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HISTORY FROM BELOW
(A lecture presented at the Inaugural Meeting of the Historical Society
of South Australia, Friday 19 July 1974.)'

ERIC RICHARDS*

It seemed to me that this new Historical Society would become
the type of place in which several different sorts of historians would
local historians particularly, but also economic
collect together
historians, archivists, historians of different countries and regions,
legal historians, marine archaeologists, art historians, historical geo-

graphers and so on, and indeed anyone else concerned with the
practice of history. I thought it might be useful to report on some of
the recent developments and preoccupations of a certain influential
group of social historians. Social history has, in the last ten years,
been re- vitalised to a remarkable degree. A new social history is
emerging, built on quite venerable foundations, which has important
things to say to other labourers in the historical vineyard. But beyond
this, and this is the main theme of my talk, the new work has much
to say to society at large, particularly in the way society sees its own
self- identity.

History, of course, has always had a very wide audience. Unlike
most other academic disciplines, history is able to appeal simultaneously to the professional, to the student, and to the so- called general
public. The audience for history written, spoken, filmed, televised
and fictionalised is enormous. And the producers of history are also
some of the most effective historical work is
very heterogeneous
produced by journalists and novelists, and by enthusiastic local historians possessing special expertise in their areas. History is extremely
* Eric Richards holds a chair of History at Flinders University.
1.
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popular: embarrassingly large numbers of students wish to read
history at universities throughout the English- speaking world. History
is also lucrative there is big money in history writing. The range of
published titles in history is astonishing, and even relatively obscure

historical scholarship sells quite well. For instance volumes in the
Pelican History of England sell every year about 20,000 copies with
virtually rio advertising from the publisher.' At one time, a few years
ago, a volume in the Oxford History of England was selling more
copies than that other Oxford best seller, the Bible. So there is a huge
audience for history, and a great fund of good will.
Against this happy background there are current developments
in historical scholarship which are pulling in the opposite direction.
For instance a great deal of economic history is now becoming very
technical and exceedingly difficult to read. Econometric techniques,
esoteric theory and computerised calculations are producing history
which can say little to the conventional audience of historians. Much
the same can be said of certain types of sociological and demographic
history currently flowing out of the universities. It is becoming
specialised, academic
very obscure territory in which the reader
is likely to become lost up statistical creeks and down sociological
quagmires. One critic of this type of history has offered the jaundiced
comment that `It is now possible to write history that is no way
human ... Many economic historians ... have demonstrated how
this can be done',3 and goes on to contrast economic historians with
human historians. As an economic historian I think this view a bit
extreme, but it contains a kernel of truth. This sort of history will

not have a wide readership and will have little directly to say to

society.

In contrast to this is the new variety of social history, particularly that part of it now called `history from below', which is my main
subject for this evening. In the last few years there has arisen a strong
demand that historians devote themselves to this style of historical

writing. The demand comes notably from the New Left, first in

Britain, then in the United States and also in Australia. Origins can be
found in the 19th century, but the main emergence occurred in the
1960s. Its primary impulse has been part of the radical critique of
orthodox scholarship in historical writing and some of the best work
2.

3.

E.J. Hobsbawm, `Growth of an Audience', Times Literary Supplement 7 April 1966,
p. 283.
Richard Cobb, A Second Identity (London, 1969) p. 47.
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comes directly from this source. To me it appears as a very healthy
and progressive development in modern historiography.

I will offer a critical report on history from below by way of
definition, then some examples from the South Australian experience,

then some indication of the problems, and finally some remarks on
the significance of history from below for history in general.
II

For definition I have looked through various of the manifestos
of the protagonists. The founding father of this style of history is
generally taken to be the great French historian, Georges Lefebvre.
He wrote that the essential problem was `to determine precisely the
views, interests, sentiments, and above all the mental content of the
popular classes.'4 French historians have pioneered studies in this
`collective psychology' of the peasantry and working classes. It is,
of course, a reaction against the conventional preoccupations of
historians with the ruling -elites and power elements in society to the
neglect of the great majority of the people. It is also a reaction against
the view which, for instance, regarded peasants as internal barbarians

about whom little was known, knowable, or worth knowing. It
attempts to get away from stereotypes of common people, usually
in terms of anonymity or `the mob'. As F.B. Smith says, the common
people were until recently regarded by historians as `inarticulate beasts

of burden, or anonymous mob rioters.' They were denied moral
purpose or even recognition; the common people were non persons.
Only now are they emerging as `essential people in the historical
process, as rational participants rather than marginal, picturesque
victims'.5

One of Lefebvre's disciples, George Rudé, defines history -frombelow as 'focussing ... attention on the nameless and faceless people
in history, and the common man has, under this influence, begun to
appear as a historical figure in his own right'.6 It is an attempt to treat
history `from the level of the peasant's cottage, the craftsman's shop,

or of the prisoner in the dock or the rioter in the streets'. It moves
away from the view of the common people as an `inert and docile
4.

Quoted in George Rudé, `The Mass Portrait Gallery', The Listener, 10 March 1967,

5.

p. 349.
F.B. Smith, `Recreating the Life of the Common Man', in Historians at Work edited by
David Dufty, Grant Harman and Keith Swan (Sydney, 1973) p. 89.
Rudé, op. cit. p. 348.

6.
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mass, as cannon fodder or obedient sheep' the people become `an
active agent in the historical process'. Under the influence of this
approach, `the peasantry and urban sans culottes have been brought
into the 'picture and studied from below as social classes and groups
having their own identity, ideas and aspirations independent of those
of the upper and middle bourgeoisie'.' No one would deny that, in
practice, this approach has had the most positive effects on the entire
historiography of the French Revolution.
American historians employ different phrases
they talk of
`the underside of history', and `history from the bottom up'. One
notes of his approach that `the traditional emphases have been abandoned. The stress is on the failings of the system; the focus is not on
the victors, but on the victims. The result, of course, is not a balanced
view of history, but an attempt to redress the existing imbalance'.8
Another American historian remarks that the old history ignored very
large segments of the population, or else subjected them to stereotyping. The consequence was that American social history became `an
index of upper middle class standards and values ... Social problems
were rendered from the perspective of the leader, the custodian, or
the caretaker'.9 Another manifesto asserts that it is `the role of a

democratic historian to write the history of the people', and to

`challenge the conception of uneducated masses waiting placidly for
manipulation by educated men'.' ° The most trenchant American
writer in this vein is Jesse Lemisch who remarks that many historians
`continue to draw conclusions about entire societies on the basis of
examinations of the minority at the top. This approach has distorted
our view and, sometimes, cut us off from past reality'. He points out
that élites are used as surrogates for the entire society beneath them
while the history of non dominant cultural groups is left quite unexplored. Quite rightly he points out that this procedure looking
at society only in terms of its élite is grossly unscientific and makes
a mockery of our pretensions to be social scientists. The new approach
requires no less than a history of the inarticulate. As Lemisch points
out, `The history of the powerless, the inarticulate, the poor, has not
yet been written because they have been treated no more fairly by
7.
8.

George Rude, Interpretations of the French Revolution (Historical Association
Pamphlet, London, 1966) p. 16, and Rude, 'Mass Portrait Gallery', op. cit. pp. 349 -50.
Thomas R. Frazier, The Underside of American
History (New York,

1971),
Introduction.
9. Tamara Hareven, Anonymous Americans (Englewood
Cliffs, 1971), pp. vii -viii.
10. ' "New Left Historians" of the 1960's' in
Radical .4 merica Vol. 4 (November 1970) p. 86.
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historians than they have been treated by their contemporaries'.''
Of course, in all this, there has been a reaction against an older
tradition of historiography which is branded as élitist. The powerful
tradition of British historical writing which developed in Oxford in
the 1850s and remains the conventional mode of thinking has been
criticised strongly by a member of the new school. In the old tradition
`history was conveniently interpreted as the interaction between great
men and the institutions they created, modified or resisted'. History
was past politics, a celebration of the rise of liberal Britain. When
Charles Kingsley used to lecture at Oxford on the theme of heroism,
his object was inspiration: he hoped his students would go out into
the world and imitate the actions of his heroes.' 2 There was little
place for the people in this conception of history, or indeed in the
study of social processes. A mild expression of this critical view came
recently in the remarks of Hartley Grattan on that great enterprise,
the Australian Dictionary of Biography. `What is missing here' he
wrote, ` .... is any specific reference to the environing crowd', the
common people who provided the context for the more celebrated to
move up in society.' s
One thing is very clear. It is not merely the subject matter that
defines history- from below. It is, expressly, history from a particular
viewpoint, a specific conception of the process of historical change.
Charles Tilly defines his approach as `trying to trace the experiences
and actions of large numbers of ordinary men from their own point
of Piety'. It produced, he says, a richer, rearranged picture of life over
the last few centuries.' a Rudé says that we should `get inside the
skulls of the ordinary people individually' and in terms of `the collective psychology of the crowd'.' s Richard Cobb talks about allowing
the people 'to speak for themselves' in order to place historical events
in their human perspective, to add a new dimension to history. To
understand a historical event such as a riot, says Cobb, it is necessary

to get into the head of the rioter, to follow him home, into every

11. Jesse Lemisch, 'The American Revolution seen from the Bottom Up' in Towards a

New Past edited by Barton J. Bernstein (N.Y., 1968), pp.

12. Gareth Stedman Jones, 'The Pathology of English History', New Left Review No. 46
pp. 30 -2.
13. C. Hartley Grattan, in Historical Studies Vol. 15, No. 61, (October 1973) p. 780.
Violence
European Perspective'
14. Charles Tilly,
a phas added.
in
11trViolence and T.RGurr(N Y1969) . 12 emphasis

p

15. George Rude, Paris and London in the 18th century (London, 1970) p. 13.
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detail of his life.' 6 The question arises how much of this is rhetoric,
and how much operational as historical method?

The last historian I want to quote in this brief anthology, is
the most eloquent of the historians from below, the English historian,
E.P. Thompson. He produced what I consider the most resounding
phrase in historical writing in the 1960s when he referred to `the
enormous condescension of historians' which consigned to oblivion
the obsolete handloom weaver, the poor stockinger, the
utopian
artisan
and all the other casualties of history in 19th century
Britain. Thompson is notably critical of existing orthodoxies
which,
for example, see working people as the passive
victims of laissez
faire; or as components of the labour force, as data for statistical
series, or significant only as forerunners of rational industrial
relations.
He wants to see the history of the common people in its full complexity for its own sake and for the
way in which it provides a realist-

ic perspective on the operation of society as a whole. Most of all
Thompson wants to illuminate the positive `agency of working people,
the degree to which they contributed, by conscious efforts,
to the

making of history'."
Like many others, Thompson wants to widen the base of Labour

History away from history-as- industrial - relations- history
towards
a diversified view of working class life taking in such areas as work
discipline, sexual mores, religion, temperance
movements, the comparative sociology of labour adaptation, popular culture and folklore.
This, and much more, Thompson calls the `moral
economy' of the
working class, attention to which would broaden the
whole base of
social history.' 8

I can mention here that the tendencies implicit in history -frombelow have spread to other areas of historical writing. In Britain,
even archaeology has been influenced, it seems: we are told about
`recent shifts in archaeological thought where the emphasis
is no
longer on the reconstruction
of invasions, battles and major political

events, but on the long term processes of changes in economy and
society'.' 9 In colonial history an historiographical revolution

away
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from exclusive concern with the European power stucture towards
the local communities and interest groups `The decisive initiatives
are now read as coming from below not above, from ... Asian societies

and not from the colonial power structure of Europe'. Historians
now tend to look to India for explanations of India's advance towards
independence and partition.2 ° In another continent there is similar
talk of the 'decolonisation of African History' in the last few years.2'

Closer to home there have been interesting developments in
Pacific History which are expressly concerned to alter the position
whereby `the European viewpoint has monopolised the historical
perspectives'. A colleague of mine at Flinders calls this kind of history
`history from the verandah'. Increasingly Pacific history is becoming
and it performs an interesting role: the new
indigenous history
history `has a very practical and therapeutic role to enact in assisting

the rehabilitation of the Pacific peoples at the end of a traumatic
era of European political, economic and technological ascendency
by renewing their self respect and providing them with the secure
historical base from which to play their part as responsible citizens of
independent countries in a new world'.' 2
III

The reasons offered by historians from -below for their style
of history are interesting and provocative. The practitioners on the
whole tend to be open and explicit about their motivations. For instance, one American historian says that the purpose of the new
history is to demolish the consensus /continuity historiography by
showing the achievements of radical individuals in the past and to
help present day radicals by analysing reasons for the past failures of
radicals. Another says it will offer a harsher view of American history
in order to counterbalance the orthodox complacency of present day

American life. E.P. Thompson says that his own work shows that
`the plebeian movement [of 19th century England] placed an exceptionally high valuation upon egalitarian and democratic values' and

16. Richard Cobb, The Police and the People (Oxford,
1970) p. xix. See also the anonymous

review of a book by RudE in Times Literary Supplement 30 December 1965.

17. E.P. Thompson, The Making of the English
Working Class (London, 1964) pp. 12 -13.
18. E.P. Thompson, 'History from Below',
Times Literary Supplement 7 April

1966, and
'The Moral Economy of the English Crowd in the Eighteenth Century', Past and
Present
No. 50, February 1971.
19. Review of Barry Cuncliffe's Iron Age
Communities in Britain in the Guardian Weekly
11 May 1974, p. 22.

20. Eric Stokes, quoted by R.J. Moore, 'New Ways in Later South Asian History', Historical

Studies, Vol. 16, no. 64, April 1975, p. 449.

21. John Wansbrough, 'The Decolonization of North African History', Journal of African
History Vol. 9, (1969) p. 643.
Past, Present and Future', Journal of Pacific History
22. H.E. Maude, 'Pacific History
Vol. VI (1971) pp. 3 -24; J.W. Davidson, 'Problems of Pacific History' Ibid. Vol. I p. 8.
I thank Dr. David Hilliard for these references.
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as a consequence his works will reinforce present day democratic
traditions. History from below, for Thompson, is inspirational in its
function

the experience of the British working class provides lessons

for developing nations today. His book The Making of the English
Working Class ends with this sentence: `we may thank them for these
years of heroic culture'.2 s Barrington Moore Jnr. echoes these
thoughts as an essential ideology for the historian. He writes, `For
all students of human society, sympathy with the victims of historical
processes and scepticism about the victor's claims provide essential
safeguards against being taken in by the dominant mythology' of

our own times.2 4 According to this view, to be objective the historian
requires these feelings of sympathy with the people below.

