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e and skill and political boundaries should not obstruct the
it co-operation.

e simple fact that a large proportion of the population was
confirmed in the status of wage earners with little prospect of
'ain}}ﬁffsga__t_ps'QC_C‘Oants in part for the acceleration of
nion development. But the other part of the explanation is
e found in the new ideas influencing men’s opinions, for in these
here took place a marriage between attitudes moulded by the
itions of Lfc in_Australia_and ideas reaching Australia from
7 .

i and the United States.

7

Nationalism and the New Radicalism, 1885-1890

We are for this Australia, for the nationality that is greepir_lg to the verge L
of being, for the progressive people that is just plucking aside the Curtain. ng_Gr_eEt Britain had alrcady expcrienced ten ycars of the
that veils its fate. Behind us lies the Past, with its crashing empires, it .
falling thrones, its dotard races; before us lies the Future into which a Depression. Her monopoly of world trade had lasted a barc
Australia is plunging, this Australia of ours that burns with the feverish nty years, The confident expectation that, given whart liberalism
;r?ergy O.ilyo"th'; | 4 vetif o 1 lerstood by frecedom, the world, and particularly Britain, would
e w anctify any SYeH E roany : he 3 . N
te'nrﬁin?y' qu(’illr'llcst:es\ isﬂtlg ngchcf;lnci;rtr(x)exclgst"te{:' Flrfegosn C&Sﬂﬂ% bgck l‘;‘ifmtrlll; nce Lo ever new levels of national wealth and production was
convulsions, often accompanied by haemorrhage, never without strenuous - questioned. The rate of progress had slackened. The world
battle in field or senate, waged under terrible di_sa}cllv.antaglgcf. Np‘thing i Pg]y was being threatened by the competition of the new
?ﬁ:ﬁfrﬁfﬁgnfo; z%rglppibt:diﬁggg&n?av bis birthright; nothing is harder | it Powers, Germany and the United States of America. An
e that had been developed by the enterprise of individuals was
er threat from Germany, France, and Russia. The liberal concept
Empire was being replaced by the new imperialism. If Lord
Russcll’s calm acceptance of the ultimate independence of the
ies was characteristic of the fifties, W. E. Forster’s statcment
the nations of Llurope begin to find out how important it is
gland to have great possessions in different parts of the world,
try to have their share in such possessions’,® was equally
cteristic of the eighties. Liberal imperialism was giving way to
s of imperial federation and other plans for rctaining the
of an empire that was threatencd from without by the new
€1s and from within by movements for independence.
arly, liberal beliefs about the welfare of the people were
8 questioned. The greatest good for the greatest number had not
! secured by free competition and the abstinence of the state
d Intervention in economic affairs. Recognition of this produced a
' emphasis in liberal thought—a preparedness to mitigate the
orable conditions of life produced by industrial capitalism
Ongst the less favoured sections of the people by state interven-
} But the working class also was finding its own solutions in the
of socialist ideas and in the extension of trade unionism.
and events in Australia were decply influenced by the new
t ﬂow'mg in Britain, but they were by no means a mirror of

HE great strikes of the nineties stand out quite clearly as the
culmination of a period of Australian history. In retrospect
is tempting to paint them merely as class battles, as struggles
between the opposing)forces that history has created, They were th
but they were also struggles between men who had a more or les
clear idea of their own purposes. Those who took part in them wer
fighting for principles that had become accepted in the years befor
the strikes. Unionists fought for the principles of unionism,
against them employers posed the principle of freedom of contra
But behind these opposing principles were the attitudes and con:
victions that made men prepared to fight,
Between 1885 and 189o the wide extension of trade-union o;gan'

tion was the visible expression of the ideas of the working class.

8

have seen that a unionism with a new emphasis developed in thi _
years with the organization of the unskilled and semi-skilled workers
and particularly of the bush workers. We have seen also that the€
leaders of the new unions departed from many of the tenets that b
been fundamental to unionism previously. They beligviegr that
whole of the working class should be organized in uni ns-and-t
between the unions there should be a maximum of unity. Barie®

1 W. Lane, Boomerang (Brisbane), 19 November 1887. ) il
2 J. Furphy, Rigby’s Romance, p. 113. This hook was first published in S5

form in the Barrier Truth (Broken Hill) in 1905-6. “ited 8, Lane-Poole (ed.), Thirty Years of Colonial Government, p. s.
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frontier bred the individualistic farmer. Australia to{
of the mountains, with a pastoral industry controlled by a
of squatters, produced a rural working class characterized
nly independence” whose obverse side was a levelling,
collectivism, and whose sum was comprised in the con-
nateship’.’ To such men ‘unionism came as a new religion’,
ugh their union they in turn influenced in greater or less
he union movement as a whole. But their influence pene-
geper than that because in the eighties a sclf-conscious
st press impressed their outlook on broad sections of the |
eople as the distinctively national.
tional cthos which gained more or less coherent expression
he eighties in the nationalist press, and in the nineties and
formal literature, may be reduced to a few simple assump-
first in importance was the dignity and equality of man. ‘I
', wrote Joscph Iurphy, ‘think it 1s anything worse than a
ated and curable ignorance which makes men eager to
a human equality, self-evident as human variety and
able as any mathematical axiom.’ Similarly the Bulletin
ted on the appointment of Lord Carrington as Govcrnor,
ying democracies anything which fosters the belief that dis-
| of any description is the natural and just reward of the
of birth is noxious’.” The source of infection was secn as
J'Ihe: young Henry Lawson, soon to be accepted as Australia’s
y national poet, warned that there was a danger that Aus-

