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Tributes to John Cain (26 April 1931–23 December 2019)
Brian Smiddy
I first met John Cain in 1974 when he was seeking
endorsement as the ALP candidate in the newly
established electorate of Bundoora. There were a
number of candidates. There was the view in the Labor
Party that the electorate was likely to elect a Labor
candidate, considering that the area of West Heidelberg
was within the boundaries of the electorate and that
the vote for the ALP was about 80%.

In May 1976, John was elected the Labor Member for
Bundoora. He went on to be the Labor candidate on
Mive occasions: 1976, 1979, 1982, 1985 and 1998. Each
time he won on Mirst preferences.

During the period of the preselection contest I met
John a number of times. I had a strong personal view
that the local Member of Parliament should be full
time working for the electorate and secondly the
person should live within the electorate boundaries.
John was prepared to meet the Mirst criteria but was
unable to meet the second; nonetheless, he was
considered the best candidate.
One night, four of us travelled to a dilapidated building
in Fitzroy which was then the ALP ofMice. There, we
would participate with about thirty others in the
preselection ballot. There were Mive candidates and at
the conclusion of the Mirst ballot, John was elected with
over 50% of the vote.
From that time on, a deep friendship developed
between John and myself and continued until his
death. I’m proud to say I attended his Mirst campaign
meeting and then the last one as he retired in 1992.
I remember at that first campaign in 1976 that we needed
to have a telephone installed in the campaign office. I had a
contact who arranged for the phone to be put on in a few
days. I was to learn later on that the local estate agent
approached John and expressed amazement at such a
fast service. He had been on a six week waiting list.

John Cain. Photo by AAP; Julian Smith.

On becoming Premier in 1982, his time for the
electorate was limited. He had an electorate ofMice in
Bundoora was staffed by competent people. A practice
was developed over time whereby John would meet
the local ALP members on a Sunday morning about
three times a year. After he gave a report, it was then
question time. I normally chaired these meetings.
One great and long time member, Frank Dominick was
always Mirst to his feet. ‘I have six questions’. I would
say ‘one question Frank, the other Mive will come later
on.’ At other times, John would visit the shopping
centres on a Saturday morning, greeting the traders
and the local people. He maintained a deep and
abiding interest in the electorate and he kept himself
well informed of the local issues. An example of his
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abiding interest in the electorate was his work for the
extension of the tram line from East Preston to
Bundoora.
I saw my role as his campaign director to keep any local
difficulties under control. I used to state publicly that
John and the then Labor member for Greensborough, the
late Pauline Toner, were needed in Spring Street, so I
would look after the local problems.
My respect and admiration for the late John Cain cannot
be expressed in words. I have lost a good friend.
Throughout his career he faithfully served the people of
the electorate of Bundoora. He was an outstanding
Premier, a warm, caring and approachable man and,
above all, scrupulously honest. To Nancye and his family
we extend our condolences at his passing.

John Cain
Andrew Leigh
The following is an extract from a speech delivered at the
first John Cain Foundation lecture, Graduate House,
Melbourne University on Wednesday 19 February.
I acknowledge the Wurundjeri people, on whose lands
we meet today.
It’s less than two months since John Cain left us, and
just over a week since the outpouring of public
recognition that his memorial service evoked. As a child
of the Cain era, his passing still feels raw. My parents
grew up in Melbourne, and we visited regularly. I recall
the sense of fresh possibility when the Cain
Government’s 1982 election ended three decades of
Liberal rule. The Cain Government was a reformist
government – reforming liquor laws, investing in public
health and education, taking on the gun lobby and the
tobacco lobby.

economy class today). He kept a jar of loose change in
the office to pay for personal postage. He once sent a
box of champagne back to a well-connected donor.
When it turned out that an Australian Secret
Intelligence Service spy had been working in his office,
Cain wasn’t panicked, just wryly amused that ASIS had
learned nothing they couldn’t have found out from the
newspapers.
At the funeral, James Cain shared some of his father’s
advice: ‘Be honest and don’t cheat the system. Read
books.’ And if you have a choice between the easy way
and the hard way, ‘pick the right way, whether it’s easy
or hard’. With that, you can get a lot done. As John Cain
once recalled, ‘When elected, we enjoyed more than a
touch of idealism. We also had carefully researched,
prepared and published policies for all state
government activities. Our party had been productive
and innovative.’ […]
John Cain’s government marked a change in who was
regarded as Victoria’s ‘normal’ party of government.
Before him, the state was considered a conservative
bastion. Since 1982, Labor has governed in Victoria 71
percent of the time. Victorian Labor has won the last
two state elections. […] John Cain taught progressives
that idealism and discipline were essential to bringing
about change. His government was productive and
innovative – characteristics that are essential not only
to the Australian economy, but to any reforming Labor
government.