These thoughts provide much stimulus and provocation. But
there are practical and philosophical difficulties with history from

below.
First, I am not personally prepared to dismiss all the pre- Lefebvre

history as history- from above, although I would concede a marked

preponderance in that direction. The tradition in Britain of the
Hammonds, the Webbs, G.D.H. Cole and Tawney must be recognised,
and so also must a quite substantial amount of 19th century writing,

particularly at the local history level. Other roots of this type of
history, I am told, can be found in the nationalist movements of
central Europe in the 19th century notably in the study of folk
traditions in Poland, Eastern Europe, not to mention Denmark and
even Scotland. These movements helped to create a respect for the
indigenous folk culture as opposed to the imperial article thereby
reinforcing nationalism.

Second, I think it is possible to write the history of élites and powerful individuals, without necessarily identifying with the ideology
of that élite or individual.
Third, I think that history from below is essentially a corrective rather
than a substitute: its function must be to complement other varieties
of history. If all history were to become history from below, we
would simply produce the reverse bias of elite history.
Fourth, the notion that history from below can be reduced to merely
letting the people speak for themselves is very difficult to realize in
practice. Some oral historians, for instance, seem to believe that the
23. Thompson, Making of, op. cit. p. 832.
24. J. Barrington Moore Jnr., Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy
(1969)
pp. 522 -3.
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spontaneous expression of ordinary people will produce history.
the historian will never avoid the task of interpreting the evidence before him, and history from below does not
alter that imperative.
On the positive side, it seems to me self evident that we cannot
consider the study of society as society without a proper consideration of the great masses of the people, as individuals and as interacting groups. Even the study of power in its most concentrated form
requires systematic reference to the manner in which the exercise
of power was received and assimilated by `the people', i.e. the sources
of deference, assimilation and resistance. Riots in 19th century
Europe throw a great deal of light on the mechanisms of established
power. F.B. Smith adds a further justification. He notes that many
creative ideas in society actually originate with the people and are
often impeded for many years by the political leaders. He says that
`The notion that some creative ideas have filtered upwards is a prime

This is rather naive

justification for writing the history of the common people. Ideas
about the humane potentialities of social planning, fairness in social

relations, the malleability of institutions, the need for education,
the worth of individual liberties, were all discussed among common

people before the rulers adopted or conceded the principles.'2 5
Beyond all this are the great problems of evidence and interpretation. Until about 1850, virtually everywhere, most peasants and
proletarians were illiterate. In any case the working class tended not

to commit its thoughts to paper very much, if at all. And indeed
history from below is defined as the history of the inarticulate. Thus
history from below is unwritten history, and as such it is close to
being a contradiction in terms. Almost invariably it comes to rely on
indirect evidence. As F.B. Smith points out, `the historian is dependent upon generalised reports from outside witnesses, sanitary inspectors, policemen, clergymen, lady visitors ... none of them sharing the
values or experiences of their subjects'.2 6 Further than this, it can
lead to the over enthusiastic historian speaking on behalf of the lower
orders without adducing first hand evidence. It leads some historians
to extrapolate their own feeling to the working class. Richard Cobb
is quite blatant about this. When the evidence is insufficient, he says,
`I have not been afraid to fall back on my imagination and to do some

of the thinking of the petit peuple for them. A certain amount of
25. Smith op. cit. p. 98.
26. Ibid. p. 94.
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guesswork and imaginative guesswork is indispensable.''' In extreme
cases the frustration of the historian from below can induce him to
fabricate dialogue between peasants, or to attribute certain attitudes

ERIC RICHARDS
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of the crew of the Moffatt. On board he met a girl, Louisa, whom
eventually he married. At Glenelg he jumped ship and lived a fugitive

to `the people', without direct evidence. In other words, there may
be a powerful temptation towards unscholarly history- writing.

existence in the outlying areas of Adelaide as a runaway sailor. A
reward of R2 was put on his capture and he remained in hiding for a
month, living on fish presumably in a Crusoe -like existence. Only

IV

when the Moffatt sailed away did Boyce come out of hiding and take
a job looking after a dairy for Joseph Barrett, employment which

The history of South Australia is really a fine example of the

pre- dominance of an older and respected style of historical writing.
Almost all the histories of this colony and state have been commentaries on the founding fathers, on the men of capital who pioneered
large -scale agricultural and pastoral activity, on premiers and lord
mayors, on religious leaders, on business leaders and industrialists.
Obviously these worthy people must be studied and understood in
the history of South Australia. But it is very much the great -manview of history, concerned with the import of southern English
middle -class culture, and the celebration of its leaders and its constitutional experiments from Angas to Dunstan. I do not wish to
deny the value of all this, but I wish to argue that South Australian
history can be much more than this, more than the story of its élite.
I believe we really ought to consider the society that was in creation
during those 130 years, and also the people of South Australia who
have been passed over rather neglectfully. It is significant that the
most distinguished and widely acclaimed history of the colony of
South Australia contains virtually nothing on the existence of 95% of
the population, little on actual living conditions and social attitudes,
little on the culture of the working people of the state. This seems
to me to be a situation worth remedying.

The effort to rescue some of the common people from the

oblivion of posterity I can exemplify very briefly by reference to three
episodes in South Australian history in the middle of the nineteenth
century.
(1) Benjamin Boyce is my first example because, by freakish chance,
three of his letters written from Adelaide in the years 1842 to 1846
have survived. These are remarkable and fascinating letters of a semiliterate working man. Benjamin Boyce arrived in Adelaide on Boxing
Day 1839 aboard the migrant vessel, the Moffatt, outward from
London with 307 passengers. Boyce was not a migrant but a member
27. Cobb, Police and the People op. cit. p. xix.

lasted for

3

months. Labour was in great demand and prospects

were very buoyant in Adelaide. Boyce set himself up cutting hay on
government land near the city and selling it on his own account. Not
long after this the first boom in South Australia's economic history
collapsed, and Boyce retreated to the hills, cutting timber and constructing rough houses. He joined partnership with an ex- convict who
happened to hail from Boyce's own village in Lincolnshire. This was
William Holland who had been transported to Van Diemen's Land

fourteen years earlier. They both managed to accumulate a little
money to increase their operation, and to allow Benjamin Boyce to
marry his ship -board girl- friend, who was illiterate, as is shown by her
marriage certificate.

Boyce's letters are remarkable because they are vivid descriptions of the life and attitudes of a working man who would not normally have left any literary remains. They described exotic colonial
South Australia to his relatives back in darkest rural Lincolnshire.
They are written in un- selfconscious almost phonetic English, full
of earthy vigour and the speech patterns of his day and of his social
class. They are direct and spontaneous and indicate his response to,
for example, the local aborigines, the isolation of colonial life, his

employers (one of whom swindled him), and most of all to the
opportunities of life in South Australia compared with Lincolnshire.

He was obviously extremely home -sick but he was prepared to
recommend to his relatives and friends in Lincolnshire that they
migrate: `i am shore that if labren peiple ad the least idea of the
colney they would not work hard in England to starve whear in the
colonies thear is plenty for whe ave plenty of wheat and mutton an
beife and evrey think that onne can whish for the onley thing is a
crosing the salt water'. Fear of the sea and the distance was a great
psychological impediment to migrants. Boyce told them not to be
afraid `to go from the smoke of your mothers chimney' and chided
them for being afraid to leave home. Altogether these letters have a
realism and a resonance which is extremely convincing the realit-
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ies of colonial life for 90% of the early migrants begin to live. Boyce,
I think, deserves to be set beside grave and worthy men of capital
and social status, the men of business enterprise and the constitution
makers of the South Australian colony. Boyce is an indispensable

dimension of our image of the colonial past. He is so interesting

because it is extremely rare to find a man of the working class expressing himself directly in this manner.2 8
(2) Scottish Highlanders. My second group have been remembered

merely because they constituted a social problem

they would,

conventionally, be regarded from the viewpoint of the civic authorities
who were faced with the real problem of what to do about them. I am

talking about a party of Scottish Highlanders who arrived at Port
Adelaide in September 1855. There were 30 families, a total of 147
people. They had been recruited from the Isle of Skye when the
demand for labour in South Australia was high, but, sadly, arrived at
a time when the labour market had become glutted. In Adelaide
the authorities feared the creation of a semi - permanent pauper
problem. The Highlanders were shunted off to Robe where it was
hoped local agriculture would absorb them into employment. But,
in fact, the Robe area was already overstocked with migrant labour.
In conditions of extreme heat the Highlanders were accommodated
under tarpaulin tents, and some got employment. The health of those
remaining deteriorated: one died of consumption, two boys of bilious
fever, then another, a father of four, died of fever. One of the men
became deranged and one can only guess at the mental state of the
several widows in the party.

There are several other points that emerge about these people
during this tragic, forgotten episode: it is clear, for instance, that they
were refugees from the grip of two devastating circumstances in Scotland
one being the potato famine, the other the rapacious attitude
of their landlord in Skye who cleared them off their land straight on
to the migrant ships. Their experience in South Australia demonstrated that they were deeply attached to their family connections and
while employers wanted to split them up to get cheap, single, male
labour, they refused to be dispersed. Moreover these people spoke
only Gaelic and they found Australia alien in totality from their High
28. These letters have now been published. See Eric Richards, 'A voice from Below:
Benjamin Boyce in South Australia 1839 1846', Labour History, November 1974,
pp. 65 -75. Photocopies of the originals are held in the South Australian Archives,
D43Ú8/] -3.
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land background. Just as clear was the fact that these people were
peasants whose most important desire was for land, and they had
expected to get land in the Australian colonies. They sent a petition
to the Governor of South Australia begging for enough land for each
family to live by, so that they could live by their own labours and
as a Highland community with its very particular Presbyterian religion. The response to this pathetic petition was negative the whole
plan of the colony was expressly designed to prevent labouring
migrants from obtaining land. The Wakefield system ought sometimes
to be seen from the point of view of labour as well as of capital and
of landlord.
The experience of these people can be reconstructed only out of
from immigration records, the
fragments of evidence that survive
petitions, newspaper reports, proceedings of the emigration society.
Nevertheless they are important, for they represent an ethnic minority in an Anglo -Saxon world, and their reception tells us much of the
nature of colonial Australian society.' 9

3) The Irish Girls: a story which might be part of women's history

from below and which has been the subject of an interesting
unpublished thesis by C.W. Parkin.3 ° At much the same time as my
Highlanders arrived in Adelaide, so also did a very large number of
single Irish girls. In December 1854, 1,044 arrived, and in the next
nine months another 2,047 arrived. They also were regarded as a social
problem by the authorities. It was difficult to find employment for
them, and they were regarded as a threat to morality in the colony
because it was found very difficult to confine them to the migrant
barracks at night time. At one point they were subdued by the action
of the Adelaide Fire Brigade which was called in to hose them down
with water. Eventually, after many months, the Irish girls were disto Clare, Kapunda, Robe, Encounter
persed throughout the colony
Bay, Gawler, Willunga and Yankalilla. Nowadays it is extremely
difficult to find any trace whatever of their settlement yet at the time

it must have seemed like a flood of Irish -ness. For instance 121
Irish girls descended on the minute township of Clare in 1855.
29. This section is based on a research project `Highland Emigrants to Australia in the Nineteenth Century'.
3'O. C.W. Parkin, `Irish Female Immigration to South Australia During the Great Famine'
(Unpublished B.A. History Honours thesis, University of Adelaide, 1964). A copy is
held by the South Australian Archives. In addition to this source I have used newspaper
references and Immigration Reports, especially S.A.A., A (1855) 1213, A (1852) 1165,
A (1848) 1647, and E. Hodder, The History of South Australia (London, 1893) Vol. I,
pp. 291 -2.
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If we look more closely at the circumstances of this immigration
it can lead us to important conclusions about both Britain and South
Australia:
1) The Irish girls were peasantry they were prepared to do manual
labour, not merely ornamental duties. One Adelaide contemporary
said that they were quite unsuited for `respectable domestic service',
they were fitted only to be farm labourers and quite likely to become
prostitutes.
2) They were Catholic and this immediately made them suspect in
many eyes because some influential South Australians wished to
keep the colony Protestant.
3) The girls were refugees from famine in Ireland.

4) They suffered from the inordinate deficiency of husbands in
Britain men at this time were marrying less and later, and tending to

emigrate more than women.
5)

Employment opportunities for single women were extremely
narrow in Britain the semi slavery of domestic service was the biggest single occupation in Victorian Britain, but it was still not sufficient to soak up the vast numbers of unemployed single women.
If we examine a small sub -group in the population from below
it can tell us quite a lot about the structure and character of that
society and widen our understanding of social development. Moreover if we ignore the common people we miss half the variety and
significance of social processes.

V
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of social life as a fundamental pre- requisite for understanding the
nature of society in terms of its power structure, its values and its
direction. This is reflected in the kinds of subjects that are now being
examined and I can list some of these: family occupational patterns,
religious behaviour, marriage patterns, sport, school experience,
subjective views of social class, the impact of urbanisation and so on.
We need to ask how it is that a large part of the lower class has accept-

ed the prevailing social hierarchy and their own relative deprivation.
We may ask: how much a sense of grievance was there over the existence of poverty and social deprivation. According to a recent survey

of 19th century working class documents in Britain there was a
surprising and general lack of bitterness among such groups as farms
workers, coal miners, weavers, carpenters, chefs and cabinet makers.31

All this requires the study of the history of the people and their
experience. Moreover the sources of documentation are often avail-

for instance in South Australia local historians are well
able
supplied: i.e.
On housing there are censuses, municipal and building society records.
On morbidity there are hospital files.
On popular religion there are city mission reports.
On wages and conditions there are factory reports and Destitution
Board records.
On marriage patterns there are church and civil registers.
On deviant behaviour and crime there are legal records.
On mental health there are health and asylums reports.
On status, pride and prejudice we may turn to novelists and folklore,

and to the oral tradition.' '

It needs to be said that history- from-below is technically very
difficult and that it requires all the gifts of interpretation and analysis
that the historian is able to muster. Despite these diffiuclties it may
be said that the achievements of history-from -below are already substantial
notably in the history of the American Revolution, the
French Revolution, and social conflict in 18th and 19th century
England. I think its role beyond this fairly limited territory is of great

potential and that it would be best advanced in conjunction with some
of the new -style social history that is emerging concurrently with
history- from below. I refer specifically to the study of social history
as the study of society, of social structures and social processes, and
of social mechanisms in operation over historical time. The concern
of many social historians now is to interpret the character and texture

