia, probing the racism and its
related prejudices that, when translated into government
policy (for example, the White Australia Policy), all too
frequently have put the country at odds with its regional

neighbours, when it should be cultivating their
understanding and friendship. The manner in which
Australia complacently accepts its designation as 'the odd
man out in Asia' has been the basis of the country’s
sustained belief (amounting to a kind of religious
fundamentalism) that it is eternally in need of 'great and
powerful friends' to guarantee its security. Up until the Fall
of Singapore in 1942, it was Britain that Australia relied on
for protection from what was seen as a looming Asia. Then
the country turned to the United States, even though as
Walker notes, General MacArthur 'disputed the common
fiction that ‘the American and the Australian people are
very similar.’ He considered them ‘poles apart’, agreeing
with the US Consul at the time that 'a superior type had
settled America' (81). It was, therefore, a deluded Australia
that signed the ANZUS treaty in 1951. It remains a country
that still naïvely regards Uncle Sam as the ultimate benign
protector of Australia’s security needs in Asia.
In a delightful chapter (6: 'Biggles Explains the Orient'),
there is a forensic interrogation of the hegemonic cultural
influence peddled in books by Captain W.E.
Johns aimed at imbuing white boys throughout
the Empire with right thinking. The hero of the
books is Captain Bigglesworth (aka 'Biggles'), a
British pilot of impeccable valour and manners,
an archetypical defender of the white man’s
burden in civilising the 'Orient'. Walker writes:
'Where “natives" [Asians or other ‘coloured
peoples’] were behaving badly (as was often to
be the case in decolonising Asia) it was the task
of the expert on "native brains” to understand
why' (179). That expert of course was the
upright, robustly masculine, inherently superior
white man. Walker shows how the prejudices
associated with this thinking were widespread in
influential cultural and political circles in Australia in the
years immediately following the Pacific War.
The chapter (7) on the formation of the Non-Aligned
Movement, instituted at a conference in the Indonesian
city of Bandung in April of 1955, is a standout account of
how Australia shot itself in the foot by fretting about
whether or not to engage seriously with the states
attending the conference. Walker notes: 'For some in the
West, the Bandung gathering was a worrying sign that the
‘white man’s’ day of reckoning was drawing nearer' (195).
It was precisely this thinking that meant Bandung ended
up as a tragically missed opportunity for Australian
diplomacy in a rapidly changing Asia Pacific. Instead,
Australia threw itself enthusiastically into the mindless
vortex of Cold War politics, following America into the
inconclusive Korean War, then defeat in the Vietnam War,
while locking Australia into joining US wars ever since.
This excellent book concludes that throughout the period
it surveys, 'Australians brought to the task of knowing the
East a generic orientalism sharpened and shaped by a
growing awareness of Asia’s proximity' (457). David
Walker has shown convincingly that this distorted
thinking must not continue. If it does, Australia’s future
prosperity and security are at stake. It’s time for Australia
to find a home in Asia.
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Proportional Representation in Victorian
Local Government
Lyle Allan
Victorian local government has a long history of various
ward arrangements and voting systems. Proportional
representation using the single transferable vote (PRSTV), which is now used for the great majority of
Victoria’s 79 municipalities, is relatively new. An
Andrews Labor Government bill will remove the present
option for multi-councillor wards, where PR-STV is
mainly used.
Most Victorian municipalities before the 1990s had
three-councillor wards. Each councillor had a three-year
term. Staggered elections were held annually for the
council seat in each ward whose councillor had reached
the end of the three-year term. Votes were counted by
the single transferable vote system. A few municipalities
were undivided, with staggered at-large elections for
one-third of the council membership every year. Wards
were very often uncontested, and Victorian Governments
generally had little interest in local government. Rarely
was PR-STV considered an option.
In 1953, former Richmond City councillor and federal
parliamentarian, Jack Cremean, criticised the option of
PR-STV for local councils arguing, as US Republican
councillors did successfully in New York in the McCarthy
era, that it would allow the election of Communists.
Cremean joined the anti-Communist Democratic Labor
Party (DLP) when Labor split in 1955. Under PR-STV, the
DLP would probably have won parliamentary seats. Its
State Leader, Jack Little, proposed a unicameral
parliament in Victoria elected by PR-STV at the 1961
Victorian state election, a total reversal from the previous
attitude of anti-Communist parliamentarians such as
Cremean. Often Labor members would argue against PRSTV on grounds that it was complex and unfathomable.
An English academic, Classics Professor at the University
of New England, elected to the Armidale Town Council in