Melbourne Labor Atomic Week Rally

Unlike the showponies and charlatans of today, John
Cain took public service seriously. ‘It’s no good being in
office for three years, or four, or five’, he said. ‘I want to
see long-term change’. He drew on evidence, reformed
the public service, and worked with the caucus and the
broader labour movement. ‘It’s hard to make decisions
on complex issues’, he noted. ‘It’s is more difficult if the
process is defective.’
As Richard McGregor put it, Cain’s intractable belief was
that ‘policy ought to be the supreme arbiter of politics’.
In the early years, his public approval ratings were in
the 70s – but popularity was always a means to
achieving reform, not a goal in itself. After a generation
of conservative rule in Victoria, he knew he had to work
hard to maintain the trust of the electorate. His way
wasn’t pork and marketing, but hard policy reform.
Cain’s approach to politics was one of austere integrity
(you'll be relieved to know I flew to Melbourne in
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In October 1959, Arthur Calwell told the Melbourne Labor
Atomic Week rally that its appeal touched every human
being – the demands that there should be no more war,
nuclear tests and universal disarmament as we would never
live through another world war and civilisation would be
destroyed. The photo was taken at the rally with, left to
right: Jack Tripovich, Victorian ALP Secretary, Albert
McNolty, President, Hon E J. Ward MHR, Hon A. A. Calwell
MHR, Deputy Leader Federal ALP and Frank Carey, member
of Victorian State Executive.
[Words and image provided by Mary Elizabeth Calwell]
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Reason in Revolt
Verity Burgmann
The Melbourne Branch of the ASSLH sponsors the Reason
In Revolt (RIR) project (www.reasoninrevolt.net.au),
which brings together primary source documents of
Australian radicalism as an easily accessible digitised
resource. By ‘radical’ the project refers to those who aim to
make society more equal and to emancipate the exploited
or oppressed. The RIR online database now houses
around 2,275 documents from the 1850s to the present
day.
RIR uses the Online Heritage Research Manager
software for organising the material and presenting
documents in a way that allows researchers to browse
the collection and explore relationships between
‘entities’, such as movements, people, parties, groups,
philosophies, institutions, events and cultural forms.
For example, a researcher can analyse the role of
certain institutions and people in the development of
a given social movement or school of thought.
Most of the documents are searchable PDFs of
journals, magazines, pamphlets, leaMlets, Mlyers and
posters, but the site also contains jpg-image Miles,
mp3-audio and video Miles. Amongst the digitised
audio Miles are: an interview Verity Burgmann
conducted with Frank Hardy, a few days before he died
in 1994; and interviews conducted by renowned oral
historian, Wendy Lowenstein, for example, with
mineworkers involved in the Pilbara Mining dispute of
1986. Video Miles include black and white footage of
the civil liberties march in Brisbane in 1967.
The project was established in 2005 with funding
from the Australian Research Council. This Minanced
infrastructure development and the posting of its Mirst
1,500 documents. It also secured its institutional
support within the University of Melbourne, which
enables it to continue with minimal funding. Verity
Burgmann directs the project for free as an honorary
professor, but the site cannot survive and expand
without paid technical assistance, provided for many
years now by Jack Roberts. From 2010 to 2017, RIR
was supported by Roger Coates Labour History
Research Grants. Roger Coates’ intellectual
enthusiasm was for investigating the many and varied
strands of labour, socialist and other radical
movements from the mid nineteenth century onwards
—and the materials uploaded to the website reMlected
Roger’s interests. Documents added during these
years included ones produced by: the Industrial
Workers of the World; late nineteenth and early
twentieth century socialists and anarchists; twentieth
century trade union militants; Communist Party
activists; the Occupy Melbourne movement in
2011-2012; and Friends of the Earth, including its
magazine Chain Reaction, which is not available online
anywhere else. In 2017-2018, a University of

Melbourne Engagement Grant facilitated inclusion of
over 200 documents—mainly from the 1960s, 1970s
and 1980s—from the Australian Lesbian and Gay
Archives in Prahran. Coinciding with the period of the
marriage equality ‘survey’, RIR responded to
heightened interest and ran a successful social media
campaign to advertise the website’s upload of these
archives of lesbian and gay activism.
Those who sustain RIR rightly help shape its
orientation. Later in the year, Recorder will report on
the website’s activities under Melbourne Branch
sponsorship and how the documents added to the
website are strengthening its signiMicant holdings in
labour history.

Activism, Struggle and Labour History
Radio Program
Iain McIntyre
Over the summer of 2019/2020 Community Radio
3CR hosted a program entitled Activism, Struggle and
Labour History which was made up of a variety of
presentations that were given during the 2019
Australian Society for the Study of Labour History
conference. The programs are now available online as
podcasts, along with other 3CR summer series, at
https://www.3cr.org.au/summerspecials2019-2020
Episode 1: Phillip Deery – International Activism & the
struggle to save the Rosenbergs; Vashti Fox – Fascism
and Anti-Fascism in Melbourne in the 1990s; Verity
Burgmann – Trade Unions & the Anti-Corporate
Globalisation Movement.
Episode 2: Charlie Fox – Chinese seamen at Fremantle
during WWII; Cybele Locke – The Northern Drivers’
Union. An anti-racist organisation in the 1960s.
Episode 3: Nick Everett – The Campaign to defend
native rights 1946-49; Rae Frances – Sex TrafMicking,
Labour Migration and the State.
Episode 4: Iain McIntyre – Squatting’s place in
Emergency Housing 1946-48; Phoebe Kelloway – NSW
Northern District Coal Lockout 1929-30.
Episode 5: David Faber – Safety First, the 1934
Ingham Weil’s Disease Strike; Michael Pearson – The
First Motor Mechanics, 1900-1920.