These subjects are interesting in their own right, of course;
but they have a much wider significance in that they lead us towards
an understanding of social mechanisms and social identities. As F.B.
Smith has remarked, the social history of the common people can
provide `insights into social mechanisms which we little understand,
such as the relations between ill- health and political passivity, physical

tiredness and social compliance, hunger and class envy'." Taken
together these sorts of questions will constitute a very large part of
the puzzle of how a society holds together and evolves over time.
These social questions define the context of social change and, more
31. Theo Barker, `Hardships and happiness', The Listener 13 June 1974, pp. 773-4.
32. This section relies heavily on F.B. Smith, op. cit. pp. 94 -5.
33. Ibid. p. 95.
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particularly, the limits of political action. We cannot understand
history or society without properly taking cognizance of all this.
As an American historian has written, it is the common people,
acting in roughly congruent patterns, bearing children, building
the economy, creating through their behaviour a set of ideological
principles, and offering or witholding their allegiance to institutions
of government, that determine the development of society. And he
says `that vital factor' has too often gone unnoticed.' 4 We can go
further than this and say that the historian is very well employed in
seeking to interpret and discover those elements of social change as
part of the collective self - knowledge of that society. It will help
society and especially the common people to make sense of social
process, to see better the directions they have taken. It becomes, in
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points. Second, it is perfectly possible to imagine a conservative/
whig variety of history- from -below which would be equally one
eyed. For example such a bias would stress the conservative character

of proletarian attitudes during certain periods. The historical Alf
Garnetts might tend to predominate to an alarming degree. Third,
many historians in the field are already aware of the problem. For
instance E.P. Thompson has pointed out that Horatio Bottomley was,
after all, as influential in his time as was Ernest Bevin. Historians,

he says, cannot turn a blind eye to working class or even Fabian

out from the workaday records of the past, becomes a major part
of historical work'.3 s There will be a democratisation of the past.
Thus the new social history will pay much more regard both to
the common man and to sociology. George Rudé sees the dawn of
mass history with the aid of computers which might one day permit
`a close observation of the nation as a whole'.3 6 And there is wide
support for the interpenetration of history and sociology in pursuit
of long run changes in the social structure. It is my hope that the

sin.3 7 And there are great areas of British working class life which
for instance, the working class
need to be placed in perspective
Tory, Church and King voters, strike breakers, Tory Chartists, the
many stalwarts of Conservative Working Men's Clubs not to mention so many working class wives who shared little solidarity with
political aims of labour leaders.'
Thus I think the problem of ideological bias in history -frombelow is of small importance. Personally I would want to subscribe
to the view of Eric Hobsbawm that, at all costs, the historian should
avoid confusing the ideological or political motivation of research
with its scientific value.3 9 History- from -below should be judged by
the results rather than by the politics of its practitioners. As Sir Karl
Popper says, the origins of a proposition are irrelevant to its truth
or falsehood.' ° By this dictum we return to the quality of the historical scholarship, to the respect for evidence and internal logic. In

import of sociology is tempered and humanised by the contributions
of history from below.

imagination which accompany the effort to make the inarticulate of

effect, people's history. One historian has indeed predicted that
the 20th century will become `the century in which the history of
the common man, not seen through the eyes of his betters but drawn

fact we return to all those tasks of interpretation and historical
history speak and live.

VI

This leaves me with the gritty residual problem of ideological
bias that may be suspected of history from below. Is it not the case
that history- from -below will be heavily populated by left -wing histor-

ians, sympathetic to certain types of doctrinal interpretation, colouring and judging each historical event in terms of some `approved line
of Labour evolution'? I think there are several answers to this. First,
no history is objective in any final sense and all brands of historian
should be self - conscious and explicit about their ideological stand34. James A. Henretta, The Evolution of American Society 1700 -1815 (1973) pp. 3, 225.
35. E.A. Wrigley (ed.), Identifying People in the Past (London, (1973) pp. 1 -2.

36. Rudé `Mass Portrait' op. cit. p. 350.

37. E.P. Thompson, `History from Below' op. cit. p. 280.
38. Smith op. cit. pp. 98 -9.
39. E.J. Hobsbawm, `From Social History to the History of Society', in Historical Studies

Today (N.Y., 1972) p. 1.
40. Quoted by Bernard Crick in New Society 23 August 1973.
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because of their superior wealth and their hold on much of the good
land. Whereas in the previous decade the pastoralists had been the
darlings of South Australian society they now found themselves in
danger of being pushed into the background, and their social leadership
challenged. Newspapers no longer high- lighted the prestigious aspects
of the pastoralists' activities as they had done in the 1850s; instead
incidents were reported which showed them in the least favourable
light. One of the most obvious manifestations of their fall from grace
was the changed attitude of the Governor who, it was said, `now carried
out his usual policy of being popular with the mob'. During the visit
of the Duke of Edinburgh pastoralists were no longer regarded as the
obvious hosts, and at the official Ball given in the Duke's honour the

landed class complained that `gentlemen were in the smaller prop
ortion'.2 Similarly, the political influence of the pastoralists was
My inclination tells me to sacrifice everything and go home to my dear wife,
interest says if you do so where is the means of supporting your wife and children.
It is a hard position when inclination points one way and necessity another.

John Hope writing from ` Wolta Wolta',
Clare, to his wife Isabel in Ireland, in 1868.

The decade of the 1860s in Australia has been described variously
as a period of `Transition' or of `Aggressive Democracy'.' At this time
changed social attitudes, political radicalism, `progress' in the form of
the extension of transport and urbanization, and economic stress and
instability challenged the way -of -life and livelihood of those people
who had successfully established themselves in colonial society; of
no-one was this truer than the pastoralists. This paper examines the
experiences of a group of pastoralists who had established themselves
successfully in the Mid -North of South Australia, and then began
to have doubts about their future in the Colony.
The social pretensions of the large landowners and rural gentry
were resented by the powerful commercial class which emerged with
urbanization in South Australia. The bourgeoisie was joined by the
small farmers who already had reason to be hostile to the pastoralists
*Mrs. Williams has recently been awarded a Master of Arts degree for a thesis
on the pastoralists of the central hill country of South Australia. She is now
working in the History Discipline, Flinders University, on a wider study of South
Australian landed society in the nineteenth century.
1.

D. Pike, Australia: the Quiet Continent, 2nd ed. (Cambridge, 1970), p. 105. R.M. Crawford, Australia, (New York, 1952), p. 125.

threatened. The granting of universal male suffrage, and the introduction of the secret ballot by 1857 increased the power of the urban interest and the small farmers. The South Australian populace were no
longer prepared to accept unquestioningly the paternalism of the
previous decades; instead they demanded `a people's government'
and decried the `bloated squattocracy'.3 Pastoralists who wished to
attract votes had, like Abraham Scott, to assure their constituents
that if elected they would `vote with a single eye to the general weal
of the community, irrespective of class';' while privately lamenting
that the South Australian government gave way to `the fierce outcries
of an ignorant and excited democracy'.5

As well as uncertainty and change in the social and political
sphere there occurred the problems of economic stagnation and distress
after 1865; for many pastoralists this was the last straw. The profitability of pastoral activity had already been thrown into doubt. Firstly,

Goyder's revaluation of runs in 1864 had made it clear that the days
of cheap grazing on leasehold runs had come to an end. Secondly,
drought had brought home the limitations of the South Australian
climate and the high risk involved in expansion into the salt bush
country of the far North. Pastoralists began to doubt whether they
could either extend their own pastoral activities profitably in South
Australia or provide opportunities for their sons to do so.
2.
3.

4.
5.

Hope family papers, ` Wolta Wolta', Clare (After this H.P.). Mrs. Mahony to Mrs. I. Hope,
27 November 1867.
Northern Star. (Clare) 5 August 1860; 6 April 1861.

Ibid., 23 March 1861. See also T. Magarey's election address in Kapunda Herald, 24
February 1865.
Ibid., 22 February 1867.
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Their loss of political influence, the denigration of their social
position, and economic uncertainty combined to make the pastoralists
discontented and uncertain about their future. The excitement and
challenge of the early pioneering days were over; the first fruits of
success had been enjoyed in the fifties; and now came the time for
reassessment. Would it be better, they began to ask, to go somewhere
else to try their luck and start again, or was it better to stay and stick
it out in their adopted country, perhaps accepting something less than
they had hoped for? Their ties with Australia were still weak, for it
was too young a country to arouse strong feelings of patriotism. A
poem, published in one of the local newspapers in 1860, illustrates
nicely the type of sentiments that Australia and Britain aroused:

21

The pastoralists in the Mid -North who were most drawn back to
Britain came from well - established British families. For men such as
J.H. Angas, W.J. Browne, F.H. Dutton, G.C. Hawker, J. Hope, W.R.
Mortlock, J. Taylor and 3.B. Hughes the memories of their youth in
Britain were pleasant, and they therefore had good reason for wanting
to return. Because of the good start their capital had given them and
the profits that they had made they could now afford to travel. Hav-

ing left their homeland once to cross the world in search of better
opportunities they were now prepared to look again elsewhere.
The uneasiness that some of the pastoralists felt about their
livelihood in South Australia was matched by the discontent of their
wives. If `the perennial murmur that it was easier for a poor man than

a rich man to be an Australian' was true, then it was even more

Advance, advance Australia, and take thy destined stand
Among the nations of the earth our own adopted land!
Endow'd by favouring Providence, earth's richest stores
are thine
Fruit, harvest, flowers of every zone, and treasures of
the mine.

valid for the women.' ° For those brought up in the sheltered atmosphere of a comfortable home in Britain, life in the harsh colonial
environment must have imposed many strains. Yet in the early years
the wives had not complained. Perhaps the young wives during the
1840s and 1850s still felt, with their husbands, the excitement of
pioneering, and were prepared to bear the initial discomforts for the
sake of establishing themselves. However, by the sixities, with the
approach of middle -age, affluence, the large families to care for,
enthusiasm waned. They tired of the limitations of colonial society
and remembered with longing the rarified atmosphere of the English
drawing room, the excitement of holidays in London or Europe, the
shops where `everything was so much cheaper and better', servants
who knew their place, and perhaps, above all, families and childhood

Yet count it still our proudest boast
Britannia's sons to be,
And often o'er the western wave fond memory turns her eye.
Old England! Dear Old England, with her grand ancestral halls,
Her cottage homes, her village spires, and churches' ivied walls,
Her hawthorn - blossom'd hedgerows, her meadows rich and green,
Still lives enshrined within our hearts each old familiar scene.6

With equal enthusiasm the beauties of Scotland and Ireland are described in later verses. Obviously the emotional and sentimental attachments were to Britain.' It was, therefore, not surprising that when the
colony became less attractive in the 1860s many of the first generation
of pastoralists should have considered leaving it. Like their counterparts in the Eastern Colonies, the pastoralists of South Australia fell
into two groups:

friends.' Their children's need for `a suitable education' supplied
them with a positive rationalization for their nostalgia to return,
and because their husbands tended to concur with this, it was the
most frequently cited reason for the long absences.' 2
These reasons and attitudes were reflected more in the correspondence of those who stayed than of those who went and fulfilled their

ambitions. Mrs. Driffield, the wife of John Hope's financial agent,

Those who are but temporary sojourners in the land, younger sons or brothers of
opulent families .... and on the other hand bona fide settlers, who on planting
their foot on Australian ground, adopted it as their country .8

wrote to Mrs. Hope who was in Ireland in 1868:

6.
7.

9. G. Nadel, Australia's Colonial Cuture, (Cambridge, Mass, 1957), p. 35.
10. Cf. J.M. Tregenza, Professor of Democracy: the Life of Charles Henry Pearson 1830-

8.

Northern Star (Clare), 24 November 1860.
Cf. G.L. Buxton, The Riverina, (Melbourne, 1967), pp. 108 -109.
G.C. Mundy, Our Antipodes: or Residences and Rambles in the Australian Colonies
1846.1851, (London, 1855), p. 138.

I almost think it is a pity for you to come back here, there are so few advantages

1

1894 (Melbourne, 1968), pp. 59 and 65.
11. H.P., Mrs. Mahony to Mrs. I. Hope, 26 March 1867.
12. R. Cockburn, Pastoral Pioneers, vol. 1, (Adelaide, 1925), p. 33.
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for the children (I mean at Clare) and such a dearth of society and even friends . .
We certainly have the advantages of a better climate, but we fall short of many
attractions that the old country can offer.1 3

Jan. 24

Similarly, when the Hopes were in Wales, a member of the Hawker

Jan. 26

Jan. 27.

Susanna says she cannot imagine anyone living here who could afford to live in
Britain .
I hope you will be fortunate in a governess, so much of ones comfort
in colonial life depends on that!'

In Britain the families settled down, to what must have seemed,
particularly for the women, an ideal existence. Appropriately sized
and furnished house were leased for six months or a year, for as yet
they were not sure of their future plans. The older children were sent
to `suitable' schools, and governesses and nurses were hired to care
for the younger children. Once established the families engaged in a
furious round of visiting, dining, sight- seeing, going to theatres and
lectures and shopping. The following extract from John Hope's diary
in late January 1866, written while the Hopes were in Dublin, is
fairly typical of events. The late entries are particularly significant in
that after only five weeks there are signs of Hope tiring of the `social
round' and leaving the visits to his wife.16 For men like him, who had
had the energy to be successful pioneers, cups of tea and polite chitchat must soon have lost their attraction.
Jan. 21.

Went to Sandford Church in a cab with Issie, Die and Chas. sat

Jan. 22

Went to see my Aunt, Die and Chas. went to Dr. Collis to a children's party.
Went by train to the Rock, Issie, all the children and nurse went in
cab. Called and lunched at Mrs. Connors, called at Thomas' and

in W. Walshe's seat. I took a seat in the Gallery.

Jan. 23

Adamsons'.

13. H.P., Mrs. Driffield to Mrs. I. Hope, 24 April 1868.
14. H.P., Rose Hawker to Mrs. L Hope, 4 October 1868.
15. H.P., Mrs. Mahony to Mrs. I. Hope, 23 March 1867, 2 March 1868.

16. The Hopes arrived in Ireland in late December, 1865.

dined at Hope Waddell. Mr. Holmes, Mrs. Holmes, Mrs. Kelsall,
Mr. J. Kelsall, the Attorney and Mr. T. Kelsall an officer were there.
Walked into town with Issie . .. bought some glasses at Wests and
dresses for Issie and the children at Brown and Thomas. Called at
Aunts got some fruit.
Mrs. Holmes and daughters called and Mrs. and Miss Wilson. Issie

told Charles to go down for me - he said that there was no use in
going down for Papa, for he would not come. Went to Brown and

what it would be here, you must enjoy being in Wales.1 a

More pungent were the comments of Mrs. Mahony, a friend who
lived in Gawler, on hearing that Mrs. Hope was returning to Clare:

Went to hear lecture on Gibraltar, Malta, and Egypt illustrated by
views. Called at Mamas.

Jan. 25

household wrote with longing from Clare:
What a different life it must be for you and the dear children where you are to
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Thomas. Went with Issie and Die to Miss Kenneys. Called at Holmes
and Kelsalls.

And so it continued:
Feb . 6
March 2

Went with Issie in a cab to pay visits

I did not go in.