‘might find,

events on the other side of the world. Part of the cffect waq
'reaction against contemporary English tendency, but part algg
in sympathy.

The reaction to the new imperialism was a vehement expre
of national feeling. This new radicalism found a sympa

audience amongst working-men ady moving in the dj
1mongs rxl dy moving 1 re

pointed by the new ideas and by middle-class radicals seized b

pb?éibility_ of §mb1_i§1_Ti_ng an_Australian utopia. The reaction ag
imperialism and the belief in the possibility of creating the
society came together in a composite of ideas and attitudes that.
may call radical nationalism. In its negative aspect it was a reje t
of the assumptions that lay at the roots of the class socicties o 1
old world; in its positive aspect it was the assertion of the validity
values which were thought of as distinctively Australian,

In the establishment and extension of self-government
democracy, radicals had found themsclves at odds with the
classes in Australia and with the British government. But beca
the society was too new to have acquired a settled way of life and
set of distinctive beliefs, and because the British government new
resisted the aspirations of the colonists to the breaking-point, th
continuing movement for self-government had not articulated |
distinctively national position. John Dunmore Lang saw a nat
in the future, developing within independent institutions. H
botham fought for rights of self-government. The Melbourne peop
who demonstrated in 1865 denounced the Legislative Council an
the squatters, in whose efforts to gain British support they saw
subversion of the rights of self-government. From the fifties onw
democratic opinion was coloured with the belief that therc was m
possibility of creating a political and social democracy in Austra
than in the old world. But it was not until the eighties that there
any fully explicit statement of the principles which Australial
believed were enshrined in their national outlook.

A recent writer has argued with convincing evidence that
beliefs and attitudes which in the cighties became accepted as
tilm were largely a product of the life of the bu
workers to the west of the Great Divide, in New South W.
Queensland, and to a lésser extent, Victoria,® Convict attitud
one another and to their masters, the contest with loneliness antt
intractable natural environment, the struggle for the land, ®
remoteness from the evidences of statc power, moulded a class of
different in important respects from those of any other countrys =

4 Ward, The Australian Legend.

od old English gentlemen over them; the good old English
over them, the good old English lord over them, the good
inglish aristocracy rolling round them in cushioned carriages,
y deigning to rest their eyes on the ‘common people’ who
arve and rot for them; and the good old English throne over

I_all.’

Australia the danger to democracy was belicved to be with
I classes, Furphy has his socialist agitator say,

you that from the present social system of pastoral Australia
triarchal despotism, tempered by Bryant and May—to
lordship and peonage, is an easy transition, and the only

t can prevent this broadening down is a vigorous rally of
man with a clear head and a heart in the right place.?

167. 6 J. Furphy, Such is Life, p. 109. 7 23 January 1886.
can, 15 October 1887. 9 Rigby’s Romance, p. 98.
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cock puts it, amongst the workers ‘it was impossible to disenta

I fanaticism and persecution; she is innocent of hereditary natio
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often they ended their days in England, and sometimes
t their sons to Oxford or Cambridge; behind them stood
erful financial houses, controlled from London and con-
the economy of Australia; they were welcome at Govern-
Jouse, and met there officers of His Majesty’s Navy and
’gt-politicizms who argued for Imperial federation.*®

Furphy’s Australians were the itinerant workers of the outh,
Rough and unlettered, but thoughtful and useful, ‘mateship’ was
first article of their credo. For Lawson, too, the bushmen symbolj,
a way of life that he identified with Australia, ‘Rugged and t‘
wrote one fof his friends and critics, ‘his bushmen helped each ¢
in times o difﬁculty and trouble. However unworthy some o . . : . .
mllg}};t be, 'th<_3y seemed to recognise the ideal of mazycship.’wf the .;:c Eiz‘rvr?rel?erﬁ?st1(})12?:{?;11?;113 I/TE i?;llil;; Z&Zii?a‘r&ig dx8lf)SZ
nor hac;nf}zz;lz,;flgiodplfh? IiAfe u;g)anl]lawlhnictﬁlih?gnh::.c Sndid 1ot liy ce of Australia became an immediate ‘problen.l.‘The French
fashioned. But many who had passed their lives in ;1 o na -thh aledonia had always been regarded with suspicion by those
of Sydnev or SRR o 1¢ NATTOW st s who were not convinced that the British Navy was suffi-
withywh(izhmd;ge Ssplr;v)‘iltllllgzsgblgbs OfI.B.ndene SAW N 1t somethiy eguard for Australian shores. The forward movement of
for a 'enerationyanyd pat 11 N N .gr political dcelm({cracy had XISl  imperialism was watched in Australia with deep apprehen-
more gthan a tin mi;gf‘;? Sz;;llt} Ca}tllfm hfld never b_een accepred fy 883 Sir Thomas Mcllwraith, with Germany’s designs on New
expressed i,l Y . 1flt t -L_natlonahst WITLEr's hfqd to 53 s a reason or a pretext, anncxed to Queensland that part of
wi?h wh(idiorr?lztn ingo:ll;;t' ‘]‘)ast‘IfCCO%nlzable 0 a‘II 'Austrahans, d not occupied by the Dutch. There were rumours, made
equally impress 5 by th iently Cmselves.lsl-mlilarly, th?y e n credible by the presence of troops on the island, of French