Verity Burgmann at the Perth conference. Photo by Julie Kimber.
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Tony Pecinovsky, Let Them Tremble
Rowan Cahill
Tony Pecinovsky, Let Them Tremble: Biographical
Interventions Marking 100 Years of the Communist
Party, USA (International Publishers: New York,
2019). 442+, $29.95 paper.
September 2019 marked the centennial anniversary of
the birth of the Communist Party of the United States of
America (CPUSA), founded in 1919. The occasion was
marked by celebratory events. These will continue
through to September 2020. Let Them Tremble:
Biographical Interventions Marking 100 Years of the
Communist Party, USA by activist and journalist Tony
Pecinovsky, was launched in the context of this
anniversary.
Some biographical background regarding
author Pecinovksy is relevant. He is a member
of the CPUSA, and a product of the American
high school and community college systems.
His politics were forged in student activism
and in union and party organising. His
considerable research and writing skills,
evident in this book, were developed in his
contributions to a wide range of progressive
media outlets.
Importantly he is not a product of the
university system, which helps account for the
readability of Let them Tremble. It is devoid of
the genre formalities that often hamper the accessibility
of scholarly texts, and I have in mind things like specialist
jargon, and philosophical perambulations, accessible
only to niche elites. That said, the book with its title
harking back to the closing paragraph of Marx and
Engels’ Communist Manifesto, is a scholarly work,
attested to by the 79 pages of the endnotes and
bibliography. The former are extensive, and often contain
lengthy discussions and elaborations relevant to textual
and research matters that would otherwise have
prevented the free flow of the book. They also
demonstrate a deep historiographical awareness;
scholarly familiarity with primary and secondary
sources; and the author’s original archival research,
especially in the CPUSA material housed at New York
University in the Tamiment Library & Robert F. Wagner
Labor Archives, an extensive collection created by the
CPUSA and only comparatively recently processed
(2012-14).
Born in 1977, Pecinovsky is a post-Cold War communist.
This is relevant to Let Them Tremble. The intention of the
book is to demonstrate that despite conventional
wisdom, the CPUSA was not a marginal political force.
There is a mass of historical analyses by sympathisers
and hostiles alike about the CPUSA, the bulk
concentrating on what I call the heroic period of the
party’s history, the Popular Front through to the Cold
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War struggles against McCarthyism. Post-Cold War,
however, the field is less travelled.
This is a historiographical imbalance Pecinovksy
discusses in the introduction to his book, commenting
that ‘due to a lingering Red Taboo in much of US
historiography considerably less has been written about
this period.’ Further, as a by-product, this historical focus
on the ‘heroic period’ helps render the party invisible
subsequently, bringing with it the implication that the
party was important once, but post-Cold War it no longer
was, or is. It is at this historiographical neglect that
Pecinovksy aims his book, and against this implication of
irrelevancy that he rails.
Subtitling his study as ‘biographical interventions’,
Pecinovsky has written six long essays of political
biography on six CPUSA activists. The emphasis in these
is on ‘political biography’, which in his hands minimises a
great deal of the personal details of his subjects. Rather,
the intention is to document the engaged and
committed political lives of his subjects. I see
where Pecinovsky is coming from. He is not
putting ‘characters’ into history, but political
activists whose activism is not adequately
credited in the historical record. If historians,
or whoever, want these activists to be rendered
as full human beings, then go ahead and do
that, and probably make Pecinovsky’s day, but
that is not his mission.
In selecting his subjects Pecinovksy has
avoided ‘party leaders who have already been
given considerable biographical attention by
other authors’. Instead he has gathered a group
of activists with what I calculate as nearly 300 years of
collected activism between them. Some of these had
CPUSA leadership positions, while others were never on
the party payroll. Two of them are women, an imbalance
Pecinovksy explains as reflecting the male dominated
nature of the CPUSA, an imbalance the party in modern
times has worked to address. The chosen subjects are
Arnold Johnson, Charlene Mitchell, Gus Hall, Henry
Winston, Judith LeBlanc, and W. Alphaeus Hunton.
The selection is not haphazard, Pecinovksy choosing
people whose collected activism runs from the 1930s
through to the 2000s. While these lives and activisms
tend to overlap and intermingle in various ways, they
were also chosen for the specialist themes and
activisms that tended to preoccupy each of the
individual subjects. Pecinovsky’s broad aim is to
illustrate the diversity of CPUSA involvements,
especially in the post-Cold War period.
Overall the book convincingly and powerfully portrays
the CPUSA as an organisation engaged in class
struggle and the pursuit of social justice in a
continuing and consistent way, often very effectively.
Rather than being a marginal force post-Cold War, it
has claim to a Mine and robust involvement in a wide
range of issues and causes and social movements. For
Pecinovsky, I’d say it was ‘mission accomplished’.

RECORDER

Our thanks to Brian Smiddy

Trades Hall Restored

We thank our long-standing secretary, Brian Smiddy,
who stood down at the December 2019 AGM. Brian has
held this position since 2003. We are indebted to Brian
for his dedication, humour, generosity, and hard work.

