JOURNAL
of the

HISTORICAL SOCIETY
of

SOUTH AUSTRALIA

NUMBER 10, 1982

THE HISTORICAL SOCIETY'OF SOUTH AUSTRALIA
Founded 1974
Objects:
(a) to arouse interest in and to promote the study and discussion of

South Australian and Australian history.
to promote the collection, preservation and classification of source
material of all kinds relating to South Australian and Australian history.
(c) to publish historical records and articles.
(d) to promote the interchange of information among members of the
Society by lectures, readings, discussions and exhibitions.
(e) to co- operate with similar Societies throughout Australia.
(f)- to do all such things as are conducive or incidental to the attainment
of the above objects or any of them.
(b)

* * * * * * * * * * **

Council 1982
Patron:
President:
Vice - President:

Secretary:

Treasurer:
Members:

Sir Walter Crocker, K.B.E.
Mrs H.R. Pearce
Mr R.H.B. Kearns, M.B.E.
Ms S. Moss
Mrs E. Ulbrich
Ms A. Aeuckens
Mr P.F. Donovan
Miss E.D. Durward
Mr R.M. Gibbs, A.M.
Dr P.A. Howell
Ms E. Kwan
Mr C. Nance
Mr R.P.J. Nicol
Dr J.D. Playford
Mr B. J. Samuels

All enquiries about membership of the Society or purchase of the journal
should be directed to the Secretary, The Historical Society of South Australia,
Institute Building, 122 Kintore Avenue, Adelaide, S.A. 5000. Correspondence

with the editor of the Journal should be directed to the same address.

CONTENTS
ARTICLES

URBAN BOOMS IN NINETEENTH - CENTURY
AUSTRALIA: ADELAIDE AND MELBOURNE

Urban Booms in Nineteenth Century Australia: Adelaide and Melbourne
W. A. Sinclair

3

The Bible Christians in South Australia
Arnold D. Hunt
Masters and Servants in South Australia, 1837 -1860
John Cashen
Scenes of Early South Australia: The Letters of Joseph Keynes of Keyneton,

15

W.A. SINCLAIR

32

1839 -1843

Edited by Rob Linn
Opposition to the Vietnam War in South Australia, 1965 -73
Malcolm Saunders
The Adelaide Kindergarten Teachers College, 1907 -1974
Christopher Dowd
Care for Dependent Children in South Australia 1888
Brian Dickey

44
61

72

in Table 1. It will be apparent that the speed with which both Adelaide and
84

Adolph Leschen: The 'Father of Gymnastics' in South Australia
John A. Daly
The Myths of the Adelaide Club
John Playford
Sectarianism as an Election Weapon: The Port Adelaide Campaigns of 1927
Reece Jennings

t

In terms of the present thrust of writing on Australian history, the term 'urban
boom' is almost synonomous with 'Marvellous Melbourne' in the 1880s.í On the
standards of the greater part of that decade, Adelaide might qualify for the title of
'sleepy hollow'. But Adelaide staged an exciting curtain - raiser to the Melbourne
boom and in the second half of the 1870s was the growth city of Australia.
Some impression of the strength of the Adelaide boom is conveyed by the figures
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Melbourne grew was subject to marked change from decade to decade. But it will
also be observed that Adelaide's surge of population increase in the 1870s was faster
than that in Melbourne's 'marvellous' decade. Even this disguises the full force of
the Adelaide boom. There was a census taken in South Australia in 1876 and it may
be calculated from it that most of the population increase of the 1870s occurred in
the second half of the decade. Between 1871 and 1876 the annual rate of population
increase was 4.5 per cent whereas between 1876 and 1881 it jumped to 7.6 per cent.2

This phenomenally rapid rate of increase was pushing the suburban circle out
further in all directions. The fastest development was south from Unley, the
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typically increased the number of their residents by the substantial amount of about
60 per cent. The 1881 census showed for the first time more people living outside
the Corporation of Adelaide than inside it. Adelaide had become truly suburban.
The process by which this occurred deserves closer examinations
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reverberative sound of an explosion and it evokes the concept of a set of inter - related
forces which mutually intensify the effect of each.' The economic historian has the

difficult task of separating cause from effect in this complex intermingling of
factors and runs the risk of over - simplification in doing so. With this caveat, it may
be suggested that the key to urban booms in nineteenth century Australia may lie in

the cumulative effect on the demand for labour resulting from urban building.
Because the country had only recently begun to be settled, and there was a
subsequently rapid increase in the population, there was always an incipient
shortage of houses. That is, to start with there was no stock of houses, such as
Professor W.A. Sinclair is Professor of Economic History at the Flinders University of South

Australia and author of The Process of Economic Development in Australia (Melbourne,
1976).
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existed in countries with a longer history of close settlement, and it was difficult to
build up a sufficiently large stock as the demand for houses kept increasing. The
balance between the supply of houses and the demand for them was a precarious
one and could easily he upset by any irregular rise in demand. If such a rise were to
occur. labour would flow into the city in order to build the houses now in increased
demand and so the urban population would increase. But the effects would not end
there because the new labour force would itself require the services provided by
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houses and other urban facilities, and this would further swell the demand for
labour to build them.
Enough research has now been done on the Melbourne boom of the 1880s5 to
allow an account to be given of it in such terms. At the beginning of the 1880s there
was a recovery in the residential construction industry in Melbourne such that by
1883 the number of houses being built was about 80 per cent higher than in 1880.
Far from that satisfying the increased demand for houses, however, it was simply a
prelude to a further sharp increase in building which carried the figure of houses
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built in 1888 to well over double that in 1883. The very construction of houses

became a reason for a higher level of construction in the future. But the
snowballing process of population increase did not end there. The more the city
grew, the more the pressure increased to undertake major investment projects
within it. After the housebuilding boom had been under way for a little time large
amounts of money began to be devoted to the construction of an urban public
transport system involving the extension of railways, and the provision of an
extensive grid of tramways. These forms of construction further swelled the
demand for labour and the resulting inflow of labour had similar secondary effects
to that which had gone into housebuilding. Further, land values were rising at a
precipitous rate and a point was reached at which the value of land in the central
business district called for the construction of much larger buildings upon it.
Within a fairly short time the central business district was largely rebuilt, again on
the basis of a considerable inflow of labour. It has been calculated that during this
time the effect of an inflow of migrants into Melbourne was to add more to the
demand for labour than to its supply so that attempts to solve a shortage of labour
through migration were simply adding to the shortage.6
What appear to have been the essential ingredients of the Melbourne boom of the
1880s were also present in Adelaide in the second half of the 1870s. Reference to Fig.

1 reveals the remarkable change in the Adelaide housebuilding industry in 1876
when expenditure on residential construction more than doubled compared with
the previous year.? Nor was this a one -off event for it is clear from the figure that
1876 was only the beginning of a sustained upswing which distinguishes the next
few years from the rest of the period depicted. Some indication of the importance of

this development can be conveyed by the calculation that housebuilding in
Adelaide doubled as a percentage of South Australian gross domestic product in the

second half of the 1870s compared with the first half of the 1870s.5 Fig. 1 also
portrays the similarity between the Adelaide boom and the subsequent one in
Melbourne. The two series of residential construction in the respective stakes have
been drawn on different scales to allow for Melbourne being three to four times
larger than Adelaide.9 The leap in housebuilding in Adelaide can be seen to have
coincided with a period of stagnation in Melbourne with the roles reversed in the
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Figure 1: Housebuilding in Victoria and South Australia
Source: N.G. Butlin, Australian Gross Domestic Product, Investment and Foreign Borrowing (Cambridge, 1962) p. 268.

1880s. Each boom represented a major discontinuity in previous and subsequent
experience of housebuilding.

This similarity with Melbourne in the 1880s extends to other forms of
construction. Between 1876 and the opening years of the 1880s, a large part of the
central business district of Adelaide was essentially re- built. T.A. Coghlan locates
the beginning of this process in 1876 'especially in the main thoroughfares such as

Rundle and Fitzwilliam [sic] streets, where buildlings of three storeys were
replacing the more modest structures of earlier days'." From this point, the rebuilding gathered pace. In 1882, the Adelaide correspondent of, the Australasian
Insurance and Banking Record reported, not for the first time," a wide range of city
construction, involving government and other offices, insurance buildings, banks,

retail stores and hotels.' In his own summary a little later. 'large and substantial
additions [had] been made to the buildings in the city, both public and private'.13
The construction of the Adelaide tramway system also dated from the second half
of the 1870s. It was just after the mid -point of the decade that construction of the
first line, that from Kensington- Norwood to the city, got under way. By the first
year of the new decade, the city had been connected with North Adelaide, Mitcham,
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Hindmarsh, Parkside and Goodwood and there was also a line from Port Adelaide
to Alberton. More lines were completed in 1882.14 As in Melbourne, increased
housebuilding, replacement of city buildings and transport development all went

hand in hand.

The course of events in the second half of the 1870s is consistent with the general
explanation offered above of urban booms and with its particular application to
Melbourne in the 1880s. The jump in housebuilding in 1876 helped to perpetuate
the rise because the labour required added to the demand for accommodation in
Adelaide. Transport and commercial construction got under way early in the boom
but both were greatly accelerated by the sharp increase in the population. The rapid

transformation of what was little more than an exploratory tram line into a
suburban tramway system would hardly have occurred without the increased

population pressure. This type of public transport involves heavy overland costs in
the form of tracks and equipment, and could only be economic if these were spread
over a large number of people. By the same token, the population explosion and its
attendant transport improvement had the combined effect of raising land values
and this intensified the pressure to re -build the central business district in order to
make more economic use of the land through higher buildings. The multiplier
effect of increasing transport and commercial construction was not as strong as in
Melbourne in the 1880s where heavy expenditure on suburban railways as well as
on a tightly meshed tramway system, led to a quite exceptional increase in the
provision of public transport and new city buildings took on an air of opulence not
known in Adelaide. But the difference was one of degree rather than kind; as in
Melbourne, the continuance of the boom was partly an outcome of the boom itself.

Origins of the Boom
Up to this point, an explanation has been offered of why the boom gathered pace
as it went along. That begs the question, however, of how it got going in the first
place. Something had to trigger the sharp initial rise in the demand for houses on
which the explanation depends. In Adelaide's case, this triggering mechanism
appears to have been the result of a combination of circumstances which were
linked generally with South Australian economic development.