Went with Issie Charles and Die by rail to the sea front. I stayed
with the children on the shore while Issie paid calls.

In 1867 the Hopes joined George Charles Hawker and his family

at Llandudno. Here again, the ladies could indulge in their social
round and, when the weather permitted, relax while the children
played on the beach, rode donkeys, went rowing or learnt to swim.
But Hawker, like Hope, was a restless soul and soon became tired of
`the dull hole by the sea'. After a year he decided on a `grand tour',
and the family left Llandudno for Heidelberg, travelling via London,
Ostend, Brussels and Cologne.
Finding homes and moving large families with immense quantit-

ies of luggage was no small matter for these colonial gentlemen.
Hawker's fourteen children proved a particular problem, and landlords
who were foolhardy enough to lease houses regretted it afterwards.

Edward William Hawker recounted in his journal the scene when
giving up the Llandudno establishment:
Mrs. Pritchard and Mr. Williams came to receive the house. There was an awful
row, both of them letting off right and left and swearing that we had damaged
everything. Mrs. Pritchard had been boasting yesterday that she would get 8100
damage out of us.

What happened is not known but such events did not seem to daunt
the Hawkers:
A jolly journey to London. The carriage rocked tremendously from the pace we
were going and the tremendous amount of luggage we had on top.17
17.

S.A. Archives, D 2624, E.W. Hawker's Journal, 5 February 1869.
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But the size of the families and the accumulated luggage of these
wandering Anglo- Australians as they moved from place to place
over a number of years must have been a rare sight. On the journey
from Brussels to Cologne Edward William Hawker complained:
The stingy beggars would not let us take any decent luggage onto the trains
and made us all squeeze into two carriages.' 8

à

The `decent luggage' followed on a goods train and two weeks later
it arrived in Cologne, but the station officials would not let Hawker
take possession of it because they refused to believe that one family
alone could possibly possess so much.

Wherever circumstances permitted the Hawkers continued their
previous mode of living. While in Europe they made acquaintance with
other British families and between them organized a frenzied round of
activities such as dancing, hunting, rowing and skating, as well as the

John and Isabel Hope shortly after their marriage in 1859.

usual visiting and dining. Their determination to enjoy themselves
at all events is illustrated by their staying in Europe after the outbreak
of the Franco Prussian War in September 1870, while most other
English people returned home.' 9 Here was something they had not
experienced before and certainly more exciting than the prosaic social
round. George Charles Hawker took the boys as near to the front as
he dared to see the soldiers and the guns, while Mrs. Hawker and the
girls visited the hospitals, presumably to comfort the wounded. The
Hawker's certainly displayed the curiosity and energy said to be the
hallmark of the Englishman abroad.

But business also had to be attended to. On returning to Britain
the absentees set about investigating the financial and business
opportunities that were available, and comparing them with those of
South Australia which they had considered unfavourable. But they
soon found that economic conditions in Britain were not promising.
In 1867 capital invested in English Government Securities yielded
little above 3 per cent whereas South Australian Government Securities yielded 5 per cent." Eighteen months after landing in Britain
Hope wrote to his agent Driffield, `you must invest the next 13000
18.
19.

George Charles Hawker with his eldest son
Edward William, c. 1852.

Bessie Hawker with her eleventh and twelfth
children, Walter and Rosie, c. 1865.

Ibid., 12 February 1869.
Ibid., 15 August 1870.

20. These figures quoted by J. Hope. H.P., Letter Book, J. Hope to Driffield 14 October
1867. Cf. A.K. Cairncross, Honte and Foreign Investment 1870 -1913. (Cambridge,

1953), p. 230.
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that R.B. Smith pays ... any interest in the Colony will be higher
than the English Funds.'2 t With the realization that government
investments would not pay well they turned their attention to the
business enterprise in which they had expertise
sheepfarming on
a large scale. As opportunities in Britain for this were virtually nonexistent they turned their attention to South American, to Uruguay,

Argentina and Brazil.
John Hope made enquiries with a Mr. Charles Drabble concerning

Banda Oriental (the present Uruguay) and records at some length
in his diary the information he gleaned:

A good title can be got to land but it requires care. Land is not easily
to be
had in the Banda Oriental but can be got in the adjoining provinces
... at 15s.
p.a.
Water

can be got by sinking.
Climate healthy much like our own no frost or snow.
Improvements as Dwelling House and taken at a valuation.
Managers
not easily to be had, generally pay servants by giving them a proportion of the profits so that they may have an interest.
Banking accommodation to he had either from
a Bank or a Merchant.
Labour sometimes pay ls. each for shearing,
shepherd same as with us MO for
man and wife.
Sheds in these I think improvements could be made.
Pressing I think improvements to be made here also.
Carriage by Bullock Drays.
Price of Sheep down to almost 5s. from 10s.
Lambing 80 per cent.2 2
Grass the trefoil burr bad.
Price of Wool l0d. per lb. in grease.
A few Wild Dogs
Scab in some places, foot rot.

Our Station that he (Drabble) read the returns from showed 20% per annum
profit and in 5 years the station had

doubled in value.
Timber is scarce in the Banda but stone plenty, the Huts are made of
stone and
mud thatched. is sending out Galvd. iron at present.
Wool the quality was very low but is improving.
The Country is generally well watered with rivers and springs.23
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in a new environment. In many respects the information seemed very
similar to his experience in South Australia; the climate, the managers,
the price of sheep, the lambing rate, scab and foot rot, and the percentage of profit.2 4 Would it be worth the upheaval to go to South

America and start again? John Hope wanted more information.
He was taken by Hazard (probably another South Australian) to a
gentleman who had stations in Brazil who gave him two pamphlets.
The information supplied generally confirmed that of Drabble. Hope
pursued his inquiries and was obviously not alone in these interests,
for a month later he received a `very favourable' letter about South
America from Bristow Hughes, the youngest of the Hughes
brothers.2 s John Hope also noted in his diary that he was `getting

Hawker's opinion on South America." Both Hope and Hawker
intended to visit South America on their journey back to South
Australia in late 1868, in order to assess the situation at first hand.
But the projected visit was never carried out, and we can only conclude that the lure of profits in South America was not great enough
to outweigh the disadvantages of political strife, armed uprisings, and
the feudalistic attitudes of Church and landowners.2 7 Compared with

these conditions South Australia's `fierce democracy' must have
appeared extremely mild, and the Colony a haven of tranquillity.
While deliberating about future ventures the pastoralists could
not afford to neglect their interest in South Australia, for they still
depended on these for their income. In order that they could make
the trips to Europe in the first place all had engaged managers and
agents with whom they kept in constant touch by correspondence;
enquiring, advising and occasionally instructing. But only outline
instructions could be sent and much depended upon the skill and
honesty of the men on the estate with whom the final decisions lay.
Hope wrote to his financial agent Driffield:

As I know you will not act rashly and we are at too great a distance to
consult together I wish you to act for me as you would for yourself?'

This is not the entry of an idle speculator but of an experienced

sheep farmer who knew about the practical necessities of pioneering
21. H.P., Letter Book, J. Hope to Driffield, 23 July 1867.
22. This is high when compared with South Australian lambing rates which were more likely

to be between 60% and 70 %. See R.H. Watson, `Reproduction in Sheep', in A. Barnard
(ed), The Simple Fleece, (Melbourne 1962), p. 68.
23. H.P., John Hope's Diary, 12 March 1866.

24. In 1868 Hope estimated that a sheep run in South Australia would yield between 15%

to 20% on capital paid for it. See H.P., J. Hope to Mrs. I. Hope, 5 October 1868. Cf.
+N.G. Butlin, Investment in Australian Economic Devlopment 1861 1900, (Cambridge,
1964), pp. 120 -123 and p. 179.
25. H.P., John Hope's Diary, 12 March, 13 April 1866.
26. H.P., J. Hope to Mrs. I. Hope, 16 June 1866.
27. H. Herring, A History of Latin America, (New York, 1961), pp. 700 -701, 650 and 743.
28. H.P., J. Hope to Driffield, Letter Book, 24 June 1867.
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At times this trust was not upheld, as Hope found out later when he
made a return trip to inspect the way Moorhouse, his manager, had
cared for his property at Clare:

obliged us to go on.' The vagaries of the sea voyage added an element
of dread to that of dislike. Hope wrote to his wife:

I can see the force of R.B. Smith's remarks that you can easier protect yourself

Robby's confident "Pappy will come home again" gave me courage, for a feeling was creeping over me that I might not see you all again, till his confidence

against a knave than a fool.2 9

gave me courage.32

The house, the fences and the implements had all been neglected.
If I want a second horse for the cart I find I must break one in, for Mr. Moorho
use
has given my best one to Gleeson for £6, about what it will cost to break another

if I want to put a leader in the cart, I am told it cannot be done for the cart
has been allowed to fall and break a shaft if I want an axe there is none if a
spade there are the remnants of one or two very old ones, the others are lying
about broken. This is a sample of the whole concern. The fences are so injured
that I must nearly make them new again,3 °

Other absentees were more fortunate. Frederick Dutton could
not have had a more efficient or devoted manager than Alexander
Buchanan, who not only carried out his normal managerial duties with
care, but also was prepared to bid, bribe and intimidate at land sales
on Dutton's behalf. Dutton was equally fortunate in his choice of a
successor, H.T. Morris, who had been a government Inspector of
Sheep for twelve years, and knew the sheep industry well.
G.C. Hawker and W.J. Browne were likewise well served by J. Noble
and A. Tolmer respectively.31

Yet, however reliable their agents and managers were, the majority of absentees felt it necessary to return to South Australia at
intervals to supervise affairs at first hand and to ensure the continuance of their income. Rather than uproot their families and subject
them to the discomforts of the sea voyage the men travelled alone.
The voyage still took a minimum of three months either way. This
meant that they were separated from their families for at least seven
or eight months; an event they experienced frequently enough to
dislike. John Hope, recalling his return trip with George Hawker in

1868 via Paris and Marseilles said that, `when Hawker left his family,
he broke down ... and sobbed like a child.' When they reached Paris

they would `gladly have returned

...

if a sense of duty had not

29. H.P., J. Hope to Mrs. 1. Hope, 26 September 1866.
30. Ibid., 31 December 1866.
31. See Walter Hawker, Reminiscences of G.C. Hawker

by his Son (Adelaide, 1951), p. 8,
and J. Lewis, Fought and Won (Adelaide, 1922), p. 27.

The initial separation was bad enough, but when they arrived
eventually in their South Australian homes they- were faced with
painful reminders of `happy days and those who made them so.'3 3
Loneliness, and now a nostalgia for the life that used to be, turned a
usually cheerful man like John Hope into a melancholy dreamer.
Portions of the letters Hope wrote from ` Wolta Wolta', his property
near Clare, to England between August and October in 1866, illustrate this well:
You cannot think how solitary the house is, not a sound but the ticking of the
clock and my own footsteps ... My inclination tells me to sacrifice everything
and go home to my dear wife, interest says if you do so where is the means of
supporting your wife and children. It is a hard position when inclination points
one way and necessity another.34

I went near dark to where the children used to walk and sat on the hills . .. if
I had not plenty to do I would be very miserable.3 s

The absence of his family heightened John Hope's sentimental attachment to his Australian home:
There is something at every turn to remind me of you and the children, the seat
that I got placed for my dear wife when she was too weak to walk far, the children's seats and the many recollections connected with them and every object
here. I scarcely think that we will ever have a place that I will care so much
for.3 6

Two years later, on another visit to South Australia, he wrote in much
the same strain:
I am lonely here, at breakfast and dinner my companion is the tortoise shell cat
she is very regular in her attendance, and gets rewarded with some food.37
32`.

33.
34.
35.
36.
37.

H.P., J. Hope to Mrs. I. Hope, 16 June 1868 and 28 June 1868.
H.P., J. Hope's Diary, 18 August 1868.
H.P., J. Hope to Mrs. I. Hope, 5 October 1866.
Ibid., 26 Deptember 1866.
Ibid., 25 October 1866.
H.P., J. Hope to his son, C. Hope, 6 October 1868.
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Wolta Wolta is now looking very pretty, the wattles are covered with their yellow

blossom and perfume the air, the almonds are so full of blossom that you can
see nothing of the branches, the oxalis is very gay. The orange trees have a great
deal of fruit, I wish that you were all here to eat them.3 8

Less eloquently, but with equal longing, Hawker wrote to his son
Edward:
It is an awful nuisance being out here without any of you and if I had not plenty
to occupy me I do not know what I would do with myself.3 9

Hawker had already tried to submerge his loneliness and misery in
drink. Hope says:
When we came here [Adelaide] first Hawker gave way to drink a good deal and
I was glad when he left town. When we got to Bungaree he was in a precarious
state. Dr. Baine attended him, his physical and mental depression was such that
for some days I felt very uneasy about him,4 °

John Hope, on the other hand, seems to have flung himself into his
work, and found comfort in the sermons preached in Clare by Dr.
Davidson.. t Edward Hamilton, another friend of Hope's. and also
a returned absentee, found a less uplifting consolation by taking
up residence with `a girl of the town'.4 2

Clearly life without their dependants was no easy matter for
these men who enjoyed the company of their families. In their
attempt to improve the quality of their lives they had, in fact, imposed an impossible strain upon themselves. The unnatural situation of
commuting half way across the world at intervals was exhausting,
and the distance both in time and space which separated them from
their families crushed some and depressed others. Although the wives
may have wanted to stay in Europe the men had tired of the peripatetic existence and its artificiality. As Hope said, `I am quite tired
of changing house about every six months,' and Hawker complained,
`I hate London, as long as I am travelling I do not mind it, but sticking down in the homely atmosphere is detestable for I have nothing
to do but loaf about.4 3
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As time passed the men became increasingly determined to end

the separation and to bring their families back to Australia. The
financial advantages were obvious. Interest on capital invested through
banks in Australia began to rise; whereas in 1868 Hope was still receiving only 5 per cent on capital invested, by mid 1869 he was getting
8 per cent.4 4 Confidence in the pastoral industry was returning,
and there was scarcely a more profitable way of utilizing capital than
investment in the sheep -runs, which were again yielding good profits
of between 15 and 20 per cent.4 5
Just as some felt pulled back to South Australia so they were,
in a sense, being pushed out of Europe. The Franco - Prussian War had
brought to an end the carefree Continental travelling, and the uneasy
peace that followed discouraged tourists.4 6 In Ireland, Gladstone's
attempts to pacify the populace by dis- establishing the Irish Church

in 1869 distressed people like John Hope who prophesied that:
The intolerance of Romanism will make it very irksome for Protestants to live in
Ireland in future ... I care nothing if I never see the place again.'