Peter Love

Brian joined the printing industry as a sixteen-yearold apprentice. When he fronted up to Trades Hall to
join the union, with his father along-side him, it was,
he told a journalist in 2002, the ‘proudest day’ of his
life. Brian completed his apprenticeship, and later
worked as an organiser for the union. In 1968, he
became president of his local PKIU branch.
Brian has spent his life working for a more just society.
That work has seen him active in a number of
organisations, including the Fabian Society, the
Australian Society for the Study of Labour History, and
the Labor Party. As Brian mentioned in his tribute to
John Cain, he was his campaign manager for sixteen
years. Less well known is his generosity to his local
community.
In 2011, Brian’s tireless efforts were celebrated at a
dinner in his honour. Fittingly, it was John Cain who
presented Brian with an award in recognition of his
life’s work and achievements in the ALP.
In 2013, Andrew Giles, Labor member for Scullin,
commented in Parliament that ‘when I think of our
party at its very best, of its soul really, I think of Ellen
and of Brian.’ It’s a sentiment that applies equally to
our Society.
We are very grateful that Brian and Ellen will stay
involved with the Melbourne Branch, and will
continue to help with the printing of Recorder. We can
all look forward to hearing Brian bellow out his
favourite phrase: ‘No ticket, no start!’. To Brian, for
everything you have and continue to do for the Society,
we say a very big thank you. The world is indeed
richer for having you (and Ellen) in it.

Brian Smiddy ‘No ticket, No start!’. Photo by Julie Kimber.

We have been following the progress of Melbourne
Trades Hall’s renovations for some time and it has been
grand to see Stage One completed. The ceremony to
launch the restored Hall was held on 18 December 2019
at 4:30 pm. The official party comprised an Indigenous
Elder who welcomed us to Country, the Premier, two
Ministers, union officials, including the VTHC Secretary
Luke Hilakari, and Heritage Architects. During the
commendably brief speeches there was a little goodnatured banter between Premier and Secretary about
funding for stage two. The Victorian Trade Union Choir
concluded their short set by leading a rousing sing-along
of ‘Solidarity Forever'. It was gratifying to see how many
of the assembled comrades knew the words.
It was a very fitting launch of the newly decorated
chamber, which now rejoices in the name Solidarity Hall.
There is a mezzanine level around the Hall with seating to
observe proceedings below. There are also several alcoves
behind that seating in which there are displays of labour
movement heritage artefacts that collectively serve as a
museum. A display of banners hung over the edge of the
balcony proclaim core principles of the movement.
Proceedings ended with a very well provisioned
supper in the ETU ballroom where many of the
comrades milled about, grazed, drank and marvelled
at the splendour of their revived Hall.
ASSLH members will be invited to a special tour of the
Hall, conducted by our ASSLH comrade Antony Moore,
in the not too distant future, after we have identiMied a
place in the Hall’s calendar that will allow us access to
all main areas. The coming Comedy Festival will Mill
many of the spaces in the Hall, including the new, very
stylish, bar in the Common Room.
Trades Hall now joins several other public buildings
that signify the public interest stream in Melbourne’s
civic culture. Trades Hall has and always will stand
proudly as one of those symbols.

At the opening of Trades Hall. Photo by Peter Love.
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Student Radicalism Under Fire
Ken Mansell
At the 12 December 2019 meeting of the committee
involved in planning a commemoration of the May 1970
Vietnam Moratorium, a cutting from the Australian
Financial Review of 16 November 2005 was passed
around the table. The subject of the article is former
Attorney-General Philip Ruddock’s view, expressed on 15
November 2005, that ‘some Vietnam war protesters’
could have been locked up for seven years under sedition
clauses in the Federal Government’s new (2005) antiterrorism laws. The cutting has re-ignited my interest in
the whole issue of whether, and to what extent, the
1967-68 student campaigns to aid the National
Liberation Front of South Vietnam were in fact seditious.

Newsletters from 1967. Supplied by Ken Mansell.