One such circumstance was the strong rural boom experienced by South

Australia throughout the 1870s. According to calculations which have been made
of South Australian gross domestic product, the South Australian economy was

growing during this decade at a perceptibly faster rate than that of the rest of

Australia and, in the first half of the 1870s, it was a rural boom which was pulling
the economy along at such a fast clip.15 The rural boom meant that there was a high
demand for labour in South Australia not only in the country but in the city as well.
When the rural sector of the economy was growing rapidly, this growth increased
the demand for goods and services produced in the city. The connection was that

the rural boom increased real incomes and this led to an increased demand for
manufactured goods which could either be produced locally or imported. If the
goods were produced locally this tended to occur in the city because it was the most
convenient location for factory production. If, on the other hand, manufactured
goods in demand were imported, this required a good deal of transport, storage and
clerical work and so service industries, many of them in the city, were stimulated.
The increasing export of the products of the rural boom also required a good deal of
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servicing at the point of exit from South Australia. The city -based industries, thus
enlarged, used large amounts of labour. The manufacturing industry of the day,
although quite significant in the local economy,16 was not very sophisticated and
did not use a great deal of machinery. This meant that it relied on human hands to
meet the demand for its product and this meant many jobs in the city. Similarly, the
service industries of the day relied heavily on human muscle and, in the case of
clerical work, when even the typewriter was not yet in use, many human hands.
The effects of the rural boom on the demand for labour were thus felt strongly in the
city as well as in the country. It is indicative of this that the proportion of the South
Australian population living in Adelaide was already on the increase in the first
half of the 1870s, that is, before the big urban boom of the second half of the 1870s)7

But the supply of labour does not appear to have adjusted smoothly to the
increasing demand generated by the rural sector. This may initially have owed
something to the demand for labour itself gathering pace slowly in the early 1870s
because at that time the rural boom was centred on the pastoral industry,18 a
characteristic of which was its ability to increase output with little additional
labour. Coming up towards the middle of the decade the centre of the rural boom
switched to the wheat industry which was less able to expand without more labour.
Even so, the wheat industry's demand for labour was erratic in that, firstly, it was
seasonal, the demand for labour peaking at harvest time. Secondly, the size of the
harvest varied greatly from year to year depending on the weather. Despite the rural
boom, then, there was no strong inflow of population into South Australia in the

first half of the 1870s. In the early years of the decade, there was actually a net
outflow of population from the colony, shown in Fig. 2, and, although this was
reversed by 1873, the rate of inflow in the next couple of years was not very
remarkable. This situation may have been exacerbated by some other features of the
period. For one thing, there was also a high demand for labour in the more easterly

parts of Australia which overseas immigrants seem to have found particularly
attractive. For another, the South Australian Government was at this time slow to
provide assisted passage to potential migrants, in contrast, for instance, to the
Queensland Government.
The combined effect of these features of the first half of the 1870s is likely to have
been an increased tightening of the labour market. It may therefore be significant in
explaining the urban boom that 1876 was a year of a record wheat crop for South

Australia involving a marked increase in the size of the labour force needed to

harvest it. Particularly given the failure of the supply of labour to adjust to
increasing demand in agriculture in the preceding years, this may be expected to
have been influential in the sharp increase in immigration in 1876.
A second relevant characteristic of the South Australian economy of the 1870s
was the timing of development expenditure by the government. South Australia
got off to a slower start in railway building than Victoria and New South Wales
and, although there was a brief flurry of activity in the later 1860s, this was followed
by a pause in construction in the early 1870s. The eventual construction of the long
lines which became the basis of the South Australian railway system, getting under

way in 1874, therefore involved a sharp rise in the demand for labour. This was
accentuated by the decision, taken in 1876, to embark on an extensive programme
of public expenditure, involving the extension of railways into the north, the
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improvement of harbours and the general elaboration of the infrastructure for
economic development. In association with this increased governmental emphasis
on development, the previously restrictive attitude towards assisted migration was
abandoned. The expenditure of the government on assistance of migrants more
than trebled in 1876 with the result that the number being assisted rose from the
1875 figure of about 2.000 to nearly 8.000.
A third important way in which the Adelaide boom got started may have been an
outcome of the changing age composition of the South Australian population. It
has been persuasively argued that a major determinant of the demand for houses is
usually the number of people in the 20 -34 age group, the peak years for marriage
and family formation and that this number can be strongly influenced by the
immigration pattern of the past.19 An uneven pattern of migration can lead to an
irregular age composition because the effects of migration are felt for a long time as
migrants and their children live through these successive age groups.

This is directly relevant to the demand for housing in South Australia in the
second half of the 1870s because the pattern of migration into the colony between
about 1850 and 1875 was in fact very uneven. The situation is depicted in Fig. 2. In
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the 1850s there was heavy immigration, the annual arrivals in some years in that
decade exceeding any for the rest of the century. The resulting irregularity of the
migration pattern up to 1875 was heightened by immigration falling to such low
levels between 1865 and 1872 that it was considerably exceeded by emigration from

the colony. The immigration wave of the 1850s generated a cohort of population
which was beginning to enter the 20 -34 age group in the second half of the 1870s.
This cohort is observable in Table 2 where for all years shown, it will be seen that

the proportion of the population in the 0 -4 age group was at its highest at the
beginning of the 1860s. By the middle of the 1870s, this large cohort can be observed
as having progressed to the I5 -20 age group which was then at a peak for the period.
At the same time, the number in the 20 -34 age group was exceptionally depressed as
a result of the net emigration in the preceding years. This is reflected in Fig. 1 where

it will be seen that residential construction was substantially higher in 1865 than
was generally the case in the following ten years. There is thus likely to have been a
sharp increase in the demand for houses in the second half of the 1870s as the
cohorts of the 1850s moved into the 20 -34 age group after a period when the group
had been particularly small.
It would therefore appear that the origins of the Adelaide boom lay in the joint
emergence of three strong stimuli to the demand for labour in South Australia. The
effects of the rural boom of the 1870s, initially delayed, were being strongly felt in

1876 and this coincided with the adoption of a more vigorous approach to
developmental expenditure on the part of the government. just as these things were
happening the population cohorts of the 1850s were reaching the house- buying age
group. If this interpretation is correct, the urban boom was the combined outcome
of forces 'external' and 'internal' to the city. Much of the pressure for urban housing
rose initially from a rural demand for labour, either in agriculture itself or in rural

construction. But the conditions of demand for houses in Adelaide were
independently becoming more favourable to housebuilding in response to the
changing age composition of the Adelaide population.
It would be difficult to determine how important each of the three generators of

the urban boom were. It is interesting that Pascoe opts for a totally 'external'
explanation, noting both increased governmental expenditure and the export
boom and puting his main emphasis on the former.20 But the experience of
Melbourne in the 1880s points to the danger of ignoring the age- composition effect.

It has been argued by a number of writers that the kinked age composition of the
Victorian population, involving as it did an especially large addition to the house

buying age group in the 1880s, had much to do with the spectacular boom in
Melbourne.21 The parallel with Adelaide cannot lightly he dismissed. Although the

age- composition effect was likely to have been much stronger in Victoria, it is

nevertheless the case that the proportion of the Victorian population on the
threshold of the house - buying age group in 1881 was a little lower than the same

figure for South Australia in 1876.22 It may well be then that the long -term
Figure 2: South Australian Net Migration

demographic factors were at least as important as governmental investment policy
and the rural boom. In any case, separation of the strands of the fuse which appears
to have sparked the Adelaide boom should not be allowed to distract attention from

Source: South Australian Statistical Register

the explosive implication of their joint operation.
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corroborating Coghlan and pointing to that year as the turning point in the

The Bust
Just when Melbourne was embarking on a boom which was to prove even more
spectacular than Adelaide's, the Adelaide boom ended. The account of the Adelaide
boom, given so far, does not explain its demise. The mechanism which appears to
have been set in motion in 1876 could be taken to imply some sort of perpetual
motion. The more labour was sucked into the city in order to meet a shortage of
labour, the .more it created a further shortage.
For an understanding of the bust some further details of the boom are required.
In the foregoing analysis, the boom has been interpreted solely as an upswing in

volume of construction.
What brought the boom to an end? Part of the answer is the connection between
land prices and urban building. Once the speculative bubble was pricked, housing
and commercial construction ceased to be attractive investments. But there is a lot
more to the answer than that. If we seek the reason for the collapse of land prices, we

find it in the report that 'during the last quarter of 1882 money became much
tighter and speculation of all kinds received a rather marked check'. 32 This reduced

interesting in this connection that Pascoe, who it has been seen was well aware of
the origins of the boom in 1876, in one place used the phrase 'the land boom in

availability of credit has a much wider significance than being the death knell of
speculation. In the first place, it had a directly deterrent effect on urban building by
raising the cost of housing and commercial loans. In other words, the downturn in
urban construction did not totally depend on the collapse of speculation. Secondly,
the fundamental reason for money being tighter was the collapse of the rural boom,
heralded by the poor harvest of 1881 and intensified by the further failure of 1882.
The effects of the resultant sharp decline in export income on credit generally
within South Australia could not be deferred indefinitely and they were felt in the
last quarter of 1882. The precipitating factor in the bust is thus to be found in one of
the original sources of the boom, the rural sector of the economy. The apparently
self sustaining character of the urban boom could not survive the removal of this
underlying influence.
From that point, urban boom in South Australia became increasingly a memory.
The poor returns to wheat growing were seen to be not just a result of the fickleness
of the weather but also of an over- extension of the industry beyond the long -term
economic margin. By 1885, as can be seen in Fig. 2, a heavy drain of population
from the colony was occurring and net loss from migration remained a feature of
the rest of the decade. The previous stimulus to housebuilding from the irregularity
of the age composition of the population was thus cancelled. Some support was

1881 -2'.27

given

urban construction. But it also involved a rise in the price of urban land and
buildings. So in 1887 there was contemporary reference to 'a great demand for town
land. . . which [was] rapidly rising in price'25 and a few years later the value of real
property was described as having advanced 'not by a small general increase, but by
leaps and bounds'.24 Initially, the price rise was simply a response to the demand for

urban buildings exceeding the supply but as time went by it was reinforced by

speculation on further price rises. It is common in such situations for the
speculative element to become an increasingly important influence on the price

with the passage of time. The capital gains resulting from the rise in prices
increasingly attract funds in the expectation of further capital gain. There are signs
that the boom had become highly speculative by 1881. Coghlan's description is that
'in 1881 Adelaide found itself in the midst of a land boom' when 'there was a great
deal of speculation in building allotments'.25 The Adelaide correspondent of the
Australasian Insurance and Banking Record began to report regularly on it from

that time, referring to the gains from buying and selling city blocks.26 It is

A clear sign that the boom had run its course, then, was given by the collapse of
land prices in Adelaide in the closing months of 1882. As duly recorded by the
Adelaide correspondent of the Australasian Insurance and Banking Record at the
beginning of 1883, 'during five or six months last year, say from May to October,
land speculation ran high, but suddenly collapsed'.28 So did what was to prove a
long -term scaling down of land values occur.
The main downturn in building probably came a few months later. According to
Coghlan,

to employment by the South Australian government sustaining its

developmental expenditure through the first half of the 1880s but, after 1886, it
sharply reduced its expenditure in this area and another of the sources of the earlier
urban boom was extinguished. Adelaide's population was higher in 1891 than in
1881, as can be seen in Table 1, but the increase was easily accommodated without a
major burst of urban construction. The word 'boom' would not be associated with
Adelaide for many years to come.

The Significance of the Boom
The Adelaide boom has a significance extending beyond the years when it
occurred and the place where it was located. The foregoing analysis can be said to
demonstrate that by examining extreme cases of metropolitan expansion, we can
get important insights into the way in which Australian cities grew more generally.
The boom has been seen to have grown out of an economic connection between
country and city and an autonomous increase in the urban population. These
features of urbanization were abiding elements in Australian economic
development; it is just that in the boom we see writ large forces which were less
obviously present at other times.
Focussing on boom years also reveals that urban booms had important effects
which survived the bust. It is clear that there were long -term consequences for the
size of Australian cities. Although the rate of growth of the urban population was

the financial difficulties experienced at the beginning of 1883 had no immediate effect on

the labour market, so many building enterprises were in progress that the demand for
builders continued as lively as ever, and wages remained at the highest rates. By the middle
of the year most of these undertakings were completed, no new ones were put in hand, and
the boom was over.29

Coghlan is probably here referring to the construction of commercial buildings.
No reliable statistics are available for the number of houses built between 1881 and
1883. It is true that Fig. 1 shows a sharp drop in residential capital formation in
1882 but the methods of estimates used are not such as to permit a precise dating of

the downturn in housebuilding.50 A detailed examination of wage rates in the
building industry, however, suggests that they reached a peak in 1883,81 thus

[
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exceptionally rapid in the boom times. the ground thus won was not subsequently
lost. It is true that there was a small net outflow of population from Melbourne in

the mid -1890s but that city had assumed a new dominance in the Victorian
economy by the end of the 1880s which it never lost. The bigger the city, the more it
became a dominant influence in Australian life. City interests increased in strength
and so reinforced the trend to the cities and the booms allowed the cities to make a

quantum leap in this direction. In the case of Adelaide, although the 1880s was a
period of economic stagnation in South Australia. the proportion of the South

Australian population living in the capital city continued to grow during that
decade.