i it ot . aest Josep urph £ the immigration of Asiatics into Australia. On all these
b . [ , (0}

chieved Ausralia to be a g continent — the imperi§1 government appeared to Australians to be
an unrcasonable position. The annexation of New Guinea
owed by the Colonial Secretary, Lord Derby, ‘who treated
nial fears of forcign aggression with chilling disdain, assur-
ne Australians that their nervousness was ridiculous and that

y had no designs on New Guinea’.'* The anncxation of
New Guinea by Germany immediatcly afterwards did not
Australian respect for the understanding of the Colonial
refusal of the British government to take action in con-
ith the New Hebrides was interpreted in like fashion, and
1an government made plans to occupy the islands in spite
position of Downing Street. In relation to the restriction of
the Chinese, the Colonial Office was even more deaf to
the colonies. Miss Willard comments that the apparent
of Lord Knutsford, Colonial Secrctary, was due to a
reciation of the development of opinion in Australia;*® a
t which caused Sir Henry Parkes to declaim that, ‘neither
!jESty’s ships of war nor for Her Majesty’s representatives,
e Sccretary of State, do we intend to turn aside from our
Which is to terminate the landing of Chinese on these
or ever’,

o D. 60. 14 W, Murdoch, Alfred Deakin, p. 115.

ard, History of the White Australia Policy, p. 77.
- H. Roberts, Contacts betwecn the Orient and Australia, p. 39.

she is committed to no usages of petrified Injustice; she is clogga
by no fealty to shadowy idols, enshrined by Ignorance, and up

held by misplaced homage alone; she is cursed by no memories

jealousy, and free from the envy of sister states.!!

To keCP her free of such a heritage was the express aim of
Australian nationalist.

Such a concept of the nation was essentially a class view. As Hat

.the pnssmnslgf class. andﬁ of nationalism, so inextricably were th
intertwined . e 1dealized way of life was that of the commol i3
pcople who, as we have seen, had become, by the eighties, a workil| Y

class. On the other hand the threat to the ideal future seemed.

lie vylth the imperialists, both English and Australian, who we
seek.mg closer ties between Britain and her colonics—and in
tralia these were drawn from the upper-elass.

The squatters and their allies were not, like the great mass
mmmigrant settlers and their children, compelled by circumstant
to break their connections with England and accept Australia
thelr only home. They went to and from one hemisphere :

19 ]. Le Gay Brereton (ed.) Henry Lawson by hi
on (ed.), ¢ y his Mates, p. 15.
11 J. Furphy, Such is Life, p. 81. 12W. K. Hancoclr(’, Ai(stralia; p. 6%
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Whereas the exclusion of Chinese had originally been seen b
workers as a policy with an economic sanction, during the eightie
became linked also with Australian national Teeling—the Austrg

utionary race war of Australian democracy opposing the com-
n of jack-booted Chinese and their sycophantic Luropean
rators, who are pictured as being remarkably like the
ang’s impression of the Queensland imperialists of 1888,
der of Saint Michael and Saint George, which was in Lane’s
jon the price demanded by Australian politicians for imperial
nces, had in 1908 been replaced by a dragon emblem on the
sts of the associates of the new masters, Racial prejudice, brutal
at nmes fanatical, was perhaps an incvitable aspect of Aus-
~ nationalism developing under the conditions we have
ed.

ritish government remained apparently unaware of the
ons of Australian nationalism. In 1887 the Colonial Confer-
net in London and there it was made clear that feeling in
ralia was either unknown or ignored. Richard Jebb writes of

future was to be white. The nationalist press carried on a campa
against the admission of Chinese, and the policy of the Bij
government and the Australian imperialists was reprcsented
calculated to undermine the future of the white nation. In Quee
land, William Lane employed his great journalistic talents to arey,
that the Chinese were a danger to the social life and the mg
standards of the people. He painted with heavy hand the horrorg g
opium dens and the insidious attractions of fan-tan with its peculig
orientalism, the inscrutable faces of the players, and the squai
and diseasc of the surroundings. His readers were undoubtedly w

Lane when he wrote of an opium den in Brisbane: |

and it angered me to see these men so smooth-faced and plumy
and contented, their placid natures nurtured by the drug t
kills the passionate white man, and to think that in this smo
stifling, stinking den these Mongolians were as much at hom
as If it were in distant China, and that all this was in Brisbane, i
the capital of the colony that we hope to make a great whit
state.'”