The sedition clauses that Ruddock was referring to were
introduced at the height of the Howard Government’s
push to crack down on suspected domestic Islamist
terrorism following the Al Qaeda attack on the ‘Twin
Towers’ and in the hysterical and pervasive political
atmosphere of George W. Bush’s ‘war on terror.’ (You
might remember how we were all encouraged to use
fridge magnets – ‘be prepared but not alarmed’.) Howard
and Ruddock’s sedition provisions made it an offence to
‘promote ill-will or hostility between groups, urge
violence against the government or assist “an enemy at
war” with Australia’. Those convicted faced up to seven
years’ jail.
The first thing that needs to be said about Ruddock’s
view, as reported, is that it is vague, possibly deliberately
so. He refers to ‘some Vietnam war protesters’, and
concedes that ‘some people involved in the broad-based
opposition to Australia’s involvement in the Vietnam war
could have been caught by the laws.’
In the period from 1966 to 1968 there were in fact a
number of different organised campaigns to send money
to the NLF. Several of the campaigns, namely those
involved in sending only medical aid for civilian use in
NLF-controlled areas of South Vietnam, were quite legal
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at the time if the recipient in the first instance was a
‘legitimate’ body – the International Red Cross. The
medical aid fund-raising campaign begun by the Sydney
ALP Club in 1966, the medical aid fund-raising campaign
of the Melbourne University Labor Club (1967-68), and
the ‘Medicaid’ campaign convened in Melbourne by Dr
Alan Roberts towards the end of 1967, all fell into this
category. All of these campaigns were virtually ignored in
the mainstream press and were not proscribed at any
stage by Government legislation. It is therefore a safe bet
that, in referring to ‘some people’, Philip Ruddock had in
mind the organisers of two ‘Aid to the NLF’ campaigns
that very definitely were illegal in 1967-68 – the
campaign run by the Monash Labor Club in Melbourne,
and the similar campaign run by the Labor Club at the
ANU in Canberra.
In mid-1967 the Monash Labor Club set up two funds, a
fund for ‘unspecified aid’ (general aid as expression of
solidarity) and a fund for medical aid for civilians in NLFcontrolled areas. The former fund (‘unspecified aid’) was
widely interpreted (certainly by the Holt Government
and its right-wing hangers-on, and by most mainstream
newspapers) as a fund which would be used by the NLF
for military purposes, despite repeated protestations by
the club that it would not be. The Holt Government
brought down special legislation (Defence Forces
Protection Act) in early September 1967 banning both
funds. The campaigns at Monash and the ANU were
proscribed by the Government (and the two University
administrations involved) because the monies they
collected, although not huge in quantitative terms, were
being sent to NLF representatives overseas (principally
in Cambodia) or the NLF’s Liberation Red Cross.
Ruddock may also have had in mind (and this presumes
he had some knowledge of history) the very generous
amounts of money collected in Sydney by Francis James
(editor of The Anglican newspaper) and sent to North
Vietnam.
After the passage of the Defence Forces Protection Act the
focus of the Monash Labor Club campaign shifted to
medical aid for the NLF. The club defied the legislation
banning medical aid, and individual members of the club
risked two-year jail sentences by continuing to collect
money for medical aid on and off campus. Before the
passage of the legislation the Labor Club had sent monies
to the NLF through Cambodian channels (NLF
representatives in Cambodia) or to Hanoi (through
Cambodian officials in Canberra). From September the
monies collected for medical aid were sent to a Londonbased ‘Medical Aid for Vietnam Committee’ whose
Vietnam connection was the NLF’s Liberation Red Cross.
(The ‘Medical Aid for Vietnam Committee’ was under the
chairmanship of Lord Boyd Orr, a 1949 Nobel Prize
winner and former British Director of the United Nations
Food and Agricultural Organisation.) The fact that the
London committee used the funds it received to
purchase medicines and food for the NLF did not deter
Attorney-General Nigel Bowen when he later in 1967
introduced legislation specifically proscribing the
London committee.
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One does not automatically expect Ruddock, and
whoever wrote this report in the AFR, to retrospectively
support the pro-NLF sympathies of the radical students
at Monash and ANU. It does not appear to have dawned
on either of them however that the students were
supporting an internationally-recognised (and I would
argue ‘progressive’) movement carrying on the decadeslong fight of the Vietnamese people for their national
independence from blood-thirsty colonial powers, first
the French and then the US, and that this movement was
a very different kettle of fish from the fascist movements
of Islamist terrorism. Of course, from the point of view of
a reactionary Liberal Government operating in a liberal
and secular democracy, both are a threat.
According to the AFR report Ruddock told ABC radio it
would have been an offence [that is, under the 2005
legislation] if a person [that is, in 1967-68] urged
another to engage in conduct intended to assist ‘by any
means whatever an organisation that is at war with the
Commonwealth.’ He is reported to have said ‘those
people’ (‘anti-war protesters who helped raise money for
North Vietnam and publicly supported a Viet Cong
victory’) could have been found in breach of the sedition
provisions in the anti-terrorism laws: ‘Quite possibly,
raising money in that context, if it had been a proclaimed
war in which the Commonwealth was engaged, would
constitute an offence’.
The language of Ruddock’s 2005 statement is vague and
tentative (‘quite possibly’ he says), and the nature of the
comparison between 1967-68 and 2005 is completely
hypothetical. But let us indulge the distinguished
gentleman (and the journalist) to the extent of accepting
that a comparison between the two very different eras is
possible or useful, at least in the imagination if not in
reality. Here it must be pointed out that the Vietnam war
was never ‘a proclaimed war in which the
Commonwealth was engaged.’ Both the United States
Government and the Australian Government did
everything in their power over the course of ten years to
bomb the Vietnamese nation back into the stone age
without ever actually declaring war!
However, the fact that the Vietnam war was not a
proclaimed war when the Monash students and ANU
students started their campaigns in 1967 need not have
deterred the Holt Government from prosecuting them.
Even without a declaration of war the Government had
the power to simply proclaim the NLF or North Vietnam
to be an enemy and this would have invoked sections of
the Crimes Act (with its penalties of death or life
imprisonment for ‘treason’ and ‘treachery’).
Ruddock stated in 2005: ‘If what they were doing was
encouraging people to attack our troops, to fire on them,
to shoot them, that would be an offence.’ It really is very
debatable whether any protestors at all (even the most
extreme ‘Maoists’) were in any sense encouraging people
in this way, but given that many in the ranks of the Holt
Government (and in the RSL and DLP) believed they
were, and given the fact that some pro-NLF protestors
were quite clearly deliberately breaking the law of the