A further reason for concentrating attention on what were exceptional periods in

the histories of Australian cities is that it was in such periods that the seeds of
important changes in living conditions were laid. It is hardly a coincidence that the
decisions to construct sewerage systems in Adelaide and Melbourne were made in or
immediately after their respective boom years. the actual dates being 1878 and 1 890
respectively and that Adelaide got its sewerage system ten years or more before
Melbourne. There was considerable sensitivity to the costs of such schemes and
because there was so much fixed overhead capital involved, the calculation of costs
was greatly influenced by projections of the likely increase of the population in the

future. The rosy prospects during the booms considerably influenced those
calculations and led decision- makers to act on the basis of cost calculations which

proved to be optimistic.33 The boom thus hastened, or even made possible, the

subsequent construction. Nor is this a minor matter. The early growth of
Australian cities was not achieved without short -term environmental costs. In the
1850s the death rate from typhoid fever in Melbourne soared to record heights and
Adelaide experienced a high death rate from typhoid in the later 1870s. Following
the introduction of sewerage, typhoid fever virtually disappeared from Australian

cities and the incidence of a number of other diseases sensitive to sanitation
measures fell. The booms therefore may have touched off permanent changes in the

quality of urban life.
Finally, the analysis of urban boom reveals an economic rationale for the highly
urbanized nature of Australian society in the nineteenth century. There is an
influential strand in Australian historical writing which discounts the importance
of economic factors in explaining this phenomenon. The ultimate reason was
probably social and psychological - that people wanted to live in cities - rather
than economic'. it has been said.39 Although personal preferences may have played

some part in the growth of the urban population. it seems plain that the people
who swelled Adelaide's population in the second half of the 1870s were responding
to powerful economic incentives.

Footnotes
1. Particularly with the publication of Graeme Davison. The Rise and Fall of Marvellous
Melbourne (Melbourne. 1978).
2. The definition of what constituted the suburbs of Adelaide is inevitably arbitrary. In this
calculation. I have accepted the definition used by J.W. McCarty, 'Australian Capital
Cities in the Nineteenth Century'. Australian Economic History Review, vol. 10 (1970),
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pp. 132 -5. in order to ensure comparability with McCarty's estimates as presented in
Table 1.
3. It has already received some attention from Michael Williams, The Making of the South
Australian Landscape (London, 1974), ch. 9 and it plays a prominent part in J.J. Pascoe,
History of Adelaide and Vicinity (Adelaide. 1901).
4. I am indebted to my colleague, Dr M. Polasek of Flinders University. for drawing my
attention to the origin of the usage of the word. The Oxford English Dictionary dates its
transference to a commercial meaning as 1879. If this is correct. it was timely from
Adelaide's point of view.
5. See Davison. op. cit., and W.A. Sinclair, The Process of Economic Development in
Australia (Melbourne, 1976), pp. 141 -3.
6. See Glenn Withers, 'Immigration and Economic Fluctuations: An Application to Late
Nineteenth Century Australia', Australian Economic History Review, vol. 17 (1977).
7. 1875 was not the peak year for housebuilding up to that time but Fig. I makes it clear that
the rise in 1876 carried residential construction to the highest level up to that time of the
period covered.
8. This calculation is based on estimates of South Australian gross domestic product which
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Table 1: POPULATION OF MELBOURNE AND ADELAIDE
(rates of growth per cent per annum)
Melbourne
1861 -71
1871 -81
1881 -91
1891 -1901

Adelaide

4.3

3.9

3.4

6.1
2.4
1.9

5.8
0.1

Source: J.W. McCarty. 'Australian Capital Cities in the Nineteenth Century', Australian
Economic History Review, vol. 10 (1970). p. 119

Methodism is as old as South Australia. The first service was held on Kangaroo
Island on 13 November 1836 and the first on the mainland, after the proclamation
of the colony, on 12 February 1837. From the beginnings of the State until after the

Second World War twenty to twenty -five per cent of the population returned
themselves at census time as Methodists.
Divisions
The Methodism that came to South Australia was a divided movement. Union of
the various groups came in 1900. The Methodist Church, then formed, survived
until the merger in 1977 with Congregationalists and Presbyterians.
The major group was the Wesleyan Church. This was the main trunk of the tree
planted in England in the eighteenth century by the work of John Wesley.' It was

lay preachers of this body who held the first service in South Australia and
organised the first church in May 1837 in the home of Edward Stephens, manager of
Table 2: AGE GROUPS IN THE SOUTH AUSTRALIAN POPULATION
(percentages of total population)
0 -4 Years
1861

19.1

1866

18.0
16.9
14.8

1871

1876

Source: Calculated from South Australian Censuses.

15 -20 Years
10.7
10.5
11.1
13.1

the colony's bank. The Wesleyans did well in South Australia and within thirty
years were able to establish Prince Alfred College and to build some of the State's
finest surviving churches such as Wesley Church in Kent Town. Many prospering
business men were prominent Wesleyan leaders F. H. Faulding, George Harris
(of Harris Scarfe), Thomas and William Rhodes, John Colton. In the 1891 census,
'Religions of the People,' there were 49,159 Wesleyans.
The second group to come were the Primitive Methodists. Primitive Methodism
was a breakaway movement, originating in Staffordshire in 1811 as a revivalist
movement which incurred the displeasure of the Wesleyans. It was a lay movement

and grew primarily among the working class spawned by the Industrial
Revolution in the Midland cities of England. It contributed in the last century
many leaders to the incipient trade union movement. The first Primitive Methodist
service in South Australia was held by seven migrants in Light Square on 26 July
1840.2 A congregation was organised and a slab church put up in Elizabeth Street.
Two ministers were sent out in 1844, the necessary money being raised by collecting
a penny each from the 70,000 children in Primitive Methodist Sunday Schools.
There were 11,654 Primitive Methodists in the 1891 census.

The third Methodist branch was called the Methodist New Connexion.
'Connexion' was a common Methodist term denoting the fact that all churches
Dr Arnold D. Hunt is Principal Lecturer and Head of Department of History and Religious
Studies, Salisbury Campus, South Australian College of Advanced Education. He is currently
working on a history of Methodism in South Australia.
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were bound together in one organisation under one central authority, the
Conference. The Methodist New Connexion church arose in 1797 as a protest
against the exclusion of laymen from the Conference. It was never strong in South
Australia but its first minister (1863), James Maughan, was a man of ability and
wide learning. The Methodist New Connexion merged with the Bible Christians in
1888 but Maughan Church in Franklin Street preserves the name of its leader.
The fourth Methodist movement in South Australian history was called Bible

Christiana

Origin
The founder of the Bible Christians, William O'Bryan, was born at Gunwen
Farm in the parish of Luxulyan in Cornwall in 1778.' The farm still stands and the
owners cordially allow the occasional Methodist pilgrim to wander around the
buildings and to photograph the plaque affixed to one of the walls by the Cornish
Methodist Historical Society in 1978, the bicentenary of O'Bryan's birth. From a
series of spiritual crises in youth and early manhood he emerged as an ardent
evangelist, convinced that he should forsake his farm and become a preacher to the
unconverted. He offered for the Wesleyan ministry but was rejected, ostensibly on
the ground that he was married. The effect on O'Bryan was to make him reject the
authority of Wesleyanism. He made his own plan of preaching appointments and
wandered around the villages of East Cornwall, preaching the Gospel, making
converts and forming societies over which he exercised oversight. He was a freelancer and Wesleyanism, then as later, found it impossible to contain such a self
willed character. He was duly expelled by the Wesleyans, in the very church at
Gunwen that he had built for them during his farming days.
O'Bryan organised the groups for which he personally felt responsible and by

October 1815 could speak of 'my circuit' (a Methodist term for several

congregations) as an entity distinct from Wesleyanism. A new denomination was
born, known at first, officially, as the Arminian Bible Christians and, popularly for
some years, as the Bryanites. The first Conference was held at Launceston in 1819
by which time the movement had 16 itinerant preachers and about 2,000 members.
The real foundation of the denomination had taken place four years earlier with
the conversion of the Thorne family at the isolated and undistinguished village of
Shebbear in North Devon, some miles from the border of Cornwall. James Thorne
was to replace O'Bryan as the denomination's leader in 1829. Many members of his
family brothers, sisters, nephews and nieces served the denomination at home
and abroad. His son, John, came to South Australia in 1872 and was responsible for
establishing churches in the new farming areas in the north of the State.
For Bible Christians Shebbear became, to quote a later Bible Christian Magazine,
what Wesley's Chapel was for Wesleyans, Mow Cop for Primitive Methodists' and
Mecca for Muslims! Lake Farm, the Thorne home, was the first centre of Bible

Christian fellowship in the area and became a place of pilgrimage. It was
eventually secured for the denomination in 1891 through the munificence of Sir
Samuel Way, Chief Justice of South Australia. It is now the residence of the
Chaplain of Shebbear College. This College (still in existence with 350 students)
grew out of an elementary school started in 1829.6 In addition to general education
it provided future ministers such as those who came to South Australia with a

The Rev. John Thorne (1838- 1914), son of James, second leader of the church, came to

South Australia in 1872. He built a number of churches in the wheat towns north of
Gladstone.
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modicum of Biblical and Theological training. Lake Chapel, adjoining both the
farm and the College, was the scene of Bible Christian Conferences, of farewells to
missionaries and of many revival meetings. It was (to use another simile from the
Magazine) the Bible Christians' Westminster Abbey. The analogy may be thought
inappropriate as the chapel, then as now, is small, stark and plain. But everything
at Shebbear (and not least the upright slate slabs marking the graves of the Thornes
and others less famous at the rear of the chapel) became hallowed in the memories
and affections of successive generations of Bible Christians.
The denomination first became established in villages in East Cornwall and
North Devon. In the course of the last century Bible Christian circuits were
established in a number of other places outside of the counties of its origin in
Somerset, South Wales, the Channel Islands and even as far north as Sunderland in
Durham in the heart of Primitive Methodism. Much of the work in these areas was
begun as the result of appeals by people of Cornish or Devon origin who had been
Bible Christians prior to their migration to other parts of England. It was the same
Macedonian appeal ('Come over and help us') which led to the sending of ministers
to Cornish mining communities overseas, notably to Ontario and South Australia.
In the land of its origin the denomination remained, always, predominantly a
South -West England movement. In 1899, for example, over half its members were
in Devon and Cornwall. Of these over half were located in two districts, Devonport
(five out of its eight circuits were in Cornwall) and Shebbear.
Beginnings in South Australia
The story of how the Bible Christian denomination started in South Australia
has its familiar parallels in Methodist history. A group of Bible Christian laymen
from Cornwall formed a class meeting (a kind of fellowship group) in Burra. The
Wesleyans and Primitive Methodists already had work in the town but, in the
words of James Blatchford, a Bible Christian local preacher. 'I felt I wanted to be
with my own people'. Others who had been Bible Christians in England had the
same desire. The result was the formation in 1849 of a society of forty -seven
members, regular preaching services and prayer meetings, the raising of 150 and the

building of a chapel. A request was made to England for ministerial help and in
1850 the Conference sent out two ministers, James Way, a Past President with
twenty -four years in the ministry, and James Rowe, a young man who had begun
his ministry a year earlier. Rowe worked in the Burra circuit and later moved to
Victoria. Way remained in the city and gathered a congregation and built churches
at Bowden and in Young Street, a couple of hundred yards west of the G.P.O.7
In the next ten years the church in England sent twelve ministers to South
Australia. Between 1850 and 1860 eight circuits were formed, forty -nine chapels
were opened and membership grew from fifty to 1,200. The number of adherents
was much larger, 6,000 by the early 1860s and rising to 15,762 in 1891.
The Bible Christians were always strong as were the Wesleyans and to a lesser
in the mining towns with a large Cornish
extent the Primitive Methodists
population. The Cornish migrants transplanted the customs, speech and ways of
working that they had known in Cornwall. In this export of culture Methodism
was, of course, included chapels; preachers, stewards and class leaders; tea treats
for Sunday School children and revivalist sermons. At one time three quarters of

The Rev. James Way, first leader of the Bible Christian Mission in South Australia, 1850.
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the churches in the Moonta area were Methodist. When union came in 1900 there
were sixteen in a combined circuit; six being Wesleyan, five Primitive Methodist
and five Bible Christian.
Long before the mines at Moonta closed in 1923 many of the Cornish miner Methodists had moved on to diggings elsewhere, to the Far North, to Broken Hill
and to Western Australia.