New South Wales, opposed PR-STV in 1970 on the rather
fallacious grounds that the good burghers of Armidale
would not understand it.
In 1989, a Cain Labor Government bill sought PR-STV for
local government, but it was rejected by the Coalition
majority in the Legislative Council. Victoria first used PRSTV in 1988 for Richmond City Council when elections
for its council resumed after the dismissal of all its
previously elected councillors for corruption. That first
PR-STV election was authorised by a special Regulation.
In 1994 the newly-elected Kennett Liberal Government
replaced all Victorian councillors, other than for the tiny
Borough of Queenscliffe, with Commissioners it
appointed. The number of councils was reduced from
210 to 78. The Commissioners were responsible for
administering their councils, as well as establishing an
electoral structure to operate when their councils
resumed elections, which were to be held triennially.
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The electoral structure for each municipality depended
on commissioner whim. Some councils were undivided,
some had all multi-councillor wards, some had a
combination of multi-councillor wards and singlecouncillor wards, while others had all single-councillor
wards, which had never existed in Victoria beforehand.
Legislation providing for PR, surprisingly, was first
enacted by the Kennett Government in 1997, after the
end of commissioner rule, under a dual voting structure
in three municipalities: the City of Melbourne, the City of
Greater Geelong, and the Shire of Nillumbik. Under dual
voting some councillors, referred to as district
councillors, were elected ‘at-large’ by PR-STV from the
whole municipality. Others were elected from singlecouncillor wards.
Where commissioners chose multi-councillor wards or
an undivided council, elections there used a block vote
system (Lakeman 1974, 36), the multiple-majoritypreferential system, which had been discontinued for
Senate elections in 1948 when, with bipartisan support,
it was replaced by PR-STV.
The Bracks Labor Government provided for PR-STV in all
multi-councillor wards in 2003 when the party
controlled both houses of the Victorian Parliament, but
its introduction was flawed. Many councils had wards
with an even number of councillors (stalemate wards),
wards of different district magnitudes, and often a
mixture of single and multi-councillor wards. That meant
a lack of parity, and in some councils decisions could
therefore be determined by a particular group of
councillors that might not be the choice of a majority of
voters. An example is the City of Casey, presently the
subject of corruption allegations. It has five twocouncillor wards, and one single-councillor ward. Under
PR-STV, if two groups seek election in such twocouncillor wards, the likely result is that each group will
secure one of the two councillors unless a particular
group secures 67 per cent of the vote, in which case that
group would elect both councillors. The sole singlecouncillor ward councillor would, if there were equal
numbers on a vote in each of the stalemate wards, act as
the kingmaker.
In 2003 Bracks instituted Electoral Representation
Reviews where, on a 12-year cycle, the Victorian
Electoral Commission recommended a structure for each
council. PR-STV works best if wards have the same
number of councillors, that number is an odd number,
and the total size of the council is also to be an odd
number. Councils should not be a disparate mixture of
single and multi-member wards. No Victorian
government or opposition has yet proposed legislation to
remove those anomalies to more closely match the better
approach of each of the three States adjoining Victoria,
despite continual representations from the Proportional
Representation Society’s Victoria-Tasmania Branch
(PRSA 2019).
The present Labor proposal for discontinuance of the
multi-councillor ward option is a total, unforeshadowed,
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reversal from ALP policy in Victoria for the past forty
years. In part it results from right-wing factional
pressure, and the probability that Labor would control a
number of councils if the party endorses candidates. In
part it results from a desire to remove the Greens from
local government. Labor needs to look at history. It might
win every seat in certain councils under single-councillor
wards, one example being Greater Dandenong, but that is
not good for the party. Labor-endorsed councillors are
often of very poor quality, and have not changed much
since the 1950s when, in Northcote, as noted in several
articles in Recorder, they supported a City Librarian that
refused to let children under 14 use the Library.
Before the election of Darebin Council by PR-STV, Labor
members held every seat on the council, but it is now
likely that Greens might win several seats under singlecouncillor wards. The Greens became a factor in local
government before PR-STV. In Yarra City Council, Greens
numbers have been reduced by PR-STV. The failure of
Greens to win more than one seat in the Legislative
Council in 2018 under PR-STV, resulting from Greens
Party in-fighting, might also help Labor on this issue, but
it is to be totally regretted.
References:
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At the launch: Being Left-Wing in Australia