Neither could England offer a refuge. The passing of the Second
Reform Bill in 1868, the introduction of the Secret Ballot in 1872,
and the increasing strength of the Trade Unions all emphasized the
diminishing power of the upper classes.4 8 Finally the `Great Depression' put an end to hopes of profitable investment in Britain.. 9
Charles Hope wrote from England to his brother:
Everything is increasing in cost here, provisions very high, wages very high,
employment rather in excess of the hands to do it. The workmen are now the
masters, and just work as they like and employers must accept what they can
get, it is a war against capital.' o
44.

H.P. Driffield to J. Hope, 21 May 1868 and J. Hope to Driffield, 14 June 1869, 16 June
1869. For profitability of colonial investment and trends in investment see A.K. Cairn cross, Home and Foreign Investment 1870 -1913 (Cambridge, 1953), pp. 184 -185 and
230 -231. See also J.H. Clapham, An Economic History of Modern Britain, vol. 2 (Cambridge, 1932), p. 235.
45. See note 24.
46. For details see A.J.P. Taylor, The Struggle for Mastery in Europe 1848 -1918, (Oxford,
1954), pp. 222 -223.

38. Ibid., 27 August 1868 (Oxalis or yellow soursobs).
39. S.A. Archives, D 2622, G.C. Hawker to E.W. Hawker, 6 September 1868.

40.
41.
42.
43.

H.P., J. Hope to Mrs. I. Hope, 24 August 1868, Ibid., 5 October 1868.
Ibid., 2 December 1868.
Ibid., 24 August 1868.
S.A. Archives, D2622, G.C. Hawker to E.W. Hawker, 3 September 1883.

47. H.P., J. Hope to Driffield, 9 September 1869.
48. S.G. Checkland, The Rise of Industrial Society in England 1815 -1885 (London,
1964), pp. 369 -371.
49. C. Wilson, `Economic Conditions' in The New Cambridge Modern History, vol XI, Progress and World -Wide Problems 1870 -98 (Cambridge, 1962), p. 71.
50. H.P., Charles Hope to J. Hope, 5 February 1872.
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ON THE DOLE IN ADELAIDE DURING
THE GREAT DEPRESSION

RAY BROOMHILL*

f
'Wolta Wolta', c. 1860. Mrs. Hope holds an infant at the entrance.

At the peak of the economic crisis of the 1930's, almost one half
of all workers in Adelaide were unemployed.' A large number of these
remained without work for a considerable length of time. The experience of unemployment had a profound effect upon those people

an effect which extended far beyond the severe physical deprivations to which they were often subjected. One very important aspect of

this effect was the humiliation which resulted from the experience
of applying for, and becoming dependent upon, government relief,
more commonly known by Adelaide's unemployed as the dole, `the
chips' or `our crumbs'. Although there were several particularly harsh
regulations in the administration of the relief system which made
conditions for many of the unemployed much more unpleasant than

they needed to have been, the rations did succeed in keeping
thousands of people alive who would otherwise certainly have starved.

'Wolta Wolta', c. 1872. The new front consisting of hallway and wings was built in 1871 when
the family had returned to stay in South Australia. The original house was completely hidden
by the extensions.

Towards the end of the sixties and during the early seventies
the absentees returned, the majority, like Angas, Hope, Hawker and
Mortlock, either once again to pick up the threads of political careers
or to expand their pastoral interests. For them, Britain was no longer
seen as a place in which to live permanently: henceforth, except in
a most figurative sense, `home' was South Australia.

What was not taken into account, however, by the administrators,
politicians and bureaucrats who devised this method of providing
relief to the unemployed was the feeling of utter degradation and
humiliation which generally accompanied the unemployed person's
*Ray Broomhill has just finished writing a doctoral dissertation entitled `A Social
History of the Unemployed in Adelaide during the Great Depression' as a postgraduate student of the University of Adelaide. He now lectures in Sociology in
the Adelaide College of Advanced Education.
1.

A detailed analysis of the numbers unemployed in Adelaide will appear in the first
chapter of my Ph. D. thesis, `A Social History of the Unemployed in Adelaide during the
Great Depression'.
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decision to apply for his `chips'. To be forced to live off the government's handout was to most people a very great humiliation. This

higher social status experienced even greater and more lasting distress

feeling, which never penetrated into the official reports, parliamentary
debates and newspaper items on the subject, dominated the recollections of those people whom I interviewed in the course of a full -scale

middle -class and extremely `respectable' background admitted that he

study of unemployment during the Great Depression in Adelaide.
Many persons recalled the humiliation and suffering that they experienced when first applying for relief. One informant reported that it
took him several attempts to enter the relief office for the first time.
He waited for hours until there was nobody he knew inside. Another
recalled walking past the relief entrance when he saw a friend coming
down the street. After he had doubled back and entered the building

he found, to their mutual embarrassment, his friend already inside
applying for relief.

In 1930 W.K. Hancock wrote that `Australian democracy has
come to look upon the State as a vast public utility whose duty it
is to provide the greatest happiness for the greatest number'.2 Popular
attitudes towards government welfare assistance, in Adelaide at least,
suggest that Hancock's view was mistaken. Although public welfare
measures had been introduced in Australia in many cases before they
appeared anywhere else in the world, the experience of the Depression
demonstrates that it is a mistake to believe that they were accepted
by the population at large as a right and not a charity.

Such negative attitudes to welfare provisions existed among,
and perhaps derived from, members of the dominant social class.
Government assistance of any sort was seen as discouraging the virtues

of thrift and hard work. However, these attitudes were widely held
among the working class. One working class person recalled the

attitude which he and others had acquired towards government
welfare:
The way I was brought up, it wasn't the right thing to do to accept this sort of
thing. It was something you looked down upon if you were on the pension or
had to get something for nothing .3

While such attitudes were commonly held by lower- working
class persons and caused considerable psychological distress when they

at having to live from government assistance. One person from a

had been prepared to steal before he was able to submit to the final
loss of self dignity and independence which he associated with applying for the rations:
By 1929 I'd been out of work for nearly three years. I had got a few odd jobs
and was getting a few bob here and a few bob there enough money to buy a
little bit of frozen mutton. In fact we lived on frozen mutton to such a degree
that we both got mutton sickness, the wife and I. This is all we had to eat. I'd
pinch a loaf of bread occasionally from the baker when he left his cart or a
bunch of carrots from the green grocer, all sorts of things. I had to, otherwise
we wouldn't have lived. I didn't want to go onto the rations it was a terrible
feeling, and Dad being in the Public Service, a well - repected man in the city.
I felt that I couldn't do it. Until one day, I was in town, and I met two friends
of mine, Eric and Frank B .... , whose father was dead, and had left a bit of
money. They were college boys with their college badges on. They were hard
doers. I said, `what are you fellows doing in town', and they said `we're going

around to the club'. I said, `the club? Where is the club ?' They said, `the welfare.'
I said, `the welfare!' They said, `don't you go? Oh, come round with us'. So I
thought, I'll go and see. If these chaps can get rations their mother's got plenty
of cash why shouldn't I. So I went around and saw the ropes, what had to be
done. I didn't go in that day, but I went home and talked to my wife. She didn't
like the idea, but I thought if the B ....s can get it, I'm going. So I went in, and
who should I come before but H
T
and he was asking all the
personal questions how old my wife was? when we were married? where do you
live? what is your religion?
a lot of things that were personal and shouldn't
really have been asked. But he was a quizzer. Then he said, `are you any relation
to Mr. T.H.P. ?' I said, `Yes, that is my father', and he said, `Oh, well you shouldn't
be getting any rations'. He knew my father. I said, `listen Sir, my father didn't
marry my wife. It is my business. I have to keep my wife, not my father, and
furthermore, I've got brothers and sisters in my father's keeping'. He said, `all
right, well, the police will be around to see you'. I went home and told my wife
and she was a bit upset. Next day around came the police; asked all the questions;
checked up and made sure that all I said was right. A week later I went in and
drew my rations
8/4d, not in cash,4 in tickets, for meat, bread and so on.s

Another person whose father `had earned very good money'
in the twenties recalled an incident that occurred while he, a young
boy, was walking home with his father after having collected their

were forced to apply for the rations, those from occupations with
4.
2.
3.

W.K. Hancock, Australia (Brisbane, 1966), p. 55.
Interview with Mr. A. Tavender.

5.

The rations provided did not actually have a fixed monetary value. Certain quantities of
each type of goods were provided and their value varied according to the cost of living.

The approximate value of rations provided to each adult per fortnight was 10 /6d.
Interview with Mr. R. Prince.
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fortnightly ration tickets. As they were walking, the boy took out and

unfolded the large pink paper tickets they had collected and began
to examine them. The father immediately chastised the lad saying,
`Put those away. Don't let people see'. The father's pride never allowed him to become the slightest bit `brazen' or blase about the tickets.
He always felt shame that he was receiving `charity'.

The feelings of humiliation and degradation with which the unemployed initially approached applying for government relief were
further reinforced by their experiences with the bureaucratic processes
surrounding the administration of the dole. After applying at the
relief office the unemployed man was given a form which he had to
have signed by a Justice of the Peace declaring that he was a destitute
person. The applicant then was visited by his local policeman who
reported to the Relief Office on his economic circumstances and in
particular on any assets which he owned. If it was reported that the

applicant owned anything that might be readily saleable he was
required to dispose of it for whatever he could get and relief was
withheld until that money was used.6 All bank savings had to be
exhausted. One person who was given a lump sum payment when he
was retrenched from his employment was required to prove that he
had spent every penny of it before he was eligible for relief. In effect,
therefore, the unemployed person had to become destitute of every-

thing except his house and essential furniture before he could
receive relief. Once he was receiving relief the unemployed man was

likely to find that the ration ticket distribution system was highly
regimented, impersonal and time consuming. Relief recipients had to
stand in long queues, often in the heat or the rain, for several hours
in some cases. Before receiving their fortnightly tickets they were
quizzed, often very aggressively, about any earnings they had made
over the previous fortnight.

The humiliation and loss of dignity felt by the unemployed
aroused an extraordinarily strong hostility towards the government
clerical workers who administered the ration system. The unemployed

were hypersensitive in their relationships with these government
officials as a result of the humiliating experience they felt they were
being subjected to. Some became very aggressive and two separate
informants reported seeing government clerks struck by unemployed
men. Almost every person interviewed expressed antagonistic feelings
6.

South Australia, Parliamentary Debates, 1931, Vol. 1, p. 370.
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towards these clerks. One person's recollections were typical of the
hostile attitude expressed by informants:
When my husband was ill I had to go and get the rations ... A big wharfie started

a terrible row (with a clerk) so they said, `Everybody out. Come back after
dinner'. Some of them had been sitting there all the morning. He (the clerk)
was a chap who would take his time. I told him one day, `I hope I see the day
when you are down'.'

In The Great Australian Stupor, Ronald Conway comments on

the attitude shown by the unemployed towards the clerks who
administered the dole:
The bitter reaction of most Australians to the Depression was in proportion to
their blind belief that Australia was a land of milk and honey where poverty was
just not allowed. This helps to account for the extraordinarily acrid and vindictive response of many of the unemployed to the State and Commonwealth relief
measures of those years. As a small boy I accidentally witnessed some of the
degrading effects of poverty on the unemployed at close range. The envy of the
other man, the suspicion that one's neighbour might be getting a little more,
emerged from behind the fading democratic pose and showed itself in the ugliest
ways. Men and women who had prided themselves on their attitude of `live and
let live' a few years before were now prepared to abuse even the ill -paid helpers
who kept them from destitution.8

Possibly there was some truth in Conway's assertion that the
unemployed's behaviour stemmed from envy and resentment of those
better off. To some extent, particularly amongst blue- collar workers,
the attitude towards these government administrators was the result
of class antagonism. One person articulated an attitude that was implied by others:
We had the impression that they thought we were down and outs and they were
civil servants and they were a grade ahead of us. We were just ordinary workers
down and out. Good luck to them. They had never been out of work in a
government position. They used to snarl at you. `Any earnings ?' And they would
throw the ration tickets at you. Each ration ticket was worth 5/2 a week. You can
imagine even when things were cheap how much 5/2 would buy in a week for a
family .9

However, the full explanation for this attitude amongst the
unemployed must also include the need felt by people to find some-.
7.
8.
9.

Interview with Mrs. J.H. Cation.
R. Conway, The Great Australian Stupor, (Sun Books, 1971), p. 48.
Interview with Mr. W.G. Waye.

38

ON THE DOLE IN ADELAIDE

one or something to blame for their plight. Thus the government
bureaucrats acted as scapegoats in much the same way as scabs and
migrants did. Partly also this was undoubtedly a mechanism which
individuals could use to defend themselves against psychological
attacks on their ego - structure. They were in effect saying: `I am not
really lazy, inferior or useless; it is only the arrogant behaviour of
these people that makes me feel so'.
On the other hand, an important factor which ought not to be
lost sight of was the actual attitude of the administrators themselves.
There is no doubt that generally their attitude was arrogant and harsh.
One official in particular was known to every person who applied for
relief at the Kintore Avenue depot:
There was one chap in particular called Old Mack. He was a real pig
giving the money out of his own pocket.' o

as if he was

A person who was unemployed during most of the Depression gave
a vivid description of Mack and the ration distribution system:
I am embittered about the awful way things were done in Kintore Avenue. They
had two rosters a day, five days a week. One parade on Saturdays. You would go
there and there was a policeman and he stood by the building while you sat on
the forms. The men would pass round a cigarette. There was a lot of comradeship. You went once a fortnight to get your rations and this policeman would yell
out, `the J's' and the J's would walk in. I' was one of them. There was one fellow
called Mack, who was a terrible fellow. Black Mack. He would sit behind a desk
and you would come in and he would say, `how much did you earn ?' `Nothing',
you would say. `Nothing ?' he'd say, and he would look you up and down. He
would make you feel very small. He would be getting paid to do this job and he

would frighten most men into saying, yes, they'd earned two bob, and if they
said they earned this, they wouldn't get the rations."

The behaviour of these administrators was typical of the response

of bureaucratic employees generally to a difficult situation. The
impersonal image used by the bureaucrat in his relations with the
public can be a self defence mechanism by which he mediates the
conflicting pressures exerted upon him by his superiors and by the
public. By adhering strictly to the letter of the rules under which he
is operating he avoids this conflict.12 The Depression was a period of
10. Interview with Mr. A. Tavender.
11. Interview with Mr. J. Jose.