Growth in Rural Districts
The original Bible Christian congregation in Burra was composed of Cornish
families but the church soon attracted people in the new farming settlements as
well as in the mining towns of Kapunda and Burra. The evangelistic impulse of
Bible Christian Methodism is well - illustrated in the ministry of Samuel Keen
among the farmers on the plains some twenty miles north of Adelaide.
Samuel Keen was born at South Molton in Devon in 1818. After a few months
training at the school at Shebbear he began his ministry in 1848. In 1852 he was
appointed to South Australia. At a farewell service in Lake Chapel, Shebbear, he
bade good -bye to England.8
Farewell, land of my fathers! Farewell, land of my second, my spiritual birth! Farewell,
friends with whom I have taken sweet counsel, and enjoyed much of God's presence and
smile! Farewell, all whom I have loved and do love on earth! Few of you, and perhaps
none, shall I see more on earth; if you are faithful, I will meet you in heaven.

How many he met in heaven the Lord alone knows. Certainly on earth he saw
again none of those in the chapel that night. He sailed a few days later, arrived in
Adelaide on 27 February 1853 and never returned to England. He served nineteen
years in South Australian circuits and died in 1872 at the age of 54. Keen was a 'This
one thing I do' man. His letters to the Committee in England reveal a man of almost
frenetic energy, riding his horse from farm to farm, preaching under gum trees or in
the rude homes of the early settlers, aiming always for a verdict, taking with
absolute seriousness the charge of Wesley: 'you have nothing to do but to save
souls.' In seven years on the Gawler Plains he formed fifteen congregations and
built over a dozen churches. Keen was by later standards a poorly educated minister
but he did know his Bible. The ancient history of the people of God was his
inspiration and it is not surprising that he gave his churches Biblical naines as
we see in his report for 1857.9
At Ebenezer the Lord's arm has been made bare in the salvation of souls. Salem has had
showers of blessing. Truly God is in the midst of her. About fourteen persons have
obtained a sense of pardoning love. Zoar has been a place of refuge to twenty who
escaped thither for their life. At Bethesda the angel has troubled the waters, and diseased
souls have been strongly urged to plunge therein and be made whole. Elim was opened

soon after our last District Meeting. This Chapel was built before we commenced
preaching in the immediate neighbourhood. On the day it was opened eight members
were transferred from Zoar, and formed into a Church. Since then four have removed, yet
we have now a Society of 59 members rejoicing in God their Saviour. Enon has had
constant visits from on high. Most of last year's converts are glorifying God, and this
year many have been added to their number. At Emmanuel God has been with us to
comfort the troubled, guide the perplexed, heal the broken hearted, and save the lost. On
Zion the glory of God has rested, the tears of the penitent have been wiped away, and the
joy of the forgiven has been great. Hephzibah has retained the favour of the Most High.
In this place fifteen have found mercy and grace to help in time of need. Providence is

unhappily stationary, and Bethel is still cold.

The Rev. Samuel Keen (1818 -71) came out in 1852 and spent his first seven years on the Gawler
Plains.
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GAWLER CIRCUIT. 1871.
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A.

Sunday School Anniversary.

NOTICE.

The Quarterly Meeting to be held at Lyndoch, on Monday, July 3rd. Preachers to meet at 11 a.m.,
and the Stewards, &c., at 2.30 o'clock p.m.

All Bible Christians kept the quarterly plan showing preachers and services. Most of the
churches in the Gawler Circuit were founded by Samuel Keen.

After 1870 the main Bible Christian advance was into new towns in the northern
agricultural settlements. In some such as Wirrabara, Willowie and Wilmington it
was the church with most support in the community. The missionary imagination
of the Bible Christians was stimulated towards the end of the church's separate life
by the formation of the Bush Mission. This was launched in 1895 and its object was
to visit station people in the north and north -east of the state. Eventually three
patrols were established, serving areas east and north (in New South Wales) of
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Broken Hill. Young ministers travelled each year thousands of miles by bicycle.
True to the Biblical bent of the Bible Christians the Mission's cycles were named
the 'Way', the `Truth' and the 'Life'.
Of the 15,000 Bible Christian adherents in 1891 it is difficult to say how many
were of Cornish origin or descent. A rough estimate is about 30 per cent. An
analysis of 149 obituaries in the Bible Christian Magazine for the years 1867 to 1887

shows that 58 had been brought up in the church either in England or South
Australia, 41 had come from another Methodist Church, 16 had been Anglicans or
members of some other church and of 34 no information was given.

Features of Bible Christian Life
(1)

In general, especially in the suburbs, the Bible Christian Church was

composed of the poor.
In the suburbs of Adelaide surviving Bible Christian buildings clearly indicate
that the Church never had the resources of the Wesleyans.10 Churches of the two
denominations were of ten built only three or four hundred yards apart, the smaller
and less pretentious one being invariably that of the Bible Christians. The churches
were small and plain. They were even more so in country centres as any motorist on
his way to Yorke Peninsula may observe if he pauses to look at the churches at
Inkerman (several miles south of Port Wakefield) and Kulpara.
There was in fact not much difference in the farming towns between the churches
of the various denominations. While it is true that the Bible Christians were the
only Methodist people in some areas, in others they competed for members with the
Wesleyans and, occasionally, with the Primitive Methodists. This factor facilitated
comity arrangements and a movement towards union. Few towns were big enough
to justify two or more Methodist causes. Each form of Methodism sought adherents
from the same type of settler. In one town it might be Wesleyanism; in another a few
miles away it might be Bible Christian Methodism. In the beginning, at least, there

was a great deal of equality among farmers in the new areas and class
differentiation among the rival Methodisms was not a factor - as it was in a

mining town like Moonta where the mine 'captains' or foremen and the
shopkeepers tended to be Wesleyan.
(2) The Bible'-Christian Church unlike the Wesleyan had the support of few
public figures of wealth and influence.

They were certainly proud of the two they did have: Sir Samuel Way and Dr Allan
Campbell.
Way (the son of James) had been educated at Shebbear (the College still has a
'Way House') and came to South Australia as a young man. He was admitted to the
Bar in 1861 and became a Queen's Counsel in 1871. He was elected to the House of
Assembly in 1875 and was appointed Attorney General. A year later he became
Chief Justice, a position he retained until his death forty years later in 1916. Way

became a man of wide cultural interests, being Vice - Chancellor and later
Chancellor of the University and active in the work of the Public Library, Art
Gallery, the Children's Hospital and other public institutions. He also became
wealthy, eventually leaving an estate valued at £55,000.11 Yet he remained a loyal

Bible Christian; but not exclusively so - he left money, for example, to both the
Anglican and Catholic Bishops to be used for church work. Way was a bright and
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The religious piety of the Bible Christians was strongly but not solely Biblical.
In this respect they did not differ from evangelical Protestants generally in the
nineteenth century. Much stress was placed on the reading and study of the Bible.
(3 )

At the same time their ministers at least were expected to read widely. Memoirs such
as that of the Rev. Enoch Gratton (who migrated to South Australia in 1883) list

Whately's Logic, Paley's Evidences,
books and writers now long forgotten
Butler's Analogy, Ruskin, Carlyle and other mentors of the Victorians.
The larger Bible Christian churches in both the city and country had a Mutual

111

Improvement Society (later called a Literary and Debating Society) to which men
and women come to hear addresses and to take part in debates. It was the setting in
which many learned about the wider world, to discuss abstract ideas and to stand on
their feet and argue a case before their peers.
It is clear from all the Methodist papers of the nineteenth century that the three
denominations prayed for, hoped for and expected a series of revivals. The religious
revival as a result of a special campaign or mission was the expected method of
church growth. It was a sort of booster injection without which a church was in
danger of losing its health. Revivalism was a perennial feature of Methodism in the
county of Cornwall and provided in part the setting for the early growth of the
Bible Christians. 'Revivals' was a regular feature in the pages of the magazines of
the church.
I think it has to be said that few revivals, not even the celebrated 1875 one at

e

go17Zalt,

jil.

.12//7

Moonta, resulted in the large permanent increases in church membership for
A, 612.3 d'

The Bible Christians's most famous and most generous son, Chief Justice Samuel Way, with the
leaders of the church during his visit to Shebbear, Devon, in 1891. Way is second from right in front
row. The signature befits his status!

shining light in the firmament of the Bible Christians and after 1900 of united
Methodism. He served on a host of committees, addressed societies, opened fetes,
and laid foundation stones just before his death he said he had over twenty -five
engraved trowels received at stone laying ceremonies!12
Allan Campbell was Way's brother -in -law and this connection may explain why
he left the Presbyterian church and became a Bible Christian. Campbell was an

M.P. for twenty years chiefly interested in Public Health measures. He was a

member of the board of the Art Gallery and of the Council of Education. His chief
public work was as a founder of the Children's Hospital and his name still appears
on one of the old buildings facing King William Road. On his death in 1898 the
Advertiser in a leading article said:
As a public man he identified himself with the advocacy and promotion of those
agencies, both religious and educational, the aim and function of which are to make
men better, truer to themselves, more self reliant, and rich in the noblest treasures of life.

His ideal of charity was that it should be exercised in the relief of Unavoidable
misfortune, but he was anxious to cultivate independence of character and to encourage
all conditions favouring it. It was in a spirit of that kind that in the earlier days of our
present education system he willingly assumed an important share in its administration.
He recognised the refining and purifying influences of art, and did his best to bring them
nearer to the masses. Above all, he was profoundly religious, though his creed was in no
sense narrow.'s

which most leaders hoped. Undoubtedly, many people had a significant religious
experience as a result of revivals but in many places things were much the same a
year or so later. By the end of the century church leaders, while not disowning the

value of the special campaign, were saying more and more emphatically that
church growth depended on the steady, persistent work of ministers and their lay
colleagues.
(4) The Bible Christians encouraged leadership by laymen.
The church in England had been started by a layman. There were seven lay
preachers in the first congregation at Burra. In the early history of Methodism
throughout the State the foundation of a church was often, humanly speaking, a
small group of laymen and their families. Busy though they were with establishing
themselves in a new land they found the time, money and energy to see that a
church was formed in their midst. A minister was not necessary for a church to
exist. Nor did the ministry constitute a distinct class with privileges denied to
laymen.