Vale David Hudson

(4 May 1943 – 16 September 2019)

Peter Love
David Hudson’s friends and comrades gathered at the
Middle Park Bowling Club to farewell him and
acknowledge the work he had done for good causes.
Ken Norling, the MC, spoke about his long-term
association with David at the International Bookshop.
He also admitted that they rejoiced in the pedantry for
which they were both known. In David’s case it was a
thoroughly practical obsession which qualified him for
his last job as an editor at Swinburne University’s
Institute for Social Research.
He had a Scottish background but grew up as a
Victorian boy in Casterton from where he went to
Melbourne University to train as a secondary teacher.
There, he joined in the activist campaigns of the 1970s.
After serving his ‘bond’ period teaching, he left the
profession and continued a life on the left where he
settled into the job of managing the International
Bookshop. The comrades who worked with him at the
shop, and many of the customers, came to appreciate
his love of literature and left politics. The shop was also
one of the few places in Melbourne that sold gay
literature in a period where it was unwise to come out.
Sadly, some of his closest workmates, Molly Hadfield
and Olga Silver, have predeceased him. Nevertheless,
Ken Norling bears witness to the intellectual left culture
that David and the bookshop served so admirably.
Phil Cleary spoke about a European trip that he shared
with David. He was deeply impressed with the breadth
of David’s historical knowledge. Other speakers, Fran
Barrenger, Andrew Hewitt and Rose Costelloe spoke of
his deep learning and encyclopaedic knowledge of the
Australian left, his kindness and selfless generosity to
many. He was also a congenial companion in the pub.
David was the second secretary of the Melbourne ASSLH.
He was one of those people who came to personify the
quietly committed people who affirmed the left’s core
principles and ethics. It was good to see so many of the
comrades who came to see him off and celebrate his life.

Geoff Robinson at the Trades Hall launch. Photo by Phillip Deery.

Ken Norling speaking at David’s farewell. Photo by Peter Love.
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Inside the Greens
Hall Greenland
Paddy Manning, Inside the Greens: The Origins and
Future of the Party, the People and the Politics
(Melbourne: Black Inc, 2019). 540pp. $34.99 paper.
This capacious history of the Greens in Australia should
be of interest to all students of labour history if only
because Greens members and voters represent one of
Labor’s lost tribes.
It didn’t need to be like that. It was the ACTU congress of
1969 which arguably (and perhaps temporarily, as it has
turned out) saved the Great Barrier Reef with a black ban
on mining and drilling of the reef. Then there was the
Green Bans of the Builders Labourers Federation in the
1970s. Labor titans of that era, such as Gough Whitlam
and Neville Wran, also proved champions of the
environment. Even the Hawke government in its early
years proved a reliable ally, successfully stopping the
damming of the Franklin.
What went wrong is not deeply explored in this book
beyond noting Labor’s need for votes in resource-rich
areas and its umbilical connection to timber and mining
unions. For the early Greens the 1990s represented a
series of environmental betrayals by Labor which
entrenched their determination to create an independent
political force.
But, of course, there is more to the emergence of the
Greens than Labor backsliding on ‘green’ issues. The
party was first registered in 1984 by a group of innerSydney leftists disillusioned by the neo-liberal and prouranium turn of the Labor party. In an election leaflet
they described themselves like this: ‘The Greens in
Sydney come from many backgrounds. Environmental
and resident activists. Nuclear disarmers. Dissidents
from the Labor party who have witnessed betrayals by
both wings of that party. Feminists. Anarchists. Those
inspired by the German Greens. Socialists of various
kinds.’
In addition to this leftist current, as this book points out,
the big leap in Greens' membership and voter support
occurred in the 2001 ‘Tampa’ election when a tranche of
erstwhile Labor and small ‘l’ Liberal voters electors
opted for the pro-refugee Greens in disgust at Labor’s
embrace of the John Howard line on refugees. This moral
appeal was soon after reinforced when only the Greens
senators Bob Brown and Kerry Nettle refused to kowtow to US President Bush when he visited Australia in
the wake of the disastrous and criminal invasion of Iraq.
Contrary to the lost-Labor-tribe interpretation, the main
historiographical contribution of Inside the Greens is to
uncover the non-Labor roots of the Australian Greens in
the earlier iterations of liberal ‘third ‘parties in Australian
politics, namely the Australia Party (1966-75), the United
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Tasmanian Group (1972-1990) and the Australian
Democrats (1977-2016).
The argument that they are the main progenitors of the
Australian Greens gets strong support from the fact that
Bob Brown and the other Tasmanians emerged from this
milieu. As Inside the Greens reminds us, Bob Brown’s
preference in 1990-91 was for a merger of his Tasmanian
independents with the Australian Democrats to form the
Green Democrats. A coup inside the Democrats
scuppered this prospect and Brown returned to the
project of collaborating in the formation of the Australian
Greens with second-order choices.
This connection to earlier ‘third party’ traditions helps
explain the pussyfooting with the Liberals and other
conservatives over preferences that Greens in eastern
states – other than NSW – have indulged in, notoriously
the deal with Clive Palmer in 2013 and the talks with the
Liberals in Victoria in 2016.
While Inside the Greens is basically history rather than
analysis, it is very much the Bob Brown/Christine Milne
version of that history. In this view the Greens NSW are
the dark Other disrupting and frustrating the valiant
efforts of the Apple island knights.