Commonwealth (specifically the Defence Forces
Protection Act of 9 September 1967), why indeed were
none of these terrible student ‘traitors’ ever prosecuted,
or even slapped on the wrist? That is a question we can
only answer by looking at the history of the ‘Aid to the
NLF’ campaigns.
This is far from being a mere academic exercise. As we
approach the fiftieth anniversary of the May 1970
Moratorium we should reflect on the ultimately
successful strategies and tactics used by the brave
students of Monash and ANU and in this way prepare for
the day when an Australian Government again resorts to
special repressive legislation to prevent solidarity with
an overseas liberation movement.

STOP ALL WARS
2020 onwards
Vietnam War Moratorium Anniversary Committee

This is a celebration of the anti-conscription
movement, conscientious objectors, draft resisters,
and all who opposed the Vietnam War and Australia’s
involvement
Trades Hall event
Exhibition of historical 1960s and 1970s anti-war
memorabilia/guest speakers/music and Milms/special
acknowledgments of key anti-Vietnam war organisers.
Special thank you
The Vietnam War Moratorium Anniversary Committee
wishes to thank the Victorian Trades Hall Council for
its support of the 50th anniversary ‘Celebration Event’
of the First anti- Vietnam War Moratorium.
Like us on Facebook: https://
www.facebook.com/VietnamMoratorium-50th-AnniversaryCelebrations-110410660500673/
Celebration artwork by Chips
Mackinolty.
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History of Union Education

The Politics of the Moratorium Revisited

Max Ogden

Des Files

A few of us old union trainers, with great assistance from
Stuart Macintyre and Mary Leahy of Melbourne
University, and Anthony Forsyth of RMIT, succeeded in
getting an Australian Research Council grant of $169k,
with another $50k from the Trade Union Education
Foundation (the ACTU training arm), to research and
write a history of union education in Australia. The study
will mainly focus on the Trade Union Training Authority,
(TUTA), but also includes training conducted by
individual unions.

Ken Mansell raised questions on how the 50th
anniversary of the Melbourne Moratorium of the 8 May
1970 should be publicly acknowledged. (‘The Politics of
the Moratorium’, Recorder, issue 296).

Organised training within the labour movement had little
attention in Australia until the later 1960s. Before that
the famous British union leader, Tom Mann, spent nine
years in Australia and New Zealand from 1902, and
among other things established the Victorian Labor
College, based in the Trades Hall, which existed until the
1980s. The union peak councils led by ACSPA – the white
collar peak council, in partnership with the ACTU –
conducted a few union summer schools at Latrobe
University during the late 1960s.
Bob Hawke had brought Peter Mathews out from the UK,
about the same time, to start putting together organised
training for the union movement. In the meantime the
AMWU had begun its own union education program in
the early 1970s, and by 1975 had full time education
officers in every state but Tasmania. Several other unions
– the Vehicle Builders, Miscellaneous Union, Storemen &
Packers, NSW Teachers Federation, and others – also
developed their own programs.
The Whitlam Government Labor Minister Clyde
Cameron, an ex-shearer and AWU official in South
Australia, had a passion for union activists and officials to
be better trained, so he established TUTA in 1974,
although a lot of work had begun well before. Then in
1978 we had the opening of Clyde Cameron College in
Wodonga, an excellent facility for residential programs.
TUTA trained thousands of union activists and officials,
as it had offices and training facilities in every state,
staffed with well-trained trainers, most of them coming
from unions.
The very first act of the Howard government on the
Monday following their election in 1996, was to stop all
funding for TUTA. The major immediate lesson was that
unions should always independently fund their own
activities, otherwise they are vulnerable.
The project is looking to interview anyone who worked
at TUTA or for a union education program, attended a
course/s, would like to talk about their experience/s and
the impact of their training, and maybe still have course
materials in their possession. We URGE you to contact
Alice Garner: agarner1@unimelb.edu.au and she will be
in touch to talk about your experience.
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Arguably, perhaps the essential factor is to show how
people from all walks of life turned up to march
through Melbourne’s CBD on the day.
The definition of what it was to be ‘radical’ in that year
needs to have a very broad meaning indeed. Were there
people at the Moratorium who had voted Labor in the
1969 election, but who had always voted for the Liberal
Party since 1949? It would therefore have been a
radical step for them to be at the march. Were there
people sitting down on city streets who’d voted against
Labor in the 1966 election and yet had been dedicated
Labor voters in prior elections ?
In the 1966 election, Dr Jim Cairns’ electorate of Yarra,
incorporating Richmond, Collingwood and Hawthorn,
saw him retain his seat, regarded as safe Labor, but only
by preferences. Labor voters in the industrial suburbs
of Richmond and Collingwood turned away from voting
for him at the ballot box – most likely under pressure
from the Democratic Labor Party members in those
suburbs. When they returned to voting Labor in 1969
did they make a ‘radical’ choice to march with Jim
Cairns at the Moratorium?
Of course, noting there were intense debates at the
Richmond Town Hall over the conduct of the 8 May
1970 Moratorium in Melbourne is of historical import.
But how salient was the discourse to the political
change happening when voters in Australian suburbs,
between 1966 and 1969, began to alter their initial
electoral support of the war in Vietnam, to increasing
opposition through viewing the horrific nature of the
war nightly on television. TV sets around the nation
created a significant humanitarian response to the
barbarity of the war.
The latent factor, though, that unravelled the Liberal/
Country Party government's expedient move of
Australia becoming a US ally in Vietnam was sending
conscripts to the war. When at the end of 1965, in the
first year of conscription being put into effect by the
birthday ballots for 20 year old males, there was a
public realisation that the Menzies government had the
intent to send conscripts to Vietnam, the ANOP opinion
poll in December that year showed 52% were against
them being sent. In February 1966 a second ANOP
opinion poll on the question recorded 57% of
respondents were against the idea. Conscription was
always an electoral double-edged sword for LCP
governments.
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On those opinion poll results: if the Prime Minister
Robert Menzies had put the issue to a referendum then
arguably conscription would never have occurred. In
November 1964 when the National Service Act (1964) –
the legislative basis for conscription – was passed, it
happened because the government had the voting
numbers on its side in the House of Representatives
and the Senate. This was an historic example of how the
bicameral system of government can move quickly to
enact undemocratic decisions as occurs in a one party
state.
It took eight years of widespread opposition to end, in
legislative terms, the unjust laws of conscription
through the election of the Whitlam Labor government
in December 1972. The disquiet with electors over
conscription and the war forced John Gorton (PM
1968–1971) to retreat from the inherited Menzies and
Holt policy on the war. At the end of 1970 he began the
withdrawal of Australia from Vietnam by not replacing
a returning battalion of Australian soldiers. This meant
many conscripts began to serve their enforced time in
the Army in barracks around Australia.
Although the Vietnam Moratorium is an integral part of
labour movement (and student protesters’) history, it
also represented momentous personal change for a
very diverse range of an extraordinary large number of
people. They shouldn’t be overlooked in accounts of 8
May 1970.