One aspect of the contribution of laymen to Methodist churches is that it
prepared them for leadership in the community also. In the Mount Barker- NairneWoodside area in the 1880s, for example, there were over sixty men who regularly
led worship. They underwent, unconsciously, a training course in leadership; as
trustees and stewards handling money that was not their own, as class leaders
concerned with the welfare of a small group of people and as lay preachers. It is not

surprising that so many served on the District Council for their area. As the
obituary record of Francis Symonds, lay- founder of the Bible Christian Church at
Chain of Ponds, said in 1885: 'He took a prominent part in all matters of public
interest, was a Justice of the Peace, Chairman of the District Council and was well
in the front of every movement, social and religious.'14
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One of the most unusual features of Bible Christian polity is the recognition that
it gave to women preachers. As early as 1819 the English Conference asked itself the
question: 'What are our thoughts on female preaching ?' To this it gave the answer:
'We believe God can enable a woman as well as a man to speak to edification, and
exhortation and comfort.' O'Bryan's own daughter, Mary, the 'Maiden Preacher' of

Wesleyans each had a church in the town. Wirrabara Forest, a few miles to the west,

later biography, went at the incredibly young age of seventeen to the mission in
Kent and then to Jersey. Late in the century there were a number in South Australia
who became well known as mission or revival preachers. In 1892, for example, two
women, Misses McLennan and Angel, conducted a mission among the farmers of
Kulpara and according to the minister's account 'many came from miles to hear the
sweet counsels and followed them from place to place to the saving of their souls.'
Serena Thorne, grand- daughter of William O'Bryan, came to South Australia in
1870 at the age of twenty- eight, preached to packed audiences in the Adelaide Town

assumed that he sometimes gave the same sermon and used the same hymns

Hall and itinerated for some years among the circuits in the State.
(5) And, finally, it was important for a Bible Christian, when the time came, in
the phrase of John Wesley, to die well.
This of course was true of most forms of Christian piety and it had been stressed
in all Methodist traditions. Methodists sang and were supposed to believe John
Wesley's hymn: 'Rejoice for a brother deceased
Our loss is his infinite gain.'
After the death came 'the service of improvement.' This odd phrase was being
used in Bible Christian obituaries until the 1890s when it began to give way to the
word 'tribute.' 'Improvement' in this sense meant (quoting the Shorter Oxford
Dictionary) 'to enlarge upon for spiritual edification.' Thus in the post - funeral
address as well as in the published obituary the story of the deceased's life and death
was given. Christian biography was a source of edification. The story of the dead

could help the living. Above all the story of 'a good death' could help them when
they too came to die.
Here is one from hundreds of possible examples read by South Australian Bible
Christians. Stephen Gibson, one of the founders of the church on Goodwood Road,
was a ship's captain from the Isles of Scilly. A friend 'improved' his life and death in
an account from which I give two extracts.t5
In God he lived and moved and had his being. In a very real sense Christ was his life. And
when death drew near he feared no evil, he had lived the life of the righteous. The path to
the grave had no entangling net for his feet, his evening sky gave out no signs of tempest
near, no voice suggested heart - affrighting questions about the future; as he said to me,
'All that was settled long ago.' The last time I saw him he said, 'I shall go before mother
now, but she won't be long after me. I am just waiting outside, I shall soon be at home.'

Then, as the end drew ever nearer, his mind turned to his life as a sailor for an image
to describe his final passage.
He said to his grandson, 'Let go the halliards! down sail! we're coming round the pier.'
The next morning, being troubled with a fit of coughing, he died.

The Bible Christians and Union
The 1890s was the decade of Methodist Union. Why it was desirable, especially in

country towns, is illustrated in the church activities of one man in a small rural
area.
In the 1890s Joshua Lomman was one of the most prominent Methodists in the

Wirrabara district, 160 miles north of Adelaide. The Bible Christians and

was a preaching place within the Laura Mission of the Primitive Methodists.
Joshua Lomman, an orchardist, lived at the Forest and was a trustee and lay
preacher of the Bible Christian Church in the Wirrabara township. He was also on
the preaching plan of both the Wesleyans and the Primitive Methodists. It can be
(mainly those of Charles Wesley) at the services he conducted each quarter for the
three Methodist congregations.
The Wirrabara area had been settled in 1876 and by 1890 had a population of
about five hundred. In this small community there were three struggling Methodist

churches. They had separate members' rolls. Each one belonged to a separate
organisation. All three, however, had to call upon each other's lay preachers to keep
their services going.
1

i

The time had clearly come for Methodist Union. The Bible Christians were in
favour of union from the early 1880s when the idea was first mooted. Whether
union was to come depended, however, from first to last on the Wesleyans.
Wesleyan strength had to be accepted. The other Methodist bodies had to come to
terms with this fact. In South Australia the Wesleyan Church was twice as large as
either the Bible Christian or Primitive Methodist churches. It had more money. In
most places it had the best buildings. It had, generally, a better - educated ministry.
In fact one of the points made by opponents of union was that some men, who had
been rejected by the Wesleyans, had been readily received into the ministry of one or
other of the two non - Wesleyan churches. If union were to come such men would

have to be accepted as equals by those who had formerly rejected them. The
Wesleyans, especially in the city, had more substantial and wealthy laymen among
its members.
The Wesleyan Church in the 1890s was a confident church and was still growing.

Prior to the opening of union discussions it had established circuits on Yorke
Peninsula, on the West Coast, in the South East and at Renmark on the Murray. In
these areas it was the only Methodist church. It also shared with fellow - Wesleyans

in other colonies a growing support for Foreign Missions, especially in New
Guinea. The Primitive Methodists had no overseas field and no resources to start
one. The Bible Christians did send a minister, Ernest J. Piper, to China in 1893 to
work under the aegis of the parent missionary society in England. Both the non Wesleyan churches admired the Wesleyan commitment to overseas missions and
recognised that Union would give their members a share in this enterprise.
The Wesleyans had a historical and psychological advantage over the other two
communities. Wesleyanism was the central stream of religious life which for over a
century had flowed from the work of John Wesley. Wesleyanism was the main
trunk of the Methodist tree; the others, in the eyes of some staunch Wesleyans, were

like the parasitical branches of mistletoe to be seen on gum trees throughout the
country. Wesleyan Methodism, however much it may have changed since Wesley's

death in 1791, was the norm; the others were deviations, schisms, breakaway
movements, which had originated in the wilfulness of men who had refused to
accept the discipline of Wesleyanism.
This is essentially an English view of the relationship between the churches. The
Australian experience moderated the attitudes of many Wesleyans but the appeal to
English Methodist history appeared in the utterances of such Wesleyan opponents
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of union as J. Bunting Stephenson and Robert S. Casely, both of whom had been
born and trained in England. For them and for many other Wesleyans, proud of

their church, union negotiations turned on the question of how little of
Wesleyanism they had to surrender in order to accommodate the Bible Christians
and Primitive Methodists. For the latter, with far less bargaining power, it was a
matter of what concessions they could extract from the stronger body. In the end
they received little for the Wesleyans gave little. Methodist Union when it came in
1900. was almost wholly on Wesleyan terms.
Union became possible in 1900 because many of the distinctions had in fact
already been erased. All Methodists shared a common religious piety. The type of
service in a Wesleyan church on a Sunday morning was much the same as that in a
Primitive Methodist or Bible Christian church. One feature of this sameness in
worship was the common stock of hymns from which all three churches drew. The
Wesleyan hymnal had 1026 of which 724 were by Charles Wesley. 287 of the 1052

hymns in the Primitive Methodist book were by Wesley; in that of the Bible

Christians 223 out of 1004.
Methodists in the three churches thought alike on moral issues such as gambling

and temperance. Wealthy and prominent Wesleyans such as John Carr and
Frederick Holder were as strongly committed total abstainers as any Bible
Christian. All churches were represented, both by ministers and laymen, in
organisation such as the Total Abstinence Society and the various Temperance
Lodges. They all sponsored the Band of Hope and in many country towns this was
a united Methodist body long before 1900.
They shared an interest in evangelism and in the promotion of revivals. As early
as 1882 the three churches in Burra cooperated in a seven -week revival campaign
conducted by the leading Wesleyan, James Bickford. Ten years later Wesleyans at
Kapunda, Port Augusta and Moonta were attending the missions of the two Bible
Christian women evangelists, the Misses Nesbit and Green.
Methodists shared a common concern for the planting of churches in country
towns and for the provision of a ministry to miners and settlers in remote areas. In
the absence of any co- ordinating body it was inevitable, priór to union, that in some

districts overlapping of work and competition should occur. But in their best
moments most Methodists knew that this was wrong. No church made arrogant
claims to be the true church. No Wesleyan un- churched people belonging to
another Methodist body. All knew that what mattered most was that the Gospel
should be preached. When Samuel Way declared to a united audience in 1893 that

there was ample work to be done by any surplus labour that might result from
union 'in remote sheep stations, along railway lines, and on the fringe and in the
van of settlement, as well as in the slums of their great cities, which a divided
Methodism had not touched, and only a united Methodism could undertake,' he
was greeted with 'Hear Hear' from his audience. And the words would have come
from all the Methodisms represented in the audience.
The common life of all the Methodisms was seen in the way in which members of
one church, moving to a new area, easily became members of another church. For
many of the Primitive Methodists of Mount Barker who took up land in northern
areas in the 1870s there was no church of their own denomination to which they
could go. At Wilmington they had to choose between the Wesleyans and the Bible
Christians; at Booleroo Centre a settler who still wanted to be a Methodist had to be
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a Bible Christian. A Bible Christian miner from Moonta had to be a Wesleyan at
Blinman; a settler at Dawson had to join the Primitive Methodists.
The leading Wesleyan advocate of Union was Henry Thomas Burgess. Burgess
was born in Cheshire in 1839 and came to South Australia with his parents as a lad
of nine. The rest of his boyhood was spent at Burra. He worked for five years as a
shop assistant, first in Burra and then at Mount Barker. In 1859 at the age of twenty
he became a minister at Yankalilla. By the time he was thirty -five he was regarded as

one of the ablest Wesleyan preachers in the colony and in the years that followed

was stationed in such important circuits as Kapunda, Kent Town, Unley,
Kooringa, North Adelaide and Norwood. He was elected President of Conference
in 1880 and again ten years later. In 1897 he became President - General of the
Australasian Wesleyan General (Federal) Conference, serving from 1897 -1901. In

that capacity he represented his church at the inaugural celebrations of the
Commonwealth of Australia.

Outside of the church Burgess was a leader writer for the daily paper, the
Register. He also wrote a number of prize- winning essays for religious journals in
the United States and was duly rewarded not only with much - needed money (he
had sixteen children) but with an honorary LL.D. from Wesleyan University in
Connecticut in 1908. In retirement from 1902 he served as secretary of the Adelaide
Children's Hospital for twelve years and edited the Cyclopedia of South Australia,
a massive miscellany of information on people and places in the State.
Burgess took part in every debate on union from 1881 onwards and wrote dozens
of articles and letters on the subject for the Christian Weekly. His advocacy of a

united Methodism was expressed in restrained and reasonable terms, often
blending pragmatism and idealism.
The two chief supporters of Union on the Bible Christian side were Samuel Way
and William F. James. Way remained a member of his father's church, a fact which
evoked the respect of Wesleyans and others. At the time of union he was circuit
steward, presumably counting the collection each Sunday, at Franklin Street.