Annandale ALP members at an anti-nuclear march, early 1980s.
Photograph by Jack Carnegie (Hall Greenland, far left).

Space prohibits the refutation of this oversimplification
(this reviewer, along with other Greens, has unpicked this
interpretation at www.inside-insidethegreens.com.au).
What is obviously right about this version is that the
Tasmanian Greens and the NSW party, with their very
different origins, have been intermittently at war over
the future orientation of the Greens for much of the
party’s history. This burst out into the open most
spectacularly in 2016 when then Greens NSW Senator
Lee Rhiannon and the NSW party torpedoed a potential
deal by her parliamentary colleagues with the Coalition
over increased government funding for private and
religious schools.
As Manning’s highly readable narrative makes clear for
the first time, Bob Brown and his supporters were
prepared to split the party in 2016-17 to rid themselves
of the Greens left-wing. The party’s National Council (and
apparently federal parliamentary leader Richard Di
Natale) refused to countenance this and the party stayed
together.
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Despite the conflicts and tensions, Manning convincingly
argues that the Greens are now a permanent feature of
the political scene. The reasons for this are the political
issues they champion, their very real accomplishments
and their well-defined social base. This distinguished
them from earlier ‘third’ parties.
Whether the Greens can break out of their 10 percent
support base is something Manning explores in the final
section of the book by giving the platform to various
Greens thinkers and political figures, such as Adam
Bandt, Tim Hollo, Richard Dennis and Jonathan Sri. The
one figure he won’t give airtime to is NSW Greens MP
David Shoebridge, whose policy ideas are as close to
Bernie Sanders, Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez and Jeremy
Corbyn as you will get in the Greens.
This ecological social-democratic orientation may be the
way to win more of the Labor electorate but Manning’s
implicit position is that faced with the current ecological
emergency, the Greens need to concentrate on winning
support from non-Labor voters. But even if this were
accomplished, the problem remains whether Labor can
return to its earlier liberal, green tendencies to become a
reliable ally.

Greville Street
Max Nankervis
Judith Buckrich, The World is One Kilometre:
Greville Street, Prahran (Prahran Mechanics
Institute Press, 2019). 213pp. $50 paper.
Local history has a fascination for many of us, even
those not usually interested in the past. But when it
comes to our own territory, it piques our interest
partly because it gives an insight into parish pump
politics, and also, with luck, a personal reference to
our family or our house. Most local histories take as
their subject matter a suburb or district, or perhaps an
institution of note, and rarely do they focus on a
speciQic street. But The World Is One Kilometre: Greville
Street, Prahran does just that – it focuses on a
particular urban kilometre of Prahran. Few local
histories go to this micro level of analysis, though this
is a continuation of such analysis by the author, Judith
Buckrich.

aspect of the land and its relationship to Indigenous
locals. However, this exploration tends to take a broad
sweep of the land generally south of the Yarra, and
less on the detail of the smaller area of Greville Street
and its associated cross streets. Such local geophysical minutiae is probably difQicult to pin down,
though there are various maps which might have
assisted in this.
While the book tends to wander off to tell the story of
the wider area of Prahran, rather than focus on
Greville Street, one opportunity to capitalise on some
available relevant data is presented on pages 96-8 .
Here, a detailed report on owners and occupiers of
one particular site, number 43 Greville St is
reproduced in its entirety. Alas, while the data in the
report tends to readily reinforce the pattern of the
shifting fortunes of Greville Street as it moves through
cycles of boom and bust, fashion, ethnic and cultural
changes and residential and industrial land use, the
author makes no analysis of the very pertinent data. It
is a missed opportunity. Unfortunately, despite the
lavish use of illustrations, no photo of the house in
question, which is extant, is included.
The author lists by name and occupation 'several
interesting people' (47) in the street around 1869,
though omits to tell us just why these residents were
'interesting'. But later we get to know of two
signiQicant residents, Aeneas Gunn and Marcus Clark,
both prominent in early Australian literature, and a
few others such as the unfortunate Austrian born
baker, Johann Plisch, who experienced anti-German
sentiment during World War I. But whether a history
of Greville Street should discuss the crimes and family
issues of the adopted and 'natural' children of a
(named) well-known business family who went to
'private schools' is questionable.