= original conception of the Conference as a mecting between

Coﬁmies (collectively, sectionally or individually) on the one
and the British Government on the other; the former being
position of vassals invited to confer with their overlord, who
uld graciously listen to their representations.'®

s this attitude, implicit in the conference and demonstrated in
n to the question of Australian defence and the exclusion of
inese, that added fuel to the fires of Australian nationalism.
lians were no longer prepared to be treated as colonials. One
on to this situation was the demand for a greater degree of
dence within the empire—the objective to which Higin-
had devoted his life and of which in the eighties Alfred
became the most ardent advocate. Imperial federation was
ed as a possible solution at this time by Deakin and men
ought like him, but already Deakin was also beginning to for-
the idea of what in practice became dominion status, On the
r hand, the more radical nationalists turned to republicanism,
pen opposition to imperialism. The Australian advocates of
fial federation or any solution short of complete independence
regarded as prostituted instruments of British imperialism
Pl‘ice in honours and titles had been paid by an imperial
‘€fhment that had become quite shameless in the lavish bestowal
: .ligns of its approval. The imperial navy scheme under which
a was to contribute towards the upkeep of a squadron of the
Navy was received by the nationalist press with most bitter

The assumption of the racial superiority of white men ¥
tempered in the viewpoint of the Australian nationalist by the ¢
viction that the employing class in Australia were prepared to §
their country’s birthright for cheap labour. The squatters and

- British government were regarded as being in league to foist on t
white democratic Australian nation a slave population that wo
destroy for cver the possibilities for the future they visualized.-’
was assumed, further, that imperial-minded Australians, who 1B
return for favours from the ruling class of Britain were putting th
interests of Britain before those of Australia, might well in th
future become the traitorous associates of a dominant Chinese Wi
would seize control of the country and enslave the white Australial
workers. In a serial story, ‘White or Yellow’ which ran in
Boomerang for three months,'® William Lane developed this them
It is a story set in Queensland in 1908 when the Chinese, in Co’l"labq
tion with a minority of wealthy Europeans, have established an 31}
dictarorship. The native Australians have bccome slaves serv
their brutal oriental masters. A rising of the Australians aga
the despots provides Lane with an opportunity of describing ¢

17 Boomerang, 21 January 1888. 19 Ibid,, 18 February to 5 May 1858 19 R. Jebb, The Imperial Conference, p. 11.
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criticism. In paragraph and cartoon the Australian flag was
contrast with the white ensign, and the United States was Presenge
as pointing the way to Australia’s destiny.?® The refusal of
British government to agree to the complete exclusion of Chip,
on the grounds that it would exclude British subjects from
British colony, was received in the samec way. The policy

helq &

colonial governments agreed to at the intercolonial conference |
1888—to restrict but not prohibit Chinese immigration—was seen g

a result of pressure by the British government. William I,
characterized it as ‘altogether insufficient, puerile and absurd’ gp
typical of ‘perfidious Albion’.2! '

The Inglish republican and sccularist movement provided th
bullets fired in Australia.?z A Republican Union was founded
Sydney in 1887 and a year later it became the Republican Leagu

with branches in Melbourne and Adelaide. The annexation of Ney

Guinea inspired its formation and Australian national fecling wa

its emotional raison d’étre, but much of its propaganda was draw

direct from contemporary English sourcces. Republicans were ady
to rcad the works of Morrison Davidson, Howard Evans and M
Nordau. The most prolific of the republican publicists, George Bla
who later became a Labour member of parliament and still late

conscrvative minister, delighted in attacking the person and institu
tions of monarchy. ‘Let us,” he wrote, ‘look down through the ages

‘mongst the mists of blood, the smoke of torture fires, and
vapours of lascivious sweat that shroud the throne, in order
examine critically the character of past English rulers.’2

From time to time the Bulletin expressed itsclf in equally un
bridled language. It referred to our own rulers, the record of whos
lives ‘constitutes onc of the meanest and bloodiest pages in th

annals of mankind. Shocking inhumanity, unbridled lust, treachery,

superstition, ignorance, stupidity unfathomable, meanness
measurable, fill the dreary page from top to bottom.’** But mot

generally, republican propaganda contented itself with oppOSi“i

to imperialism, Many Australians who were not anxious to atta
the Queen agreed with Henry Lawson—"Why on carth do we wal

20 Boomerang, 26 November 1887; Bullctin, 4 June, 2, 36 July 1887,

21 Boomerang, 16 June 1888, ’

2 It is interesting to note that in 1888 a majority in the full Supreme C
of New South Wales found that The Law of Population by Annie Besant ¥
‘neither obscene in the language, nor by its teaching incites people o obscenlt
In a long judgment Mr Justice Windeyer used what was essentially the arguft
of the book to justify its publication.