Victorian AMWU Retired Members Division
Celebrating 100 years of Lunches,
1920- 2020
Brian Smiddy
On Labour Day, Monday 9 March 2020, AMWU retired
members will celebrate 100 years of lunches. Members
of the Division will gather at the Union Building in
Carlton for a luncheon, funded by the State Council of
the Union.
It is a wonderful gesture by the Union to remember the
men and women who were at the forefront in their
commitment to the cause of unionism. Many of the
workers' conditions which people enjoy now were won
by today’s veterans.
In my working life, I saw two weeks of annual leave
increased to four weeks, weekly working hours reduced
from forty hours to thirty-five hours and the length of
apprenticeships reduced from seven years to four
years. There have been many other improvements in
working conditions.
However, at this time I do acknowledge that unions and
their members are under attack from the forces of
reactionaries. But we should not forget the people who
helped to make the hundred years.

1919: The Year Things Fell Apart?
Xavier Fowler
John Lack (ed.), 1919: The Year Things
Fell Apart? (North Melbourne:
Australian Scholarly Publishing, 2019),
pp. v-149. $32.95, paper.
‘Things fall apart; the centre cannot hold;
Mere anarchy is loosed upon the world.’
William Yeats’ immortal words open
1919: The Year Things Fell Apart?, offering
a provocative prompt continually revisited throughout
the book: was civilisation collapsing in the immediate
aftermath of the Great War? Edited by John Lack, and
with contributions from some of the University of
Melbourne’s most distinguished historians, 1919 is a
wonderfully expansive snapshot of the troubles afflicting
humanity at this tumultuous moment in history.
Combined with its obvious toll of lives, limbs and
resources, four years of total war had unleashed
simmering tensions that had pervaded beneath the
veneer of 19th century civilisation. Racial, ethnic,
national and ideological hatreds bubbled to the surface,
alongside disease, famine, disillusionment, protest,
revolution and more war. These problems were, of
course, acute between 1914 and 1918. Yet in the first
year of peace, they stood out as particularly striking,
perhaps even a menacing sign of things to come.
Having said that, not all of the contributions made to
1919 paint that year as one in which the ‘centre’ could
not hold. The first half of 1919 deals with war-induced
complications endemic in, though not necessarily
confined to, Australia. Lack, through the detailed diaries
of John Roberts, examines the debilitating effect personal
bereavement had on families of deceased soldiers. Fay
Woodhouse interprets the banning of Marie Stopes’
books on early feminist conceptions of sex, marriage,
motherhood, and birth control as a part of the
patriarchal establishment’s authoritarian push to arrest
Australia’s declining birth rate, all the while retaining its
racial purity. Ross McMullin investigates discontent
among returned soldiers and its potentially violent
outcomes, while Carolyn Rasmussen highlights the role
of lawyer, Maurice Blackburn in the volatile seamen’s
strike.
Perhaps the most significant original contribution to
1919, and certainly the one with the most contemporary
resonance, comes from Anthea Hyslop. Hyslop
investigates the impact of the Spanish Influenza in
Australia, still to this point an overlooked episode in
historiography and popular memory. Hyslop makes the
argument that, while tensions pervaded, Australia’s
suffering was mitigated due to its geographical
remoteness and system of strict maritime quarantine,
which delayed entry of the influenza and enabled
adequate preparations to be made. In light of recent
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events, Hyslop’s argument that ‘distance was no tyrant to
Australia but a godsend’ (p. 3) is a strong reminder of the
privileged position this country occupies when
confronted with the spread of communicable diseases, as
well its responsibility to provide world leadership on
containment methods, community care and cooperation,
and the development of potential vaccines.
Hyslop’s findings, however, reflect the failure of many of
these contributions to prove 1919 was the year when
things did in fact fall apart. Conciliatory outcomes appear
to have triumphed in this time of uncertainty, negating
societies venturing into more radical waters. Roberts
found solace in his son’s death. The ban of Marie Stopes’
writings was lifted in 1923 and remained influential for
the next four decades. Returned soldier violence was
contained, at least outside the home, preventing its