Greville Street warrants a close look if only because it
has a long European history, having been 'settled' as
early as 1840. Moreover, it has, over its waxing and
waning fortunes during 180 years, been home to
various civic buildings, businesses, and a variety of upmarket and down-market residential buildings. In
some way it is a microcosm of Melbourne’s European
development, which makes it a suitable case for
historical research.
The book begins where an Australian urban history
should: in the geophysical and cultural setting before
European arrival. It sets out to describe the physical

It is chapters Qive ('A New Social Paradigm') and six
('Greville Street Zenith') to which many readers will
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Qind they can personally relate. In the latter chapter,
those people who delve into local history in the hope
of recognition of themselves or colleagues (or in this
case 'comrades') will Qind particular satisfaction. It
delves heavily into Greville Street as a haven for
counter-culture, hippies, communists and all those
'agin the government' in the heady 1970s. The
colourful social photographer, Rennie Ellis, was an
important part of this scene, and Qive pages of his
work are reproduced, a couple of which show the
never-to-be forgotten diesel train engine bursting out
of the façade of the Station Hotel onto Greville Street.
To do this and give some idea of the colour of the
scene, the chapter relies heavily on (somewhat long)
personal accounts and many 'little known facts about
well-known people'.

Too often the author drifts off into data which she may
have found interesting along the path of her research,
but for the reader, it raises the question of relevance to
the key subject matter: the development of Greville
Street. For example, the full-page illustration of the
(short-lived) railway gantry across St Kilda Road at
Union Street (33) seems superQluous, as is the picture
of the Cremorne Paddle Steamer (34). Overall, this is
an interesting and important study, but one which
would have beneQitted from a much more thorough
editing process. With more attention to this process
we wouldn’t have to accept that the Soviet Union
entered WWII in 1841.

Stranded Nation

But by the 1980s the street was losing that counterculture cache as serious antiquarian booksellers and
the like lifted the 'tone' of the street. Gone now is the
Continental Café, Leggett’s Palladium, and The Station
Hotel. And at the eastern end of the street, the
nineteenth century terrace houses (and the College
Lawn Hotel) have gentriQied. Gone are the hippies and
communists, and any sign of poverty.
The book is lavishly supplied with illustrations, and
some key maps, though some early maps such as the
Kearny map might have achieved a better result by
being larger scale and annotated to pin-point the
particular sites being highlighted, such as the very
early, and historically and politically crucial, Royal
George Hotel on the corner of Chapel and Greville
Street. Similarly, the 1895 MMBW maps reproduced
(84-9) might have been usefully analysed and
annotated. Indeed, the inclusion of an annotated
present-day map of the area would have been
particularly useful to locate, for example, the (now
renamed/disappeared) Foundry Lane.
Many will Qind interest in this volume. However, as a
history tome, it has several deQicits. Apart from some
confusing syntax, and odd set-out arrangements of
indented quotes and text being conQlated, the citation
process is very perplexing. The 'endnotes' at the end
of each chapter – which unusually run consecutively
throughout the book cite some key data (and often
long slabs of other authors’ work), including some
Wikipedia entries. But unfortunately many important
stated 'facts' go unreferenced and are really uncritical
assertions in danger of creating 'urban myths'. For
example, a Mr Dixon is dismissed in one un-evidenced
sentence with 'He was a popular man, he was at times
a bully' (69). Moreover, many secondary sources are
uncritically used and cited, and by implication given as
primary sources. It also becomes a compendium of
isolated information about some fairly peripheral
issues related to the wider area of Prahran and places
further aQield.
So, in the end, the reader is left wondering: is this a
book about historical development in Prahran and
surroundings, or about Greville Street in particular?
12 Recorder no. 296

David Walker at the book launch of Stranded Nation. Photo by
Phillip Deery.
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