28 G. Black, Why I am a Republican, p. 3.

24 Bulletin, 16 January 1886.
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connection with England? . . . The loyal talk of Patriotism,
gland Mother Land ctc. Patriotism? after Egypt, Burmabh,
, etc. Bah! it sickens one . .. We are Australians—we know
er land.’**

tralian republicanism was essentially one of the political forms
Australian nationalism took at this time.?® That the workers
ationalists we know, but how far they were republican is more
t to decide. It is probable that in Queensland republicanism
nore generally accepted than in the other colonies. William
could not have occupied the position in the labour movement
he did if his republican vicws were not acceptable to great
ers of the workers. At the eight-hour celebration that accom-
ed the Intercolonial Trades Union Congress in 1888 the loyal
were replaced by ‘the day we celebrate’, and three cheers were
for the ‘Federated Republic of Australia’. The Australian
our Federation was frankly republican in its utterances on the
tion of Australia.?” In New South Wales the labour move-
was sufficiently republican to include in the plaiform of the
r Electoral Leaguc ‘the federation of the Australian colenies
12 national as opposed to an imperialistic basis”. The Associated
na Workers, of which the Wagga branch of the Amalgamated
ers' Union was the effective centre, had as point six of their
tamme ‘the complete political independence of the United
alian Commonwcalth on a basis of pure democratic re-
anism’.”* But on the other hand it seems quite clear that Vie-
unionists were less republican than those of the other two
€s,

€ upper class in Australia were economically and culturally
CL to Britain; were even admitted to their circle on a basis of
quality by the ruling class of Britain, Consequently Australian
al feeling was an essential part of the class feeling generated

 trade-union movement, in whose creation nationalism_was one
catalysts, but after 1885 socialist ideas were another.

we have scen, the road to socialist idcas in Australia was
n by the writings of the American Henry George and the

epublican, 7 January 1888.

Ogramme of the Republican League: ‘Abolition of the office of Governor;
it of members; abolition of the Upper House; abolition of all titular
10ns; revision of the penal code; the championship of liberty at all times;
!alization of the land; federation of the Australian colonies under republi-
Tule’. Republican, § February 1888,

Worker, 16 May 1891, 28 Hummier, 23 April 1892.

2 conflict between classes in Australia. The same conflict created’
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ht well be the explanation of the paradox of poverty amidst

It appcalcd to the same groups, too, because it was an exten-

the free-trade argument, the single tax being intended to re-

11 other taxation. The general tenor of the ideas was supported

growing weight of opinion on the question of land reform. The

%cnurc Reform Association, numbering among its members

ill, Professor Thorold Rogers, John Morley, Sir Charles Dilke

Ifred Russell Wallace, had been active in Britain since 1870.

rk was known in Australia and the writings, particularly of

ld Rogers and Alfred Russell Wallace, were being read by

of those to whom George also appealed.”® They advocated

nalization of the land, but both George and the land national-

ontributed to the broad strcam of collectivist opinion,

ing 1887 land nationalization leagues were established in
ne, Gympie and Charters Towers; Sydney and eight central
n country towns; and later in Melbourne and Adelaide.®® At
hese Leagues discussed and advocated the policies of the
sh Land Tenurc Reform Association, but during 1888-9 the
influence of George becomes evident, ‘Out in the great bush
men have time to think, wrote John Farrell, ‘Progress and
rty was read with understanding and passed from hand to hand
the sublime truth of it was impressed on many.*! Single-tax
gues were formed, and single-taxers infiltrated the land nationa-
ation leagues. The influence of George’s theories on the policy of
rade-union movement has already been noted. It will be seen
er that, in the ninecties and after, the idea of the single tax con-
ted to Labour Party political policy. Up to 18¢o, however, its
important effect, as in Britain, was in initiating a line of
ht that led on to socialism, even though George himself was
ly opposed to socialism.

socialism that influenced the broad masses in Australia was
ocialism of Edward Bellamy. Like George, Bellamy had little
ay that was new. He merely selected his ideas from those that
:_' common to English socialism of the carly nineteenth century,
aristian socialism of the middle of the century, and the utopian
m of Horace Greeley and that group of rebel spirits who
.and tried to practise socialism in the United States. Nor was
‘method of presenting his ideas new. He followed the tradition of
‘Utopian novel which had contributed to literature More’s Utopia,
_ Black, 4 History of the New South Wales Political Labor Party, pt. 1,

Englishman Alfred Russell Wallace. Henry George’s Progress gn
Poverty was published in 1879 and he immediately gained gr'
popularity as a reformer in America and England. His work beca -
known a little later in Australia and was widely read afrer pg
There was little that was new in George’s book, which drew heay
on Ricardo and Mill’s theory of rent and the land schemes of Spene
and Dove. But it was written in a popular style and advertised
George’s Homeric lecturing tour of the United States and Britain,