12. For a detailed study on the behaviour of' bureaucrats see M. Crozier, The Bureaucratic
Phenomenon, (Tavistock, 1965), pp. 185-6.
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doubt and uncertainty and these conditions tend to produce more
conformity and rigidity of mind, particularly amongst clerical workers. In the contemporary environment of economic depression and
mass unemployment, the relief officers themselves must have been
worried about their own jobs. Like many workers in similar situations,
they tended to lessen this insecurity by asserting very forcefully in
their own minds that all those who wanted work could get it and that
the unemployed were drawn only from the lazy and shiftless. In spite
of obvious evidence to the contrary, a great deal was being written
and spoken in Adelaide about the unemployed not really wanting
work.
Furthermore, the tragic circumstances of thousands of people he
was dealing with made it essential for the administrator's own psychological survival that he should divorce his emotions and feelings from
his job. One person who came into contact daily with the unemployed
in his job with a bank, said that he had been forced to become indifferent to their plight or he would have become too depressed himself to
carry on with his work. Others undoubtedly over- reacted and became
positively hostile to the unemployed. The strain that working amongst
the unemployed involved, was revealed in the case of one clerk in the
Unerpployment Relief Office who, out of compassion, granted

relief to a woman above the amount that she was entitled to. His
action was discovered by his superiors and he was summoned for an
explanation. When asked to account for his actions he replied simply:
`I am guilty'. As a result of his actions, the clerk was suspended from
the State Public Service. Over the following weekend the unfortunate
man took his own life.' 3
The unemployed's humiliating experiences with institutions did
not end with the relief system. The unemployed individual was generally forced into contact with a whole network of unfamiliar relief
agencies and government bureaucracies which further increased the
loss of dignity already experienced by people who lost their jobs.

One woman described the humiliation she felt when she had to

visit the doctor provided for the unemployed:

We used to go to the Casualty Hospital here in the Port to see your doctor.
There would be one doctor one side and one doctor the other side, and a big
queue waiting out in the hot sun or the rain, it didn't make any difference to
13. Minutes of the S.A. Unemployment Relief Council, 1931, Item Nos. 87 -8. South Australian State Archives.

40

ON THE DOLE IN ADELAIDE

them. As you were called in, there may have been a gentleman at the back of
you, not a lady. But you still had to stand up in front of the doctor and tell the
doctor. There was no room where you could speak confidentially to the doctor.
You had to tell the doctor in front of everybody else and sometimes I would pull
my chair up so that the gentleman at the back couldn't hear me. But then he (the
doctor) wired the chair so that you couldn't move it.' 4

The husband of this woman then proceeded to describe the shame

they both had felt when they were forced to bury her father in a
pauper's funeral. Her father died in 1930:
I don't know if you have ever seen a real pauper's funeral. I don't know if it applies

today, but the undertaker only got ten pound for burying them. The relatives
could go but you didn't have enough to give him a proper burial. This happened on West Terrace. Her father died in the Adelaide Hospital. We had to go across
and see the undertaker. He said I'll meet you at the West Terrace Cemetery at such
a time. We are all waiting there, thinking naturally that a horse would come along.
While I am sitting outside the keeper's office, a Ford car comes in and it has got a
bundle inside up to the hood and a black drape around it. The fellow came out and
said go down to such and such a path. I thought it was just across from the soldiers'

section and we went down there. The car had gone and there is this black box
there, no shape or anything, just a plain box with no name. on it. We fixed up
for a Minister to be there and the keeper, the grave digger. They proceeded with
the burial. You could see the coffins underneath. They had five or six in one
grave. The government allowed ten pounds, for that!

One person related the resentment and hostility which he felt
when offered charity with certain strings attached from his local
minister:
Before the second lad was born, the local minister from the church came down.
We invited him in and gave him tea and biscuits. He said, `do you need anything ?'
I said, `No, I don't want charity. All I want is some work.' He said, `I can't do that
for you'. He said, `you must want something ?' I said, `I don't want anything for
myself. I want some flannelette for napkins for the coming baby and some cloth
to make baby's underwear with'. He said, `all right, I'll see what I can do. But we
don't usually help anyone that doesn't go to church'. I said, `you can get out of
my house!' He came back a fortnight later ... He said to me, `I've got some socks
for you and some underclothes and half a dozen pots of jam'. I didn't want jam.
My wife and I used to make a ton of jam. I thought, I'll take it and someone
else can have it. He went and I opened up the parcel. All I could see were darns
in underclothes and socks. When I opened them up they had this fellow's name
on them. Why couldn't he have given it to me himself? Was he ashamed? It was no
good to me, it was only darns. I wasn't wearing clothes as bad as that. He had
S
given me his old stuff or given it to the church to give to me.'
14. Interview with Mrs. J.H. Catton.

15. Interview with Mr. W. Fuller.
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Although this person had in fact been so desperately short of
clothes that he had gone without underwear, to be presented with

obviously discarded clothing was a very great blow to his pride.
Even though patched and mended clothing became the everyday
wear of the out -of -work, the humiliation felt by those people could
often never be erased. In the memories of those who were unemployed
during the Depression years, no matter how prosperous or comfortable

they may have become in succeeding years, the bitterness remains.

IAN HARMSTORF

SOME COMMON MISCONCEPTIONS ABOUT
SOUTH AUSTRALIA'S GERMANS

IAN HARMSTORF*

In the past it has been very easy for myths and half truths about
South Australia's Germans to develop into historical `facts' for two

main reasons. Firstly, the Germans generally tended to settle in
closed communities which were held together by strong ties of custom

and the Lutheran Church, thus inhibiting an interchange of ideas
between them and the rest of the South Australian community, and
secondly, the land of their forefathers was the enemy during two
world wars and, however unjustly, suspicions of disloyalty fell upon
South Australians of German descent. Thankfully most of the pre-

judice of the wars has by now been put aside, although certainly
not all, and slowly the Germans are beginning to take their rightful
place in the history of this state. Some misconceptions, however,
still have wide currency.

Perhaps the oldest myth in relationship to the South Australian
Germans is that the group led by Pastor Kavel was the first group of
Germans to come to this State. They were neither the first arrivals
nor even the first German immigrants considered. The Hamburg
Consul in London, J. Colquhoun, had as early as July 1836 (that is,
before the proclamation of the colony) approached the South Aust-

ralian Company with a scheme floated by the Hamburg Chief of
Police, Senator Hadtwalcher, to send ex Hamburg convicts to South
Australia, the prisoners having been specially pardoned for the occasion. However, the offer was graciously refused, primarily because the

Company did not want `convicts' in the free settlement of South
* Ian Harmstorf lectures in History at the Adelaide College of Advanced Education.
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Australia, but also because the Company had already sent some free
German settlers to the colony and it was intended to see how they
fared before any more Germans were sent out.'
The meeting between Pastor Kavel and George Fife Angas, who
paid the fares of the former's group of settlers, was neither as fortuitous nor as providential as tradition would have us believe. ` Kavel met
Angas in London' is the usual expression employed. But the meeting
had been carefully arranged. When Kavel went to Hamburg he saw
Hadtwalcher. Hadtwalcher, remembering his correspondence with
Colquhoun, contacted him, in London.' Angas's generosity was to
repay him handsomely. Not only did the Germans repay their fares,
but they also bought land from him at ten times the price he had
paid for it as part of the Barossa special survey,3 while at the same
time paying ten per cent on their debt.'
Another myth that practically every tourist guide and tract on
South Australia's Germans would have us believe is that Pastor Kavel
and his flock came from Silesia.' Perphaps it was because Kavel was
associated with a synod with its headquarters in Silesia that has
given rise to this particular belief. It is also true that the predominant
accent in the Barossa Valley is Silesian.' But both Klemzig, after
which the first German settlement in South Australia was named, and
Langmeil, which gave its name to the village which grew into Tanunda,
lay in what was then the Prussian province of Brandenburg. Likewise, the second religious group of German migrants to arrive in South
Australia, under the leadership of Pastor Fritzsche, came primarily
from the villages of Meseritz, Tirschtiegel, Züllichau, and Grünberg
and nearby hamlets. The first two were in the Prussian province of
Posen, the third in Brandenburg and only the last in Silesia.' All
now lie in Poland.

The mention of the name of Pastor Fritzsche gives rise to the
most persistent myth of all, namely, that most of the Germans who
came to South Australia were religious refugees. The truth in this
1.

J. Colquhoun to Hamburg Senate, 26 July 1836. Hamburg Archives: CL, VII, Lit M6,
no. 2., Vol. 8. Fasc. 6, p. 14. See also L.A. Triebel, 'The Early South Australian German
Settlers' in Tasmanian Historical Research Association Papers and Proceedings, Vol. 8,
no. 3, 1960.

2.

Hamburg Archives; CL, VII, Lit Kl, No. 9b.
S.A. Archives: Angas Letter book, p. 290 -1.
Ibid., p. 320.
R. Teusner (ed.), A Short History of the Barossa Valley (1971).

3.

4.
5.
6.
7.

Peter Paul, `Das Barossa Deutsche', M.A. Thesis, University of Adelaide, 1965, p. 6.
See map p. 45.

44

SOME COMMON MISCONCEPTIONS

IAN HARMSTORF

45

particular case, as opposed to the legend, is much less romantic.
King Frederick William III of Prussia had died in June 1840 and with
his death the active persecution of the `Old Lutherans' as they were
called, ceased. By that time 5178 Old Lutherans had settled in South
Australia. Fritzsche arrived with his parishioners in October 1841.9
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colony left Prussia after the active persecution of those of that particular faith had ceased. However a qualification is needed, for the new
king had ordered only a cessation of the persecution and the special
concession guaranteeing religious toleration was not passed finally

refugees.

As early as 2 July 1839 the Augsburger Allgemeine Zeitung' 2
had written an extensive article on the material success of the German
settlers in South Australia, and on 14 June 1841 Die Privilegierten.

Nachrichten von and für Hamburg" wrote that Fritzsche's group
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ment must surely follow. South Australia, in letters sent back to
Germany, was spoken of as a land where cake is eaten, and coffee
and tea drunk every day. A land where fat meat is eaten, where the
sky is clear, and the climate healthy. By comparison, Germany
remainder of the century letters written home to Germany suggest
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had been so bedazzled by the new land that some form of disillusion-

was a place where `they hardly had enough to eat'.' ° For the
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Thus even the second group of Lutheran migrants to arrive in the

Fritzsche group had sold their belongings during the time of persecution and so even with its cessation they were committed to emigration.' ° There is little doubt, however, that the congregations of
Lutherans who migrated after them were not religious refugees in the
strict sense that they were actually suffering persecution at the time of
deciding to leave Prussia. Of the 18,000 or sot' Germans who came
to South Australia before 1900, when migration from Germany virt-
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Central Prussia in 1844, showing villages in the areas from which the 'Old Lutherans'
emigrated to South Australia with Pastors Kavel and Fritzsche. (From Black's General Atlas
(Edinburgh, 184411.

8.
9.

W. Iwan, Um des Glaubens Willen nach Australien (Breslau, 1931), pp. 44, 49, 59.
General Histories of the Lutheran Church in English are: Theodore Hebart, The United
Evangelical Lutheran Church in Australia (translated and edited by E. Stoltz, Adelaide,
1946) and A. Brauer, Under the Southern -Goss (Adelaide, 1956). A more particular

Letter of Fritzsche to Church leaders, 9 March 1841, in W. Iwan, op. cit., pp 139 -141.
S.A. Archives: Research Note No.55.

that the immigrants who settled in the country districts of South
Australia were more than contented with their lot and frequently
urged friends and relatives to join them in the colony.' 5 They were
indeed model settlers, hard working and loyal in their devotion to
the Lutheran Church, and they steadily improved their standard

`Augsburg General Newspaper'.
`The Special News from and for Hamburg'.
A. Lodewyckx, Die Deutschen in Australien (Stuttgart, 1932), pp. 48-49.

15. I. Harmstorf, op. cit. pp. 98-116.

breakdown of numbers can be found in W. Iwan, op. cit. and an analysis of those figures

in I. Harmstorf, `German migration, with particular reference to Hamburg, to South
Australia, 1851 -1884' M.A. thesis, University of Adelaide, 1971, pp. 11 -24.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

of living.
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Another widely held myth about South Australia's Germans
is that their most significant contribution to the colony in general
of cake, carts
consists of colourful folk customs and institutions
and wine festivals. In fact a number of Germans made intellectual
contributions to South Australian society from which we are still
benefiting. Most of these contributions came from those Germans who

were elected to the South Australian parliament, but there are some
exceptions, of whom chronologically the first, and perhaps the most
fascinating, is Johann Menge, (1788 -1852) who landed in 1837.
Menge, who brought with him to South Australia a European
reputation as a mineralogist, pioneered knowledge of the colony's
mineral resources on the eve of the discovery of some of the major
copper deposits in South Australia in the 1840s. He also predicted
the success of a wine industry in the Barossa Valley. His biographer,
Cawthorne, says of him:
Insignificant in person, eccentric in manners, he nevertheless possessed powers
of mind, and exercised a certain influence in the early days of the colony that

demands a record as a tribute to a genius that under other circumstances
would have commanded, not the petty fame of a local poet, but that as wide as
the boundaries of literature.' 6

His importance in the early life of the colony was recognised when
he was invited to open the Kapunda copper mine in 1844.
The second forgotten German is Ulrich Hübbe (1805 -1892)
who practised as a barrister in Hamburg before emigrating in 1842.
His lasting gift to South Australia and indeed to much of the English
speaking world, which copied it from South Australia, is the Real
Property Act, derived in turn from the laws governing the registration
and transfer of property in Hamburg and other Hanseatic towns.
The transfer of property on a Torrens Title is simple and relatively
fool -proof when compared with the cumbersome methods used
previously. The term commemorates Sir Robert Torrens, who was
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tion `the spiritual father of the Real Property Act', is a classic example
of the art of understatement.
The third German outside parliament to have a deep and lasting
effect on the lives of South Australians was Dr. Carl Mücke (18151898). Mücke, who arrived in Adelaide in 1849, was perhaps the

most talented of the Germans who migrated to South Australia in
the nineteenth century. A doctor of philosophy from the University
of Jena (the degree was given without examination), he was active
in both the humanities and the sciences. In 1866 he advocated a
national system of compulsory education (which should include the
teaching of science) in National Schools for South Australia. He
later devoted most of his energies to agricultural science and his
enquiries into soil science were among the first to be undertaken in
the State.' 8
One could also mention Dr. Richard Schomburgk (1811 1891),

a botanist in the service of the Prussian government before coming
to South Australia in 1849 on the Princess Louise, which also had
among its passengers Carl Mücke. Schomburgk was the director of
the Adelaide Botanical Gardens from 1865 -1891, and, although not
the founder, is regarded as the principal maker of the gardens.
Within parliament the Germans were able to bring a perspective
into their arguments which many English counterparts were unable

to match. Martin Basedow (1829 -1902) who trained as a school
master in North Germany and arrived in South Australia in 1848,
was for many years an outspoken advocate of what was called 'progressive' education, and his opinions both within and outside parliament were highly regarded. He advocated education for the whole

bill came from Hübbe." Hübbe's gravestone, which bears the inscrip-

man, education to develop the full potential of the individual, education for leisure,' ° ideas that were both strange and dangerous to a
parliament primarily devoted to seeing that the working man received
no more education than was absolutely necessary for him in a society
geared to what was believed were the minimal educational needs of
the small farmer.' ° He was briefly Minister of Education in 1881. Not
that Basedow was unaware of or disinterested in the fate of his fellow
Germans on the land or the general future of agriculture in South

16. W.A. Cawthorne, Menge, the Mineralogist (Adelaide, 1859), p. 4.
17. 'The Real Property Act' in Royal Geographical Society of Australasia, South Australian
Branch, Proceedings, Vol. 32, pp. 109 -112. This contains a statement dictated by Hübbe
in 1884. A more general history of Hiibbe is to be found in G. Loyau, Notable South
Australians (Adelaide, 1885), pp. 156 -157.