Throughout the 1890s, however, he appeared on many platforms in South
Australia and interstate as an unqualified advocate of union. He laid foundation
stones and opened fetes for all three churches and, when he was Acting Governor,
entertained the members of the three conferences at a garden party at Government
House. Way obviously cherished his Bible Christian heritage but what was more

important to him in Australia was the enlargement, through union, of the
influence of Methodism in all its forms. At a union meeting in the Adelaide Town
Hall, just prior to the 1896 vote, he expatiated on what he saw as the purpose of God
in raising up the Methodist movement. 'God meant their church', he told the sons

and daughters of Wesley present, 'to hold the primacy in English - speaking

Protestantism.' These must have been sweet words to his audience. The
phenomenal growth of Methodism in Britain in the nineteenth century, its
expansion in North America and to the distant Pacific and elsewhere convinced
many Methodists (despite their divisions) that they were the transmitters of the

purest form of evangelical Christianity. Proud of their great past they were
confident that union would lead to a greater future.
The other indefatigable worker for union, sustained by the same hope, was the

Bible Christian minister, William F. James. If Burgess was the ecclesiastical
statesman then James was the tireless secretary, convenor of committees, platform
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speaker at conventions, writer of pamphlets and letters or, as Samuel Way described
him at a testimonial function after the inauguration of union, `the electrical

1902 when, following Methodist Union, the property became the Methodist Ladies'
College (now Annesley College).
8. Bible Christian Magazine (England), 1852, p. 474.
9. Report of Bible Christian Missionary Society (England), 1857, p. 24.
10. Some surviving buildings are Goodwood, Sturt, Queenstown (Port Rd), West Mitcham
and Glanville.
11. Way's house `Montefiore' at North Adelaide is now owned by Aquinas College.
12. There is a little `Way Memorial' Church of which he laid the stone at Uraidla. Way was
not a lay preacher.
13. Quoted in a long obituary article in Bib le Christian Magazine (England), 1899, pp. 17 -21.
14. Bible Christian Magazine (S.A.), 1885, p. 469.
15. Bible Christian Magazine (S.A.), 1883, pp. 328 -332.

engineer' of the movement in South Australia. James was a Cornishman who
began his ministry at Tavistock in Devon in 1868. His most notable period in

England was the six years he spent furthering the Bible Christian cause in Cardiff,
the subject of his first publication. He came to South Australia in 1884 and had a
variety of circuits Burra, Adelaide, Goodwood, Orroroo, Port Germein and Port
Adelaide. He was President of the Bible Christian Conference in 1892. Through his

reports to the daily press James kept the general public informed of the union
negotiations. He was also a correspondent for Methodist papers in England and
America. Believing that Canadian Methodism was a model for Australia he wrote a
booklet on church union in that country which sold over 2,000 copies. When the

debates were over and the first united conference had been held, an appeal to
recognise his services elicited contributions from every State and from former
members of each of the separate churches. James's roots were in the strong Bible
Christian tradition of the west of England. Within a few years, however, of coming
to Australia he committed himself to a larger Methodism.
Methodist Union in 1900 was an example of the Australianisation of an English born religious tradition. Those opposed, such as some leading Wesleyans, thought
in English terms. The reason for their continuing opposition was that they still
thought as English Wesleyans and of the situation that still prevailed in England in
the 1890s. To some Wesleyans steeped in the history of their church the two non -

Wesleyan churches had disreputable origins. Both were deviations from

Wesleyanism. Union did not come in England until 1932 and a generation earlier,
when negotiations were proceeding in Australia, relations in England between the
Wesleyan and other bodies were at best coolly cordial and at worst contentiously
competitive. The Australian setting was different. Conditions here facilitated the
growth of new attitudes. Methodist Union was an Australian achievement.

Footnotes
1. The most accessible account of the origin and growth of Methodism in Britain is Rupert.
E. Davies, Methodism (Harmondsworth, 1963).
2. A description appears in South Australian Primitive Methodist, July 1894.

3. The story of the Bible Christians is given in Thomas Shaw, The Bible Christians

(London, 1965).
4. O'Bryan's real name was 'Briant.' It so appears on the family graves in the churchyard at
Luxulyan. After his movement got going he decided, for some hidden reason, that he
wanted to be regarded as Irish.
5. Mow Cop was a hill near Lancaster where Primitive Methodists gathered for preaching
and revival meetings.
6. Two of South Australia's Justices were old Shebbear boys Sir Samuel Way and Sir
Frederick Richards. Both were sons of ministers.
7. James Way lived until 1884. `Wayville' is named after him. In 1892 the Bible Christians
established in his memory a boys' school, Way College, on Greenhill Road. It lasted until
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meet the particular circumstances of the new enterprise 5 Thus it was to afford landowners a means of guaranteeing the services of labouring emigrants that a Masters

MASTERS AND SERVANTS IN SOUTH
AUSTRALIA, 1837 -1860
A paper presented at the Society's seminar on The Poor and the Law in South
Australia,' 4 October 1980
JOHN CASHEN
The basic tenet of Wakefield's colonization theory was that land should be sold at
a price which was not so high as to discourage investment, but not so low as to
allow workers to become landowners too readily or to prevent concentrated
settlement. The question of what should be done with the money raised from the
sale of land at this 'sufficient price' was of secondary importance. In theory it did
not matter if it was 'thrown into the sea.' However, if rapid development was
required, Wakefield conceded, the money might be best used in creating a fund to
assist workers from England to the colonies where they could convert wasteland
into wealth.'
These two principles were included in the 18M South Australian Act.2 Initially,

land was to be sold at £1 per acre and the money used exclusively to transport 'poor

persons' from Britain to work in the colony. The price of land was to be
subsequently adjusted so as to ensure that the emigrants would not be able to save
sufficient capital to buy land for an indeterminate period: perhaps three years.

From the outset those who purchased South Australian land recognized that
their investment entitled them not just to land, but labour to work the land. As one
early settler insisted
'he does not merely buy clods of earth he buys labour.'3
The land- buyers acknowledged that Wakefield's 'sufficient price' would protect
them from the loss of their right to labour, through their workers quickly becoming
competing landowners, but they were concerned that this protection, by itself, was

inadequate. They feared that a rich employer might unduly monopolize the
services of labourers sent to the colony at the expense of all land- purchasers, or that

the workers might be lured from South Australia by the low cost of land in the
neighbouring colonies. This latter fear increased with the opening up of the southeast of the continent; a development which decreased alarmingly the isolation of
the proposed colony.'
It was with these concerns to the fore that a committee of intending settlers was
formed in London in September 1835 to determine 'The Regulations which should
apply to Capitalists and Labourers in the Colony.' This committee recommended
that land - buyers be permitted to bind emigrants to work agreements before they left
Britain, and that these agreements should be enforceable through the introduction
of a Masters and Servants Act in the colony. The committee further recommended
that the intended Act be based on the existing English legislation, but adapted to

and Servants Act was first proposed for South Australia.
The decision to base a South Australian Masters and Servants Act on the body of
English law was to have the effect of drawing the new colony into a rich history of
labour legislation stretching back to the 'Black Death' in the 14th century. The
legislation of the 14th, 15th, and 16th centuries had provided the state with the
means of controlling the relationship between masters and servants completely. It
stipulated the wages paid in the various work occupations, the hours of work, the
prices of commodities and even tied servants to a particular locality. If disputes
between masters and servants did arise, then the office of justice of the peace had
powers of determination. The objective of this legislation was initially to preserve a
static feudal society from the threat of labour shortage, and later, in the 16th
century, to ensure the prosperity of the Mercantilist state by the careful regulation
of all aspects of the relationship between masters and servants. The growth of a
capitalist economy from the 17th century, with its demands of economic freedom,
was responsible for the slow, piecemeal surrending by the state of its control of the
master servant relationship. By the beginning of the 19th century the state no
longer controlled wages, prices, hours of work or the type of work performed.
Instead, the mechanism of the market place assumed this control. Servants (i.e.
employees) were free to bargain for their services with their employers. However,
the power of justices of the peace to hear and determine disputes arising between
masters and servants had been retained over the centuries.6
Thus the 1823 Masters and Servants Act, the most recent Act of this type before
the founding of South Australia, simply provided for the determination, before
justices, of disputes arising after an employer and employee had freely entered into
a contract of work and payment. The unique feature of the legislation was that it
treated masters and servants unequally. A servant who broke his work contract was
brought before the court on a criminal charge and was subject to a criminal penalty
(imprisonment), while a master who broke an agreement appeared before the court
for a civil offence and was subject to a civil penalty (damages).? This inequality of

penality was, like the retention of the terminology of master and servant, a
hangover from the distant feudal society in which the status of a master demanded
and guaranteed preferential treatment before the law.

Within a fortnight of the ceremonial proclamation of South Australia, in
December 1836, the first Masters and Servants Act was passed.8 It was only the third

Act passed in the colony and its early enactment underlines the perceived
importance of the legislation. The historical record does not reveal the framer of the
Act, though it seems probable that it owed its final form to Governor Hindmarsh

and his private secretary, George Stephenson. Certainly the Act conformed to
Hindmarsh's concept of legal design; he had said that he wanted 'no damn Acts of
Parliament, nobody can understand.'9 In very uncomplicated prose the Act gave a
single j ustice of the peace the power to settle disputes between masters and servants.

John Cashen is a Tutor in History at Flinders University.

A worker, either male or female, who broke a written or verbal work agreement
through desertion, disobedience or neglect of duty could be sentenced to six
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months' imprisonment, fined and have due -wages cancelled. An employer, who
refused to pay the wages of his employees, or who `ill- treated' them, could be
ordered to pay the wages and fined up to £50. The Act also provided that an
employer who engaged a worker, knowing that he or she had already agreed to
work for someone else, was liable to a fine of between£5 and£50. Hence the Masters
and Servants Act was designed to serve two principal functions in colonial society.
Firstly, it allowed both employers and employees to settle disputes in a legitimate
and relatively quick manner. Secondly, it assured employers of the services of their
contracted workers by providing penalties, not only against the deserting worker,

but also against the competing employer. In fulfilling the latter purpose the Act
neatly dissipated the fears expressed by the land - purchasers at the 1835 meeting.
These settlers, of ter engaging their workers in England at a set wage for one or more
years, could be confident that on arrival in the colony their labour would not desert

them for greener pastures.
Ironically, this first Master and Servants Act passed in the `Paradise of Dissent'
was found in England to be so illiberal as to be repugnant to English law. The
`Queen in Council' considered the Act to be too harsh in its penalties, too sweeping
in its scope, and at fault for both investing so much power in the hands of a single
justice and for allowing no appeal.10 The Secretary of State for the Colonies, Lord
Glenelg, was of the view that the Act was better suited to a penal colony than one
which boasted free institutions and a free society." The despatch informing the
South Australian authorities of the disallowance of the Act was not received until
December 1838; by which time the Act had already enjoyed a two year life in the
colony. For the next two years
1839 and 1840
there was no Masters and
Servants Actin the colony the only time in the 19th century and indeed until 1972
that this was the case.12
At the height of the financial crisis in 1841, a Bench of Magistrates recommended
the reintroduction of another Masters and Servants Act to meet the needs of the new

agricultural settlers.13 The subsequent Act took account of the critisms of its
predecessor: criminal penalties were reduced from six to three months
imprisonment, civil damages from £50 to £30, two justices of the peace were
required to determine cases, and an appeal against a judgement was allowed to a
Bench of Magistrates."
The 1841 Act served the colony for six years before it was discovered to be
inoperable for not specifying in its clauses who could give evidence in a case.15 This

technical inadequacy provided an opportunity to revamp the Act so that it would
better suit the needs of a colony, which since 1841 had won a great measure of
prosperity through its pastoral, agricultural and mining industries. Capt. C. H.