John Mill concluded that land differed from all other prope;
and was not ‘sacred’ in the sense that other private property
Rent he considered different from all other income, in that it 3
crcased without any effort by the owner of the land and sho
therefore be subject to a special tax. He was not even oppescd to
state resuming the land, George accepted Mill’s reasoning on
nature of rent but differed from him by attributing all the ills of
mogiern society to rent deriving from private property in land, and
pos‘lted that the solution to all social problems was to be found
society taking over the land on behalf of the people. George con:
trived a whole philosophic system in which the central feature
his analysis of the function of rent. By inference and analogy
‘disproved’ the Malthusian theory. He accepted what he referred
to as ‘current political economy’—that is Mill’s reasoning on rent—
and concluded that because with material progress rent everywhe :
advances, therefore wages and intercst do not increase. Ir is th
Qperarion of this ‘law’ and not, as Malthus had thought, an increas
mn population that keeps wages at a dead level of subsistence. It als
explained to George's satisfaction the recurrence of depressions. Th
et}.1ica1 consideration, in his opinion, pointed directly to the fact that
private property in land could not be justified, Consequently the
remedy he saw was for the state to take over the land on behalf 0
all the people. The method was to be neither by confiscation no
compensation, but by a graduated tax on land that would make
ownership of land unprofitable unless it was used to its full capaci
Whilst he was not opposed to the confiscation of land on ethical
grounds, he considered that it was not necessary, since the sa n¢
result. could be achicved more gradually and less painfully bf
taxation.

George’s theory was attractive in its simplicity, and since
placed the weight of responsibility for the maladies of society
the system of lzmdholding, it could appeal to very wide sections &8
the pcople without affecting their interests adverscly. Many worke
professional people, and even employers were prepared to agree thas

L. G. Churchward, ‘The American Influence on the Australian Labour
‘€ment’, Hist. Studies, vol. v, no. xix. 31 Australian Star, 2 January 1888.
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Etienne Cabet’s Voyage en Icarie, Morelly’s Basiliade and
works: What was new was a public pren d_ro accept the yt .
he painted as a realizable objective for which they could work,_ y
Bri_eﬂy, Bellamy’s Lookin.g Backward is a utopian noveI‘ .
describes the life of a socialist America in the year 2000 A.D. R '
crudely strung together is the story of a Rip Van Winkle \vlio ,
to find himself in Boston, which had begun to be orgzmizedml
part 'of sociali:et America ﬁfty years hefore, Bellamy examineg o
Imaginary society, in which co-operation had replaced competig
and contrasts it with the Boston of 1885. Poverty has been aboljg
by the simple expedient of an immense expansion of mechanje
power and economies of human energy made possible by elimi
ting the waste of the competitive system. production and distrilr:‘
tion are ordered and planned by the state, the whole populati
bemg'org'ani?ed in an‘industrial army and fitted into the producti
T ot pocine g o e il and oo
aving been satisfactorily provided for,
the peopl'e can devote themselves to physical and éuIturaI bett'
ment. .It Is a society in which there is no place for the stresses of
capitalist sogicty, and man’s inhumanity to man has been repiace'
by co-operati.on and love. A new kind of people has been created b
the new environment, and unfettered by the social and ecconomie
controls that result in the more unpleasant features of men and
women today, the human race is constantly improving. ‘Hence’ as
one critic of BeHamy expresses it, ‘the unlovely in human nature ;
be .g.radually eliminated, while “gifts of person, mind and d
position; bcauty, wit, cloquence, kindness, generosity, geniali
courage” will be perpetuated’,32 J
The .ethical sanction for the co-operative commonwealth Bellamy
found in Christianity. Socialism, he claimed, involved ‘nothine 1 :
thzin a literal fulfilment on a complete social scale, of Christ’s SICU
cation that all should fcel the same solicitude and make the sam
effort for the wclfare of others as for their own’.’® Man would
changed by a socialist organization of society and would becomeé
much closer to the Christian ideal. He would already have co )
menced that mutation before a socialist organization was possib
because Bellamy believed that the transition to socialist socie
would occur as a result of the changed attitude of people. Peoplé
woiild become awarc of the iHogicaLIity and brutality of existing
society which would be gradually changed from political democracy

al and economic equality. Socialism would be introduced not
warfare but by the conviction in men’s minds that it was

le.
eensland, William Lane as editor of the Boomerang and later

orker taught a socialism that was in all essentials the creed
amy. His thought had been greatly influenced by the English

an socialists, American social experiments, and particularly

rence Gronlund’s Co-operative Commonwealth.** He seized

oking Backward after its publication in 1888 as a book that

ied most completely the ideas that he was already teaching.