mutation into the kinds of fascistic movements that
plagued Europe. Meanwhile, Australian working class
discontent did not escalate into communist revolution.
If the book’s first half inadvertently reveals the resilience
of the ‘centre’ in Australian life, then its second half is
more successful in offering examples of the breakdown
of civilisations internationally. Tony Ward highlights the
contested contributions of Australian Prime Minister
William ‘Billy’ Hughes and British economic
commentator John Maynard Keynes to the question of
German reparations at Versailles. David Palmer, too,
provides an introductory piece on the intersection of ‘big
business’ and the rise of fascism in Europe, East Asia and
North America. However, 1919 culminates with two
more chapters: Val Noone’s investigation on the Young
Christian Workers’ Movement, and a particularly
engaging piece by Roderick W. Home on reconciliation
attempts within the international scientific community.
These contributions document the push for moderate
social reform among working class Catholic youths and
efforts to reforge transnational scientific cooperation
after the patriotic-induced schisms of the Great War.
In summary, 1919 is able to walk audiences, both
academic and general, through the many scars left by
war in a swift yet instructive manner. However, one is not
necessarily left with the feeling that civilisation was
indeed falling apart. The turmoil of 1919 was certainly
preferable to the hellfire of general war, while many
crucial decisions were essential to leading the world
down the primrose path to 1939. From this account,
1919 instead appears to be a year when the world tried
to pick up the pieces and put itself back together.

Moratorium Timeline
Ken Mansell has put together a timeline of the events
leading up to the 8 May 1970 Moratorium. The project is
part of a larger one commemorating the activists who
fought to end conscription and to end the war in
Vietnam. The timeline is up on the Melbourne Branch
website at https://labourhistorymelbourne.org/
2020/02/10/8-may-1970-moratorium/
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Death of Louis Kyriacou
2 January 1933–10 November 2019
Brian Smiddy
It is with sadness that we report the death of Louis
Kyriacou on the 10 November 2019. Louis was born in
Cyprus and migrated to Australia in 1951. In his early
years in Melbourne he worked in different industries.
In the 1960s, he commenced employment in the
furniture industry as a cabinet maker. He joined the
Federated Furnishing Trades Union, later on becoming
shop steward and was active in many campaigns. He
went on to become Federal Secretary of the Union.
The Union later amalgamated with the Construction,
Forestry and Energy Union (CFMEU). Louis retired in
1998. To his family we extend our deepest sympathy
at his passing.

Labor Graves Walk :
Labor Day, Monday 9 March
David Cragg
For the third successive year, the Labor History
Foundation & the Labor Historic Graves Committee
will visit Melbourne General Cemetery on the morning
of the Labor Day public holiday.
This year we have two new graves to visit – Charles
Jardine Don (1820-1866), MLA for Collingwood
1859-64 – the Mirst working class Member of
Parliament in the world – and Helen Lothan Robertson
(1848-1937), foundation secretary of the Tailoresses
Society 1880, Female Operatives Hall 1884 and Eight
Hours Day Committee 1894. In addition, we will visit
1856 pioneers, Victoria's Mirst Labor Premier, and
three leaders of the Federal ALP. Meet near the
Melbourne General Cemetery entrance (College
Crescent, Parkville) around 10.30am on Monday 9
March. All members welcome – wear strong shoes.

Melbourne Branch ASSLH Contacts
President: Peter Love pjlove@me.com
Vice President: David Cragg davidkcragg@hotmail.com
Secretary: Liam Byrne liam.byrne@unimelb.edu.au
Treasurer: Phillip Deery phillip.deery@vu.edu.au
Website: hbps://labourhistorymelbourne.org
Facebook: hbps://www.facebook.com/LabourHistoryMelbourne
Instagram: instagram.com/labourhistorymelbourne
Twiber: hbps://twiber.com/lhmelbourne
Recorder is published three dmes a year. The opinions of the
contributors are their own and not necessarily those of the editor or
execudve of the ASSLH, Melbourne Branch. Send all contribudons and
queries to the editor, Julie Kimber (jkimber@swin.edu.au). Recorder is
published with the generous help of Ellen and Brian Smiddy, Phillip
Deery, Peter Love, Susanne Provis, and Kevin Davis.
We respechully acknowledge the First Nadons of Victoria, and their
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