Bagot, a prominent land and mine owner and non - official member of the
Legislative Council, introduced a draft for an amended Act in March 1847. The
draft retained the core of the earlier Act, rectified the technical inadequacy and then
added some far reaching innovations. Bagot proposed the introduction of a scheme
of work certificates which would be enforceable through the Act. Under this

scheme an employer had to sign a certificate testifying That a worker had
satisfactorily completed his or her term of employment. Without this testimony a

worker could not be engaged by another employer. Bagot's amendment also
proposed that work agreements signed anywhere outside the colony be enforceable
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inside the colony.16 Previously, only contracts signed in Britain had been
recognized in the colony and the amendment would have cleared the way for the
introduction of indentured workers, from Continental Europe, India and China, as
a source of cheap labour.
The publication of the proposed amendments sparked a vigorous working -class
protest. Meetings of workingmen were held in the Union Chapel at Hindmarsh,
the Hamburgh hotel in Adelaide and the Miners Arms hotel at Glen Qsmond. At
these meetings Bagot's innovations were condemned as being an 'insult to sober,
honest and industrious workingmen,' 'class legislation' and for giving employers a

'preponderating power.' German workers, perhaps mindful of their own
experience, were especially critical of the proposed recognition of all contracts
entered into outside South Australia, and all workers shared a concern that `coolie
labour' would seriously depress the local labour market, thereby threatening their
jobs and wages.17 The workingmen's opposition to Bagot's proposed amendments
won the support of Governor Robe inside the Legislative Council. Robe accused
those members who supported the introduction of work certificates of seeking to
infringe the liberties of the colony's working classes, and urged that the scheme be

dropped. He also regarded the recognition of all external contracts as both
mischievous and unfair because `foreign workers' could have little or no knowledge

of the prevailing rate of wages, or cost of living, when they entered such
agreements. Therefore he urged that external contracts be enforceable for only one

year; a sufficiently short period to dissuade employers from importing cheap,
indentured labour. Over the four month period the Bill was before the Council, the
non - official members, one by one, grudgingly surrendered to Robe's steadfast
opinion on the controversial clauses.'$
When the 1847 Masters and Servants Act was finally passed it contained only
three significant changes from the earlier 1841 Act.19 Firstly, as agreed, all external
contracts of work were limited to one year. Secondly, provision had been made for

the appointment of 'Special Justices' with the power to determine cases by
themselves. Thirdly, the legislation, unlike the earlier law, was not extended to
cover women. The Special Justices were introduced at the request of employers in
remote areas who complained of the difficulty of finding two justices to settle
disputes.20 The exclusion of women stemmed from the public outrage occasioned
when in late 1846 a 'young, respectable looking girl' was jailed amongst common
criminals for refusing to enter her agreed service after learning that her male
employer had a 'bad reputation.'21 Apart from these changes the 1847 Act broke
little new ground. Certainly in regard to offences, penalties and right of appeal the
spirit of the earlier legislation was retained.
In 1849 the Act was again amended. The Patent Copper Company, which was
establishing a smelting works at Burra, protested to the Government that the
limitation of one year on contracts signed outside South Australia seriously
jeopardized its business venture in the colony. To make its investment viable it
needed seven year contracts with its specialist workers recruited in Britain and it
threatened to withdraw its capital unless this was permitted 22 The Act was
immediately amended to provide that only con tracts signed outside Britain and the
Australian colonies be limited to one year's enforcement. This change still had the
effect of preventing the ready importation of Continental, Indian and Chinese
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labour. At the same time the Act was amended to make women once again subject to

its clauses. A separate wing had been set aside at the Adelaide jail so that women
imprisoned under the Act could now be housed without being contaminated by the
more degenerate of their sex 25
The labour shortage caused by the gold rushes prompted one final amendment to
the Act in 1852. A deputation of employers pressed the Government to expunge the
last restriction on external work - contracts 24 This move was opposed by some
members of the Legislative Council. Mr Hare, for example, said:
His object was to prevent the introduction of Hindoo, Chinese, and whole tribes of
useless Asiatics. He would give every facility to capitalists to introduce labour from
home for their own benefit, but he was not willing to facilitate the introduction of bloodthirsty Malays and other natives of the East, who were entirely unsuited to the colony.25

Despite such objections a majority of the Council, including Lieut.- Governor
Young, supported the amendment. Accordingly, in 1852, Bagot's 1847 proposal

finally became law.26
The 1847, 1849 and 1852 amendments were consolidated in a new Act in 1863.27
The legislation then remained unchanged until the late 1870's when it was altered

to complement the new trade union legislation.28

It is only by examining the cases arising under the Masters and Servants

legislation that a more complete understanding of the Act and, more importantly,
the interaction between the law and society can be achieved. Unfortunately, court
records citing such cases are either missing or lacking in sufficient detail to provide
much insight into the operation of the Masters and Servants Acts in the first two
decades of the colony's history. However, the press of the day did publish its own
account of court proceedings albeit in an inconsistent fashion and only when
Summaries of Newspaper Reports of Actions
Brought Under the Masters and Servants Act
Between 1841 and 1860.
(1) Brought by Masters: Total 195
Result

Type of
Action

Jail

Fine

Loss
of
Wages

Breach of
Agreement

7

3

5

11

Absenting

45*

17

22

52

8

9

9

Misconduct

8 also lost due wages
** 2 also lost due wages.
*

7 **

Dismissed
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(2) Brought by Servants: Total 459.
Result
Full
Wage

Type of
Action

Partial
Wage

Agreement

Recovered Recovered Damages Cancelled Dismissed
Wage Dispute
Ill- Treatment

133

174

131
12

5

4

other local or overseas news was wanting. Altogether the press recorded some 650
actions under the legislation during the 1840s and 1850s and these have been taken
as a sample of cases. This number represents perhaps a quarter of the actions taken
in this period. From 1857, when official statistics were first kept of the use of the
Masters and Servants Act, until 1900 almost 12000 informations were laid 'under the
legislation (a number exceeded only by the offence of drunkeness) and there is no
reason to believe that the same frequency of use did not apply in the earlier period 29

Actions under the Masters and Servants legislation were determined in a
summary fashion, i.e. without juries and without the formal trappings of higher
courts. Under the 1837 Act a single justice could constitute a court, from 1841 two
justices were required, and from 1847 two justices or a single Special Magistrate. In
the early days of the colony cases were heard in justices' homes; Robert Gouger, for
example, sat in judgement on two cases in his tent at Glenelg in January 1837.3° As

the population of the colony grew, more formal courts, like the Resident

Magistrates Court and the Police Commissioners Court, were established and, after
1849, Local Courts were set up in the major population centres 31 As the formal
court - structure was extended fewer cases were heard in private homes, but in remote
areas the practice continued into the 1860s under the authority of the special
magistrates.
Most justices of the peace were employers. Indeed, the status of `J.P.' was granted
to the most notable men in a district and they were usually prominent employers.
For example, Messrs Davison, McFarlane, Rankine and Davenport, who were all
prominent land- owners in the area, made up the Bench of the Mt Barker Local
Court32 Until 1847 justices were not prevented from sitting in judgement on their
own servants. The 1847 Act removed this patently unfair situation by forbidding
justices from hearing cases in which they had a vested interest yet some avenues
for partiality remained. Occasionally, a justice of the peace would leave the Bench
to assume the role of defendent or complainant in an action under the Masters and
Servants Act, only to return to the Bench immediately after his
colleagues' judgement.33 In such circumstances the worker involved might be fairly
excused for thinking that he or she did not receive an unbiased hearing. Even when
such blatant interchange of roles by employers and justices did not occur, it was

only natural, given that most justices were employers themselves, that their

r
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sympathies lay with the employer in the case. In fact justices seemed imbued with a
social philosophy which championed the testimony of an employer. In all cases
examined there was not one in which the unsupported evidence of a servant was
preferred over the evidence of a master. Nor can there be an explanation, other than
perceived bias, for the frequent attempts by workers to have their case determined
well away from their place of employment 34 In 1847 a memorial of the working
class stated that the South Australian justices 'for the most part possessed none of

the qualification of rank, property and freedom from personal bias which
undoubtedly characterized the English Magistry.'35 Another memorial later
described the justices as 'wine - bibbing, heartless, not to say unjust men.'36 Even the

more objective Register, after following the fortunes of a worker charged for
refusing to work on a Sunday, commented on the 'class justice' evident in cases
under the Masters and Servants Act."
Under the legislation working people could summon their employers for either
ill- treatment or unpaid wages. The sample indicates that comparatively few

actions only five per cent were brought for ill- treatment. However, these paint
a grim picture of some employment relations. For example, William Cooper, an

agricultural servant, summonsed his employer for a beating he received with a
stock whip. The employer's defence was that Cooper had refused to work until
sundown. Although Cooper was awarded £1 damages for the cuts he suffered to his
face and head, the justices found that he had given great provocation and ordered
him to pay the court costs 38 John White, a farm servant of C. J. Cook,was awarded
£2 damages for a whipping he received for tethering his master's horse where it had
no feed.39 It was among the actions brought by apprentices that the worst cases of
ill- treatment are found. For example, a Mr Gordon sought damages on behalf of his
son against William Martin, a shoemaker, for ill- treatment. During the hearing, Dr

Cotter, the Colonial Surgeon, testified that he had treated young Gordon for
contusions over the eyes and bruising at the base of the spine. As a result of these
injuries the boy could not stand upright, felt giddy and in Cotter's words 'appeared

to have been made stupid.' The shoemaker claimed his right to discipline his
apprentice. No damages were awarded, but the Court did cancel the boy's

indenture.4o

The great majority of actions initiated by servants 68 per cent in the sample
were for unpaid or partially withheld wages. Employers' reasons for not paying
wages ranged from alleged inability through to refusal as punishment for some
attested behaviour of the servant. Some examples: A Mr Gower, who described
himself as an 'Adelaide Gentleman,' admitted the wages due to his shearer and
shepherd, but claimed he could not pay. The justices on examination found that
there was plenty of money in his pocket book 41 Mr D. Robertson, after selling his
farm, moved into a hotel where he preferred to drink away his money rather than
pay the admitted wages due to his ex- servants.42 James Green was refused his due
wage because he had the bad manners to ask for it, on the second occasion, in a
public road43 Mr Bassingthwaite explained to the court that he had not paid Miss
Davis, a barmaid, her wages because he was sure, although he could offer no proof,
that she had been pocketing money from the bar sales at the Gawler races.94 More
often, however, employers were summoned not because they refused point -blank to
pay, but because they disputed the amount claimed by a servant, or challenged the
satisfactory performance of a servant's work.
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A common cause of disputation was the level of set -offs claimed by an employer
against an employee's wage. Food, clothes, tobacco, fuel, alcohol, medical bills and
rent were frequently purchased from, or paid for, by an employer during a worker's
term of service. Consequently, on pay day there was often debate over the level of
deductions made from an agreed wage; this was especially so for food items, as with
these the employer could set his own prices. A worker unhappy with receiving only
a fraction of an expected wage would then seek justice under the legislation, but
such actions, which in the main hinged on the word of the employee as against that
of the employer, were rarely successful.
Another source of disputation stemmed from a wage claim being contested by an
employer on the grounds of unsatisfactory service. In the early years of the colony