nded a Bellamy Society,® and wrote that in Looking Back-

was to be found a picture of his ideal society.?® He accepted

y, but at the same time went beyond him because he saw

trade-union organization of the working class the possibility

ple working co-operatively for agreed ends—he saw in

m co-operative socialist living in microcosm within capitalist

y. But he believed that by propaganda and example people

odwill of all classcs would come to see the correctness of his

oint. He tried to awaken the conscience of Qucensland by

g into the light the lives of the most debased and oppressed

n of the community. He scoured the slums of Brisbane and

detailed rcports of what he had found.*” Feeling the tragedy

he broken lives he saw, he used all the tricks of nincteenth

tury sentimentalism to make the improvement of their lot the
ponsibility of all who read his reports. The condition of the people
attributed not to their own innate_weakness but to the working_
merciless competitive system. He was bitterly critical of ‘charity
business’, and demanded that society be so reconstructed that
re would be no neemmWﬁn the
.:' to the workers, he called on all people to join him in the
sade, He scemed to be winning a great victory when he was able
ublish an article by the Premier, Sir Samuel Griffith, on ‘Wealth
L Want’, an exposition of views that secemed to be very similar
ne's own.*s

Lane confined himself to journalism his influence would have
great, but it was made the greater by his active participation
€ practical tasks of organization. Convinced that in trade
1sm he could see the new society of co-operation in the ‘womb
ce Rgss’s Monthly, 16 August 1919. G. G. Reeve mentions the Icarjan
f€nt in Narvos, Illinois, as having influenced Lane.

_H. Lane, Dawn to Dusk, p. 12. 36 Worker, 1 March 18go.

g{)mra'ng, December 1887 to December 1888,
¢ Christmas Boomerang, 1888.

32 W. F. Taylor, The Economic Novel in Ameri 7
% Looking Backward, p. 62. © Ameried, b 197



* was no figure comparable with Lane to channel socialist ideas to the
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of the old’, he strove for a comprehensive organization of the wepy
ing class. He was largely responsible for the formation of the B
bane Trades and Labour Council in 1885, and he drafted the p,
of the Australian Labour Federation in 1889, by which the Queg

land political labour movement adopted a socialist objective. He
the adviser and friend of the leaders of the trade-union movem
and the inspiration of the solidarity action with the London dgg
workers in 1889.2° In fact, Lane’s role was to wed the labour mg
ment in Queensland to the socialist idcal. In the other colonies thep

‘pad any definite ideas of what he w.anted or h_ow %t was to be
s The fissure in the Social Democratic Federation in 1884, the
¢ion of the Socialist League, and the increasing separateness
Fabians was a result of the conflict that emerged as ic
ly different socialist doctrines took shaEe. The Austrahafl
st groups, being wholly dependent on the 1de'as of the leaders
glish socialism, who were themsclves only in the. course of
ing their own position, were naturally struggling in a sea of
ing principles. ‘

c:(l: g)cars pto have been little agreement in tb_e_%&u,&?ra_han
Glist League on any question except that the distribution of

Tth in capitalist society was_unfair and that some kind of com-
; of tf 5 T On

n ownership of the means of roductmneccssary:. ,
iediate oliwm
co-secrt?t?lries of the league, W. H. NIcNarr%ara and J. E.
rton, for example, held conflicting views on strikes as a means
pmvihg the conditions of the workers. State e'ducatlon had its
orters and opponents. Frec trade and protection were argued
dly, In fact, the manifesto of the League gave a fair picture .Of
aracter—it aimed ‘to foster public interest in thc' great socjal
ons of the day by promoting inquiry in. every possible manner;
to circulate and publish literature throwing light upon the exis:;
r evils of society, and the methods necessary for their re.moval..
" league did serve the purpose of prov_xc!mg a forum in V.Vthh
who were later to play a part in politics recelved their intro-
setion to socialist ideas’® It also kept at least a few people in
with events in the labour movement in other parts of the
rfld. The Paris Commune was regularly celebrated and was
inted to as an object lesson for all workcrs: The execution 9f the
ur Chicago anarchists in 1887 caused a thrill of sympathy in the
of the league, and memorial services were held on the anniver-
of their death.t” Probably many of the members were more
ted in cvents in other countries than those in their own.
as particularly true in Melbourne, whfare._the anarchists were
by a German Socialist Club in cstabhsh'mg a branch of (I:XC
stralian Socialist League in 1888, There, as in Sydney, anarchist
socialist ideas were debated.

working class, but reach them they did. William Guthrie Spe

himself a follower of Henry George, testified in 18go that the work
desired a rcconstruction of society although they differed as to wha
it should be.t?