18. Australische Zeitung, 5 January 1898.
19. I. Harmstorf, 'Germans in the South Australian Parliament', B.A. (Hons.) thesis, University of Adelaide, History Dept., 1959, pp. 82 -101.
20. D. Pike, 'Education in an Agricultural State' in E.L. French (ed.). Melbourne Studies in
Education (Melbourne, 1958), pp. 68-82.

responsible for carrying the Real Property Act through the S.A.
Parliament in 1857 -8. Yet both the idea and the final draft of the
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Australia. It is in large measure due to his insistent urging that we owe
the establishment of the Roseworthy Agricultural College.21 As well

IAN HARMSTORF
4,

s-

colonies joining the Postal Union2 2
F.E.H.W. Krichauff (1824- 1904), who worked in the Kiel botan-

ical gardens before emigrating in 1848, was concerned with the
deforestation taking place in South Australia. As Frederick the Great
of Prussia led Europe in re- afforestation so Krichauff in 1875 led the
South Australian parliament to pass the first Act in an Australian colony setting up a Forest Board.2 3 Krichauff in 1889 was also responsible for Arbor Day,2 ° the day on which school children, initially
from Adelaide and finally throughout the State, planted trees rather
than following the example of the first settlers who cut them down.
He urged prohibition of vines suspected of carrying the disease phylloxera,2 6

1

f

i-

and was chairman of the Central Agricultural Bureau

from 1888 until it closed in 1902.'6
Finally within parliament there was Theo Scherk, (1836 -1923)

son of a Chancellor of Kiel University and himself a schoolmaster
who emigrated in 1861. Scherk was a strong advocate of technical
education, a city member, and one with more radical inclinations
than most of his fellow Germans who by the 1890's had tended to
join the ranks of the conservatives. Scherk was on the Technical

Education Board which led to the foundation of the School of
Mines (the present Institute of Technology), he was on the first
council of the School, and was Chairman of the finance committee.2"

That the State owes a debt to the Germans in agriculture, viticulture and folk customs is to be seen by any visitor to the many
rural areas of this state settled by Germans or their descendants.
Let us not neglect, however, the significant and lasting role played
by a small but notable group of well- educated Adelaide Germans in
South Australia.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.

I. Harmstorf: `Germans in the South Australian Parliament', pp. 93,94.
Australische Zeitung. 19 March 1902.
Parl. Deb. (S.A.), 1875, p. 835.
J. B. Hirst, Adelaide and the Country (Melbourne, 1973), p. 54.
Parl. Deb. (S.A.), 1874, p. 250.
Observer. 1 & 8 October 1904.
I. Harmstorf, 'Germans in the South Australian Parliament', Appendix p. 123; Advertiser,
11 August 1923, p. 18.

Romanticised on the one hand, suppressed on the other, the
history of South Australia's Germans now deserves careful examination so that a proper assessment of their contribution to our heritage
can be made.

as his activities within the wider community Basedow also found
time to own and publish Australia's largest German newspaper,
Australische Zeitung, and represent South Australia at the World
Postal Conference in Vienna in 1891 which resulted in the Australian
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taken beyond these, to fallowing, power farming, drifting sand, drains
kind clearing scrub. Man seems very definitely always in the landscape;

REVIEWS

he seems busier there than in parliamentary debate or negotiating
with the Lands Department. And how well have surveying ideas and
practices been taken into account before the story of land settlement?
These are just some of the issues now raised in this book.

It is a detailed account, based on extensive research, with few
inaccuracies. `Blyth' is mis -spelt throughout, whether as the name of

the parliamentarian, town or hundred. Copper was discovered at
Kapunda in 1842, not 1843; at Burra in 1845, not 1844; at Wallaroo

Moonta as early as 1859, not 1863 or 1862. It was Sir Robert
Richard Torrens, not his father Colonel Robert Torrens, who is

The Making of the South Australian Landscape. A Study in the
Historical Geography of Australia. By Michael Williams. Academic
Press, London and New York. xxiv + 518 pp. $27.75.

This is an important study, indeed one of the most significant
on a South Australian theme produced in recent years. Before this
book Dr. Williams had already achieved recognition as a leading Aust-

ralian historical geographer. His latest work is fully in keeping with

this reputation. Geographers may probably regard the book as a
standard text for many years, and historians will keep referring to
it fó; a new perception of the changes that have affected man and the
landscape since white settlement.
The author has previously written a number of studies which
have followed in the tradition set by Grenfell Price and Meinig. It

is a tradition of historical geographers explaining the foundations
of important South Australian periods and historians taking up some
of the resulting issues. J.B. Hirst, for example, wrote his fine book
Adelaide and the Country 1870 -1917 after being led to his subject

credited as the originator of South.Australia's system of land registration. These and other blemishes, however, are minor; the major
achievement is a careful analysis of the changes wrought in the landscape in less than a centry and a half. Those changes are chiefly in
the rural scene. One chapter is devoted to Adelaide; as Williams
himself suggests, `the method, depth and emphasis of the treatment of
.that topic are hard to define'. Here again is a topic for others to expand on. But a major aim of the book `to introduce students and
interested readers to the historical geography of a sizeable portion of
, the Australian continent and to the richness of the local scene' has
been achieved with distinction. It has been achieved not just through
an ability to understand processes and to explain them clearly through
text photographs, maps and diagrams, but through a personal
familiarity with the landscape itself. If Tawney's dictum is correct,
that a prime essential of a historian is a strong pair of boots if he is
really to know his subject, then Dr. Williams' notable example should
encourage historians to buy strong boots to explore the South Australian scene.
Wattle Park Teachers' Centre, Adelaide.

R.M. GIBBS

by Meinig's On the Margins of the Good Earth. Once again, too,
there is the familia; story of a comparative newcomer to the State
pointing the way. Williams, like Meinig, brings a vision sharpened by
experiences and observations elsewhere.
There is much in the book that will make the historian pause and

W.A. Webb, South Australian Railways Commissioner 1922 -30:
A Political, Economic and Social Biography. By R.I. Jennings. NesPress, North Plympton, 1973. 213 pp. $10.00.

reflect. In an agricultural state, how well have the farmer's daily
problems been understood, let alone tackled? Government land polic-

ies have been written about on several occasions, but we are now

Dr. Reece Jennings is known to many South Australians as the
West Torrens Councillor who dug up a median strip in Marion Road
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during August 1973. He deserves to be even better known as the author of this vividly written and painstakingly researched biography of
W.A. Webb, the controversial American who completely reorganized
the South Australian railways system between his arrival in 1922 and
his departure in 1930.

At first sight, the dust jacket photograph of a `Mikado' 717
approaching the Sleeps Hill tunnel with a full load conveys the impression that here is yet another obsessionally meticulous train book
of interest only to the enthusiast. The text, however, is far from dull.
Jennings' comments on those politicians who obstructed the
modernisation and rationalisation of the railways are scathing. A
former Premier, A.H. Peake, `had no idea which end of the Adelaide
Station trains came in and out', while Sir George Ritchie's 'monu-

mental optimism was exceeded solely by an equally extensive
ignorance.' On the Labour side, certain vitriolic critics of Webb are
given as good as they gave in their short- parliamentary careers: C.R.
Collins emerges as a man `born with a sneer on his face', and W.J.W.
Warne is simply termed `a very ignorant man.' Not only erring politicians are castigated; railway officials, notably B.F. Rushton and the
Moncrieff brothers, are given painful canings. Jennings has a tendency
at times to be sceptical of the motives and sagacity of all politicians
but he bestows praise where he believes it is due. High marks are
awarded to Sir Henry Barwell, the Premier who initially appointed
Webb in 1922, Sir Richard Butler the Younger, Crawford Vaughan
and John Gunn.
The above examples of the author's unambiguous style should
not lead the reader to conclude that the book is an uncritical apologia.
The overall assessment of Webb's career is judicious. `It can be argued,'

Jennings admits, `that Webb's scheme was too ambitious and the
purpose of the State would have been better served by the institution
of a more gradual programme of replacing locomotives and equip-

ment ... It is true that this would have placed a less embarrassing
financial strain on the State ...' Moreover, Webb underestimated
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out to be very useful during the Second World War when South
Australia was the key railways system. The rehabilitation scheme
also resulted in plenty of local vanity. An air of pride became widespread among the staff of the railways, and one porter even wore his
uniform to church every Sunday.
Webb emerges as an outstandingly far sighted and determined
innovator and administrator, a colossus among Australian railwaymen.
He took over a railway system almost on the point of collapse and

transformed it into the foremost in the land. Unfortunately, very
little material relating to South Australia in the interwar period
has been published. Historians will be indebted to Dr. Jennings for
not only providing us with a fascinating account of Webb the man
but also with some interesting social and economic background on
the period. The publication of this book is a tribute to a hard working
general practitioner who was forced to undertake part of the research
and most of the writing in the late hours of the night and the early
hours of the morn.
Department of Politics, University of Adelaide.

JOHN PLAYFORD

Fitted for the Voyage: The Adelaide Steamship Company Limited
1875 -1975. By Michael Page. Rigby, Adelaide, 1975. 339 pp. $8.95.
In 1966 Professbr Frank Crowley published his South Australian
History: A Survey for Research Students, in which he exposed many
uncharted areas of South Australian history. He lamented the fact

that there were subjects which deserved books or doctoral theses
but which had been dealt with only at the essay level, and declared
that in economic history alone there were many topics, such as ship-

building, shipping and transport, which were attractive ones for

the growth of the motor car, nor could he envisage the Great Depress-

research. Of the numerous business histories, a few rose above the

ion around the corner. Finally, Jennings concedes that Webb spent
an enormous sum of money with `singular lack of interest in ultimate
financial consequences', but, as he adds, `the remedy here was in

level of commemorative brochures.

Parliament's hands.'

On balance, neverthelesss, the author firmly believes that time
has vindicated Webb's bold policies. We are reminded that they turned

Michael Page's Fitted for the Voyage: The Adelaide Steamship
Company Limited 1875 -1975 is neither essay nor brochure, but a
detailed and handsomely produced book, and it supports Crowley's
suggestion that the topic of shipping is an attractive one for research.
Not that the author would have needed much prompting to produce
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a work of this kind. As an experienced writer and seaman and now
Publishing Manager of Rigby Limited, he has obvious qualifications
for the task. The result is a valuable addition to the writing of business
history, and as with much of the best writing on South Australian
history, it has been carried out by someone born and bred overseas.
Mr. Page traces the fortunes of the Company from its foundations in 1875. Its first directors, except for J.F. Wigley, were those
sturdy Scots Robert Barr Smith, David Murray, Andrew Tennant,
Tobert Ross and James Harvey, about whom more must be written.
It is John Turnbull, however, the Company's Secretary from 1877
to 1895, who claims attention most. He did much to guide the Company through the bouts of competition which constricted its trading
arteries, when, as the author explains, the directors seemed uncertain
whether they really wanted to run a shipping company or not.

1
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pathy for them, keeps them prominent in the story. This is done
through the illustrations as well as the text the illustrations are outstanding, both in selection and quality of reproduction.
It is an ambitious task to trace the history of a Company such

as this. Mr. Page has managed the undertaking with considerable
insight. Perhaps his example may prompt the writing of more South
Australian business histories, such as those of the Bank of Adelaide,
Elder Smith and Co., the South Australian Brewing Co. and many
others. We need more explorers of the uncharted areas of our past.
Wattle Park Teachers' Centre, Adelaide.

R.M. GIBBS

Turnbull and the directors remind us of the corresponding
officials in the South Australian Mining Association, whom Mr. Mel
Davies described at the August 1975 meeting of the Historical Society
of South Australia as `profit maximizers'. Mr. Page's attitude on this
question is interesting. Turnbull and his directors were men of the
time, taking great risks and believing that society was ordered into
classes and expected patterns of behaviour. They were capable of
harsh actions, giving little or no compensation to those who suffered
misfortune in their service. The energies of those charged with the daily
running of the Company were directed to the ruthlessly competitive
business of the sea. It was through their dealings and what tangled
that the Company grew stronger.
dealings many of them were
`Private enterprise', the author declares, `was the mainspring which im-

pelled the Australian mercantile marine into its heyday' (p. 101),

though he shows that the benefits were often gained at others'
expense.

There are some matters, however, about which the reader will
want to know more. The Company seems to have sailed through
the murky waters of the Depression of the 1930s with less difficulty
than other businesses. It is not really clear why. More needs to be said

about the roles of individual directors, and about the traders and
passengers who used the ships. One suspects that the sources were
a problem here, since `for some reason' is the explanation of several
events. Yet there are many fine sections to kindle the reader's interest.
Mr. Page writes in a clear style and without fuss. Never far away are
the ships themselves, and the author, with a seaman's eye and sym-

A Biographical Register of the Commonwealth Parliament 1901 -1972.

By Joan Rydon. Australian National University Press, Canberra,
1975. xvii +229 pp. 87.95.

This work is one of a series of biographical registers of members

of Australian parliaments. Not all these registers cover the same
period; for example, the first of them, A.W. Martin and P. Wardle,
Members of the Legislative Assembly in N.S. W. stops in 1901; the
West Australian contribution goes to 1930; while Professor Rydon's
is the most up -to -date. This, as she points out, has permitted her to
rely `heavily on information provided by members themselves'.
Attempts to make comprehensive lists of parliamentarians which
include party affiliations, personal details, extra parliamentary careers
and useful sources of information is finicking and tiresome work,
consuming much time and energy in checking and rechecking sources.
Questions arise: how far can one rely on relatives' memories; or those
occasionally interminable obituary notices which used to appear in
our better class of newspapers? Some politicians get awfully secretive
about their ages and I have found it not unusual that there be a lack
of coincidence between obituary notices and birth certificates. As an
exercise in scepticism regarding source material the compilation of
a register of parliamentarians is a beneficial undertaking for anyone
doing research.

Less clear is the usefulness of such an exercise to the reader.
Presumably, all this trying, laborious delving will save future political
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historians and sociologists from having to check dates and personal
details before rushing on to their generalizations and over arching
theories (a footnote of potted history with a graceful acknowledgement in the preface or the `notes on sources' will be the reward for
the authors of registers). Indeed, Professor Rydon states in her Introduction that she is preparing `an analysis of much of it for publication
elsewhere'. Other readers who wish to know whether or not great
uncle Fred was actually Minister for Home Affairs in 1906 will likewise find hours of happy reading, though few registers go much beyond mentioning, `2s., 3d.', and it is well -nigh impossible always to find

out maiden names of wives when marriages took place in such out
of -the -way places as Ireland. (Professor Rydon incidentally is unable
to state confidently whether or not the famous King O'Malley was
not that I know anyone else who can,
born in Canada or U.S.A.
but it illustrates the difficulties for even the most assiduous delvers.)
One very important test for such registers is accuracy. The fear
of perpetuating or indeed magnifying errors of fact must haunt their
authors, for, from an accurate piling up of facts does all their importance stem. Errors provide fodder for critics, but, more importantly,
perpetuate and confirm old errors and mislead in future those who
seek `the facts'. The whole exercise may be vitiated by forcing such
seekers to the `original' source, `just to make sure'!
Unfortunately, so far as South Australia is concerned, the present

work fails this litmus test of accuracy. Printing and typing gremlins
naturally prevent one hundred per cent. accuracy, but there is more
than a touch of what Douglas Pike called `eastern State myopia'
in some of the `howlers' in Professor Rydon's work. The following
list shakes one's confidence in the Register so far as Federal parliamentarians from South Australia are concerned:
i) That noted radical, Charlie Kingston, somehow becomes Presidan institution whose
ent and Secretary of the Adelaide Club
members were anathema to him and who reciprocated Kingston's
invective with their own ripe samples;
ii) No doubt Sir Alexander Downer will be interested to learn that he

married at fifteen, while Lady Jacobs will be somewhat startled to
discover that her father, Hon. V.L. Solomon, married for the second
time at sixteen, having already produced one daughter by an unknown
first wife;
iii) A check with one of my colleagues. might have prevented `honest

Tom' Playford from turning into a Presbyterian and from being
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Treasurer from 1890 to 1894 inclusive, through four consecutive and
antagonistic ministries.
iv) Ian Wilson's great grandfather, Sir John Langdon Bonython,

though no doubt very influential as proprietor of `the Advertiser',
was never a member of the South Australian House of Assembly nor
Premier of South Australia. There may be some confusion here with
Ian's other great - grandfather, Sir John Cox Bray, who was both of
these;
v)

Sir Richard Chaffey Baker was not President of the National
Australasian Convention (1897 -98). This post of glory and honour
was held by his arch -rival Kingston, much to the fury of the latter's
enemies. Sir Richard held the less glamorous and more time consuming position of Chairman of Committees. See Alfred Deakin's Federal
Story for the background of rivalries and machinations that accompanied the election to these posts;
vi) David Morley Charleston who was born in 1884 according to this
Register is elected to the South Australian Legislative Council in 1891.
His date of election is correct; his date of birth is not. Perhaps one
should put this down to a typing gremlin;
vii) It is not so easy to be charitable when we are informed that Sir
Philip McBride was defeated in Wakefield in 1958. This certainly
casts new light on that particular election and on voting patterns in
the electorate of Wakefield since 1949. Likewise Mr. Makin's defeat
in Hindmarsh in 1946 will come as an even greater revelation;

viii) State Labor party supporters and power- brokers of the forties
and fifties will be interested to learn that Jim Toohey represented
Western Australia in the Senate.
Other `howlers' of some import have Senator Gregor McGregor,
Labor's first Senate Leader, dying in 1919 when he died in office in

1914; W.H. Story attends Norton's Summit State High School';
and E.C. Vardon is President of the South Australian Chamber of

Manufactures at fourteen!
In sum, a `once -over' look through this Register reveals that it
needs to be used with care as a guide to South Australian Federal

parliamentarians, the very caution one would hope not to have to
give concerning a work of this nature. One would much prefer to

-recommend with confidence.

Department of Politics, University of Adelaide.

BOB REID
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A NOTE ON LOCAL HISTORIES AND OTHER BOOKS
CONCERNING SOUTH AUSTRALIA

In recent years there has been a steady flow of books on South
Australian local history. The flow shows no signs of abating; in fact,
the urge to commemorate in written form the centenaries of towns
and districts first settled in the land rush of the 1870s is stimulating
an even greater amount of writing.
There has also been a considerable amount of criticism of such
books. Many show the marks of hasty compilation, the tendency to
drown the reader in a flood of detail, and an unwillingness to set the
local area against a wider background of colonial, state and national
history. Perhaps this is to be expected, for they are usually written
rather for a local community anxious to have its past recorded in close
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considerable interest. Alan Jones' Curramulka is a thorough account
of the Yorke Peninsula town and district. The author has done a good
deal of research into his theme
`how the virgin scrub of 1876
was transformed into the farmland of today'. The result is a worthy
addition to the history of the Peninsuala and its agricultural
development.
John Walker's Village is a book of a different style. Its focus is

on one of those small villages, founded in South Australia's early

details than for the outside reader more interested in the broader

days, whose history has been somewhat neglected. Mrs Scales shows
that Walkerville had a life of its own, and was not just an appendage
of Adelaide. Perhaps with residents such as W.A. Home, George
Brookman and Charles Rasp it had to be different. Perhaps its modern
struggle to keep its own municipal government has heightened awareness of its sense of community and its history. The author has shown
these things in her account. Some may feel that the Council looms

movements and meaning of men and events.
Yet despite their shortcomings local histories are making greater

a little large at times in the narrative, but the writer is concerned
about the problems facing an historically interesting residential

claims for attention. They test the theories of general historians and
provide valuable insights into the social history of towns and countryside. We are beginning to understand better the role of institutes in
community life, the services, and the rise and decline of religious
groups. These insights are coming from local historians working under
difficult circumstances and with few pathmakers to help. It is heartening to see that two recent Literature Board grants have recognized
the work of experienced writers now engaged in new studies on South
Australian local history themes.
Local histories produced in the last twelve months include Diana
Cook, The Striding Years: A History of the Minlaton District Council
Area (Minlaton, 1975), 225 pp; Liz Blieschke (ed.), Plain of Contrast:
Amyton Booleroo Whim (Lynton, AdelA History of Willowie
aide, 1975), 240 pp. $8.00; Alan Jones, Curramulka 1876 -1975
(The author, Adelaide, 1975), 266 pp. $6.00; Marjorie Scales, John
Walker's Village: A History of Walkerville (Rigby, Adelaide, 1974),

229 pp. $8.45 and R.J. Noye, Clare: A District History (Lynton,
Adelaide, 1975), x + 210 pp. $9.50. In varying degrees they reveal
the problems mentioned by a number of people. They include much
valuable detail. The record of the history of the Willowie Plain is
particularly important because of the modern depopulation of the
area. The reminiscences of older people, the biographical sketches,
and the material on early social life are closely recorded and are of

area. She hopes that Walkerville's qualities of a certain graciousness
of living and individuality in a world of speed and mass production
can survive. This concern has conviction when it comes from a sensitive survey of Walkerville's history. The survey is informing, pleasantly
readable and sustained, without ever tending to overwhelm the reader in masses of detail submerging the major themes. It is a notable
contribution to the urban history of the State.
R.J. Noye has divided Clare, A District History into two parts, the
first outlining the history of the Clare district from the beginnings of
white exploration to the present, the second being `a collection of
selected subjects, some chosen for their importance, others for their
interest.' The arrangement is an unusual one, but allows the author
to concentrate in the larger second part on a more detailed analysis
of specific topics. Of the two sections, the second is better. The outlining of the history of the district is rather too factual: at times one
can almost feel the author gathering the details one by one from the
Northern Argus, to which he makes general acknowledgement as the
most important single source of information. Unforunately there are
very few specific references to sources, and one wishes, if footnotes
are not to be used, for at least a bibliography or note on sources. The
index, too, should contain entries to topics which are given considerable attention in the text, especially in view of the structure of the
book. Other readers may want to know more about the political and
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economic forces from outside the district that shaped its history.

1

Burra, thanks to Mr. Auhl's diligent advertising and searching, we now
have a much richer record.

Yet there is much to admire about the book. It reveals considerable research on the part of the author and insights into regional life
usually avoided in other local histories. There is, for example a well
drawn account of the reception accorded to the Salvation Army in
Clare, and in the chapter `Clare and the Camera' new ground has been

Another kind of record has been provided in Robert Ingpen's
Robe: A Portrait of the Past (Rigby, Adelaide 1975, $9.95). He has
selected some of his paintings and drawings of Robe and district `to
explain what Robe was, how it was structured, and what we can learn
about life then that can help us to live now and in the future'. This
is a different regional history book. Its text is brief. But who is to say

broken in South Australian, if not Australian, social history. The
photographs in the book are outstanding, and a tribute to the author's
own expertise in the printing of them. In addition, there are excellent
sections on other topics, such as wine - making, coaching and commun-

he has not captured, with pencil and brush, some aspects of the
history of Robe with greater feeling than in hundreds of pages of text?

ications. Undoubtedly this book sets a high standard for regional
historical writing. For a non professional historian forced to burn the
midnight oil in extensive research and writing on a major topic, it
must have been a labour of love. It is no small achievement that the
final product is a book which ranks with the best in South Australian

Wattle Park Teachers' Centre, Adelaide.

local histories.

Yet the book is more than a collection of paintings. Mr. Auhl's
introduction and judicious selection of primary sources amplify the
theme that the 1841 -1851 period was one of considerable activity
and importance. The whole is a very pleasing evocation of an era.
Mr. Auhl has also gathered together in his Burra and District: A
Pictorial Memoir (Lynton Publications, Adelaide, 1975, 216 pp.,
$9.90) a collection of photographs of historic interest. He makes
clear that it is not a pictorial history of Burra, since people used the
camera more often to record special and unusual events rather than

the daily life of town and district. A striking feature of the book
is that it represents the fruits of a two -year search for material. One
aim is to give some permanence to the camera recorded life of an
historic South Australian town. If this search were done for other

towns, photographs of historic importance in private hands could be

brought to light and copied. This could ensure their survival. Of

What were its relations, say with Adelaide?

Books of paintings and photographs on South Australian historical themes have been produced infrequently over the years. Now it
seems that there is a determination to make up for lost time. Ian Auhl
and Denis Marfleet, in their Australia's Earliest Mining Era: South
Australia 1841- 1851:Paintings by S.T. Gill (Rigby, Adelaide 1975,
108 pp. $11.95), have in grand style gone some of the way. S.T. Gill's
paintings and sketches of South Australian mining scenes have a
liveliness and attention to detail that will appeal to the casual observer and the serious scholar. Their impact is heightened by the excellent
reproduction of the paintings and the attractive design of the book.
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THE SOCIETY'S ACTIVITIES

July 4

Film Night
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`Adelaide in the 1920s', films shown by Mr. Vic.

Reeves.

THE SOCIETY'S ACTIVITIES 1974 -5

The Historical Society of South Australia held its Inaugural
Meeting in the Art Gallery of South Australia on 19 July 1974,
planned by a Steering Committee which had been formed after
discussions earlier in the year concerning the launching of a state hist-

orical society. The inaugural lecture on `History from Below' was
delivered by Dr. Eric Richards of Flinders University. A Special
Business Meeting was held early in September to decide on a constitution for the Society and elect a Council. Two general meetings
followed, the first addressed by Dr. J.M. Tregenza and Mr. R. Broom

hill on `Exploring the Great Depression in South Australia' and
`The use of oral history in studying the Depression in Adelaide'
respectively, the second by Mr. R.H. Parsons on `The History of
there were more
Hindmarsh'. All meetings were well attended
than 180 at the Inaugural Meeting.

The year 1975 has been the first full year for the Society. The
following meetings and field trips have been held:
March 7

April 5
May 2

Mr. I. Harmstorf (Adelaide C.A.E.) `The Germans in South Australian
History'.
Field Trip to Gawler - Wasleys - Kapunda and environs, led by Dr. M.
Williams (Geography Dept., University of Adelaide).

Mrs. J. Chilman (Murray Bridge): `The History of the Monarto
Area' and Mr. C. Sibly (Strathalbyn High School): `The Rise and
Port Elliot 1848- 1864'.
Seminar in conjunction with the Department of Adult Education,
University of Adelaide: `Rescuing History'. Opening address by His
Excellency Sir Mark Oliphant, Governor of South Australia.
Fall of a Colonial Port

June 6 -7

August 1

Mr. M. Davies (Economics Dept., University of Adelaide): `Some
Aspects of Mining in 19th century South Australia, with special
reference to the "Monster Mine " ', followed by a slide -tape presentation on the history of Burra, by Mr. Colin George.
September 5 Mrs. L. Williams: Pastoralists and their Estates in the Mid -North
in the 19th century'.
October 4
Field Trip to `Anlaby', via Kapunda (Host Mr. G. Dutton), and to
the Barossa Valley, led by Mr. I. Harmstorf.
November 7 Mr. D. Manuel (Murray Park C.A.E.): `South Australian Journalism
in the mid -19th century'.

All meetings were held in the State Library Lecture Theatre,
except the August meeting which was a combined meeting with the
History Teachers Association of S.A. held at the Institute of Teachers
Building at Parkside. Attendances were well maintained, with an
average of 60 -70 members. The June Seminar was very successful,
and attracted a fair degree of media publicity. The two field trips
involved 70 and 80 members respectively. The 1976 program will
be more extensive, and consist of ten meetings and three field trips.
The custom of having coffee and biscuits after meetings has become
established, and has enabled members to meet each other.
Five newsletters concerning the Society's activities have been
issued during the year, following the first newsletter in December,
1974. The proceedings of the June Seminar are being published by
the Department of Adult Education, University of Adelaide. The
Society intends to publish its Journal annually.
The Council of the Society has met ten times during the year.
Some of the matters discussed have been routine or appropriate to
the affairs of a new society. Others have concerned major matters of
historical conservation, and the Council has followed up the recommendations of the June Seminar by a number of actions, especially by
making representations to the Minister of Education. The Society is
very grateful to the Minister and the South Australian Government
for its support of the Society's activities and publishing program by
a grant of $500. The Society was represented at the Conference of
Historical Societies in Melbourne on April 12, 1975, and looks
forward to continuing association with other State historical societies.
In common with other societies we face considerable financial
problems, due to rising costs and postage. As a new body, we have
no reserves to supplement income, and the Council is anxious to
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hold subscriptions to the lowest figure possible. Fortunately the real
strength of the Society is not to be measured in money terms it
seems that members have already gained a great deal from the opportunities for association provided by the Society.
R. M. GIBBS
President
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