The socialism of Bellamy was the belicf that influenced the broag
masses, but in Sydney and Melbourne there were small socia
groups—the nucleus from which the left wing of the labour ma
ment grew—that were even in the cighties striving for theoreti
purity. In Melbourne, an anarchist club was started in 1886 and
Sydney, the Australian Secialist League in the following year. They
were really debating societies, very small in membership,** where the
ideas of contemporary socialism were discussed. Members called
themselves followers of Hyndman, Annie Besant, Karl Marx and
Kropotkin, but their interpretations of these various schools of
socialist and anarchist thought revealed a gargantuan confusion on
what their various leaders stood for. One of the leading members,
for example, claimed to be an adherent of Marx but insisted that the
best exposition of his viewpoint was to be found in Gronlan
Co-operative Commonwealth, the writings of Sidney Webb, Bern
Shaw, Annie Besant and in W. H. Dawson’s Bismarck and State
Socialism 1*

The theoretical confusion in the revived English socialist move
ment was worse confounded when it was transferred half-way around
the world to Australia. Until 1884 a number of fundamenta]l_-
opposing viewpoints were represented in the English Social Demo-
cratic Federation because the differences between them had 1ol
been clearly worked out. Bernard Shaw wrote ten years later th
the reason why ‘Anarchists and Soclalists worked then shoulder
shoulder, as comrades and brothers, was that neither one nor the

39 Ibid., August to December 1889,

40 The Royal Commission on Strikes, q. 1810,

11 Australian Radical, 2 February 1889,

42 The Royal Commission on Strikes, qq. 9499-9501.

‘B. Shaw, The Fabian Society (Fabian Tract No. 41), p- I15.

. H. McNamara in a speech, ‘Land, Labor and Capital; or Pampered
es and Purplc clad Thieves'. Radical, 19 November 1887.

id., 19 November 1887 '

lacl'(,?l History of tlze/New South Wales Political Labor Party, pt. 1, p. 22.
“ Australian Radical, 17 November 1888.
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The Socialist League was a tributary of the main stream u
political life in Australia, but it was also the direct predccessor of is! nderstandin

vawg@ﬁw wing of the labour move.
ment througlx  which the doctrines of tmgrk
of the World and-Marxism rext tralian workers. The
socialism that did reach the workers was an idealist socialism op
which Frederick Engels made the penetrating comment, ‘socialism
is the expression of absolute truth, reason and justice, and needg
only to be discovered to conquer the world by virtue of its owp
power’.*s The socialist commonwealth appeared to these socialisty
as a rational social organization which, by contrast with existin
society, must appeal to people of all classcs who could be brought to
think about it. To these socialists, Engels remarked, ‘Society pre-
sented nothing but abuses; it was the task of the thinking intellect
to rcmove them’*® The socialism that influenced the Australia
labour movement was of this kind. .
Directly, it encouraged the extension of trade unionism, it assisted
in breaking—down the barriers between the trades, it fostercd the
growth of nation-wide unity of trade unions. It gave the workets
a justification for their claims for the betterment of their position,
and it provided for some trade unionists what was in the nature of a
religiTifs;igc_:w | to work towards. But because its emphasis was on the
common interest of ﬂf&sses_in achieving a socialist society, it
did_not prepare trade unionists for the realities of class warfare
which their very organization made_inevitable, ane was convi
that the majority of employers would sce the justice of the demand
for radical social and economic readjustment. He believed that onl)ﬁ
the ruthless employer would resist the just claims of trade unionists,
and it was against him that strike action would be directed—he did
not foresce that the employers as a class and with the backing of
the state would ultimately set out to suppress the ‘dangerous ideas’
with which the working class had become infected. In May 1890 he
was writing that it was socialism ‘that is moving the world. We aré
all socialists only some of us don’t know it’,*® and in the middle of
the maritime strike he could still write that there is ‘many a hearft
sick employer, feeling humanity stirring within him, will come U?'!
join cither openly or sccretly in the fight to overthrow the wages.
system, to idcalise labour, to conquer Want and Hate and . Greed
and Vice, to establish peace on earth and goodwill among men’t
This attitude is also directly expressed in policy statements by

18 K. Engels, Herr Eugen Duhring's Revolution in Science, p. 26. .
19 Tbid., p. 291. 50 Worker, 1 May 1890. 31 1Ibid,, 1 October, 1890
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jons. Conflict between workers and employers was_ gt/trrj:b}_xggd
and the union seen as a means of preventing'it.
ooking bencath the surface of labor diSplltffS thc;y [, _
| employees] discover that their interests are 1den.t1cal1 said the
o annual report of the most militant of the new unions.??> Records
snferences between the leaders of the Amalgamated Shearers’
and employers’ organizations clearly show that the unionists
ched the conference in a spirit of compromise which arose
m the belief that the rights of the workers were limited. They

ved in a ‘fair thing” and they believed further that in'conference
p;nploycrs would be able to sce the fairness of their requests.
~G. Spence always insisted that he was prepared to help the
oyers to organize because he believed that in that way the con-
ns of labour for the whole country could be settled around the

[ yus_an idealistsocialism was a profoundly important influence

e growth of the working-class movement, but as a theory 1t was
adequatc in directing the strategy and tactics of trade unionists in

e struggles that their organization made inevitable. In the course
1 ry different attitude was forced on
unionists, but the conclusions which they drew from their
perience. were limited by the ideological concepts that have been
itlined.

e strikes in the nineties a v

Shearers’ Record, March 1889. Annual Report of the Amalgamated Shearers’