such disputation took the form of a cross information; i.e. an employer
summonsed for unpaid wages would in return bring a criminal charge against his
servant for disobedience, poor performance or desertion. For example, a farm

servant of Mr Sutherland was charged with desertion of service after he had
initiated an action to recover his wages. In court Sutherland testified that at
sometime in the past year his servant had refused to leave his bed on a Sunday night
to feed cattle. For this past misconduct the court allowed Sutherland to deduct two
weeks wages from the amount owed 45 Sometimes the laying ofa cross - information
resulted entirely from an employer's resentment at being summonsed for wages. Mr
T. N. Mitchell, for instance, charged his servant with desertion when the servant
went to town to obtain a summons for withheld wages.46 In time, this type of cross -

information became unnecessary because justices allowed such charges to be
introduced unofficially in wage disputes. Some examples: C. J. Hewett answered a

wage claim by two shepherds by claiming in court that they had deserted his
employ. Although they both swore that they had given proper notice of their

intention to leave, neither received his wages.97 To support their claim for wages as
general servants, Maria Fitzpatrick and her sister testified that their employer, Mr
G. Ludwig, had called them a 'pair of Irish whores' and threatened them with an
axe; as a result of this they left his service immediately. The court decided that
Ludwig could deduct two weeks wages for inadequate notice.98 An agricultural
servant named Jenkins forfeited his entire wage because he had refused to work the
fourteen hour day demanded by his employer.49 A Mrs Counsell had the cost of one
cup, one saucer and two plates deducted from her wage because she was found to
have negligently broken them in the course of her six months' service as a kitchen
maid.50 Thomas Clegg lost two - thirds of his wage claim because his employer
alleged that an attack of rheumatism had prevented Clegg from satisfactorily doing
his work.51 Finally, a Dr Bull successfully contested his domestic servant's wage
claim by detailing before the court instances of impertinence and misbehaviour.
The woman, Agnes Dunn, had apparently insisted on wearing starched petti- coats,
veils and dresses with flounces.52
Besides using the legislation to contest wage claims, employers sometimes
initiated separate actions against workers for breach of agreement, desertion or
misconduct. Employers 'up country' were especially vulnerable to financial loss if
their shepherds, hutkeepers, stockmen or shearers deserted their services when
replacement labour was not at hand. Similarly, agriculturalists could lose their
crops if their contracted harvesters simply moved over to a rival employer for a
higher wage. Under such circumstances employers urged severe penalties on the
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absconders as some recompense for lost income53 Another frequent reason for an
employer charging a servant was for the breach of an agreement signed outside the

colony. Often these agreements gave employers the right to services at a wage
considerably below the going rate in South Australia. Understandably, workers in
these circumstances felt cheated and tried to break their agreements. If caught they
were brought before the court where they were jailed or fined and then ordered to
complete their original agreements.54
The motive of employers for bringing a charge against employees was not always

just to punish a particular worker. Often an employer admitted in court that his
purpose was to teach a lesson, to set an example, or to underscore a general
principle of authority for the benefit of others in his employ. For example, the
manager of the South Australian Company stated before the court that his object in
charging an employee with the breach of an agreement signed in England was to

show all the Company's workers that, if necessary, the Act could and would be
used 55 Edwin Bentley, a servant of Mr G. A. Anstey, was charged because, in
Anstey's words, it was necessary to show all insubordinate men that the law
protected masters as well as servants.'55 A lad named John Worn was charged
because his employer wanted to teach the young man and his peers to show due
respect.57 Lastly, William Jenkins was charged by an official of the Patent Copper
Company because the company wanted `to convince him and others that they were
bound by their agreements.'58 When the object was not just to punish, the employer
might insist on a show -case imprisonment, or ask that the court show leniency of ter
giving the servant a severe warning, or urge that a heavy fine be imposed which the

employer sometimes volunteered to match with a donation to charity.
Underlying an employer's use of the Act to teach a lesson was the ability of an
employer to threaten a worker with a criminal charge without in fact proceeding at
law. One can only guess at the number of times a worker was told if you don't
behave, show more respect or improve your work, you will be charged under the
Masters and Servants Act.' It requires less guesswork to recognize the force of such a

threat to a worker once he or she had sufficient examples before them of fellow
workers charged and convicted under the Act. In short, the legislation allowed
employers to exercise an authority over workers without actually needing to press
criminal charges. It was undoubtedly this latent power that the pastoralist John
Hallett had in mind when, in 1843, he said: 'Since the passage of the Masters and
Servants Act my servants have been in control, which they were not before.'59
Perhaps too it was the recognition of the power masters enjoyed through the Act
which caused workers, according to an observer in the 1840s, to sign their work
agreements 'as if they were signing away their very lives!'6o
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by members of that class.ó2 Finally, Daphne Simon concluded her enquiry into the

operation of the English legislation by stating:
for most of the 19th century the Masters and Servants Act was to disprove the notion that
it was a special characteristic of capitalist society, in contrast to all earlier class societies,

that the position of the ruling class is not supported by a privileged legal status.63

The above findings can be readily applied to the South Australian Masters and
Servants Act because it was based on the English law. Certainly, in the 1840s and

1850s, the local Acts did not afford equal protection at law to employers- and
employees. It also created the means, through the use, or threatened use of criminal

penalties, for employers to keep their workers in a status of deference and
subordination. Moreover, the local legislation was introduced at the suggestion of
settlers and amended to suit their purposes. Only the supervision of the English
judicial system in 1838 and the intervention of the Lieutenant Governor in 1847
provided some curb to the vested interests of South Australian employers. Indeed,
in two regards the South Australian Masters and Servants Acts were more 'grossly
unfair' than their English counterpart. Firstly, in the colony the Act was linked to
an emigration programme and workers engaging outside the colony had little, or

no idea of wage -rates or employment conditions prevailing in the colony.
Secondly, the men appointed as justices did not have, as the workers claimed in
1847, the degree of independence of the English Magistry. On occasion they abused
their authority and generally they favoured the interests of their own class.
However, while at one level the historian can be justly critical of the Masters and

Servants Acts, it must also be acknowledged that the legislation, despite its
inequality and bias, was useful to the wage- earners of the day. Without it
employees who were denied their wages had no viable means of recovering the
rewards of their labour. At that time an action at common law was a technically
difficult, expensive and tedious procedure. This hard truth was discovered by
women employees in the short time they were not subject to the Act in the late
1840s. After repeated failures to claim their wages in civil actions, they complained
that it was unfair and unjust that they were entirely dependent on the integrity or

whim of their employers for their wages.64 Nor can the fact that wage- earners
brought more actions under the legislation be overlooked. Obviously, employees
needed and had a use for the legislation, even if it was only a matter of making the
best of a bad situation.
Cases under the Masters and Servants Acts provide, by themselves, an inaccurate
and distorted picture of employment relations in early South Australia. Only when
there was conflict did employers and employees bring an action before the court.

Unfortunately, the harmonious relations, which might balance out the picture,
were less newsworthy and, in the main, escaped documentation. However, the Act

itself did mirror the relative positions of employers and employees in South
Australian society in the 1840s and 1850s. By providing a double standard at law,

Historians who have commented on the 19th century English Masters and
Servants legislation have been unanimous in their condemnation of it. G. D. H.
Cole succinctly described the Act as 'grossly unfair.'61 A later investigator, T. R.

Tholfsen, agreed with Cole's description and noted that not only was the law
drafted in the interests of the employer class, but it was also interpreted and applied

this class legislation ensured that it was the duty of servants to obey and the
responsibility of masters to command. By doing this, the Masters and Servants Act
gave lie to the belief, held by many emigrants intent on starting a new life in the

colony, that 'Jack is as good as his master.'
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Introduction
In these days of telephone, telex and other communication devices the
world is
seemingly at our fingertips. No longer do we need to labour over letters seeking
to
communicate our inner feelings in a scrawl on faded paper. Yet, this dying
art was
once, not so long ago, the only means of transferring information between
individuals across land and sea.
It was with great excitement therefore that in March 1979 I
came across a box of
documents which contained the papers of Joseph Keynes & Co. from 1839
to 1843.
From amongst the confusion of legal documents, Government
gazettes, and
account books, there emerged a meticulously catalogued bundle of letters which
revealed the story of one man's attempt to create a new life for himself in
South
Australia. What made the find even more remarkable was that the letters had
dormant in the loft at Lindsay Park, Angaston, for some 130 years until lain
the
property was finally sold by the Angas family in the early 1960s and that they

somehow managed to survive even this major reshuffle. After many readings
of the
letters, I picked out those sections which I felt would be of
most interest in terms of
characters described, events that occurred and the general goings
on of 'colonial
life' and being careful to avoid repetition of content, came up with the selection
that appears herein.
I would like to thank Mr and Mrs Henry Angas and Mr Richard Keynes
for their
kindness in allowing me to use the letters and documents of Joseph
Keynes
and
George Fife Angas.
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the answer was anything other than the established church, the hopes of gaining
tenancy were low. Hence, many young, ambitious persons viewed South Australia
as an attractive alternative in their search for material and religious satisfaction.
The promoters of South Australia went to great lengths to convince emigrants
that the new colony would offer civil and religious liberty in an atmosphere of
social advancement. The South Australian Association's manifesto of 18342
optimistically portrayed the probable lifestyle and the rewards for those of all
classes who were prepared to emigrate. Previous attempts to colonize areas of
Australia had not met with great satisfaction at home; either because of the taint of
a penal settlement, or because of the failure of land distribution, as had been the
case with the Swan River Province. Most Britons would have agreed with John
Stephens when he wrote that
Land, capital and labour are the three grand elements of wealth, and the art of
colonization consists in transferring capital and labour from countries where they are in
excessive proportion to the amount of fertile land, to countries where there is plenty of

fertile land, but neither capital nor labour.'

To many the Wakefield system of colonization being used in the settlement of
South Australia was the best means of carrying out this transferrance of capital and
labour.4
One of the greatest advocates of this system of settlement in South Australia was
George Fife Angas. Born in 1789, he entered his family's coach building business at

the age of 15 and from that time devoted his life to the pursuit of religion and
philanthropy in commercial ventures. In religion a dissenter, in business usually
hardheaded and forthright, he strove to change the world by subjecting the

principles of colonization to the precepts of his Christian faith. After his
appointment to the South Australian Board of Commissioners in 1834 he wrote
My sole desire is to promote the success of the new colony under God as his agent, rather

than that of any government on earth, and I pray that my appointment may not take
place if it shall not result in His glory and the amelioration of the condition of the poor
and industrious .5

Angas's main intent was to get the new colony settled by pious men, whose zeal and

enthusiasm for religion would make their conquest of the wilderness more
To cross the world to a new colony like South Australia in the late 1830s

was no

easy decision for any prospective emigrant in Great Britain. The risks and the
sacrifices were great, the pain of leaving loved ones for -ever immense, yet many

made the great journey, for they saw the hope of something better ahead. For
life in England was certainly nothing to be overjoyed about, especially if theymany
held

dissenting religious beliefs, for the establishment viewed dissenting doctrine
as
anathema. A young farmer, for example, seeking to advance his
prospects in terms
of wealth and social status, was seriously disadvantaged if his religious affiliations
differed from the landowning class. When a landed proprietor interviewed
a farmer
seeking tenancy, the first question asked was often, 'of what persuasion
are you ? 't If

Rob Linn is a postgraduate student in History at the University of Adelaide.

profitable. For this reason he invested heavily in the colony, helping to establish
the South Australian Company on the one hand, and his private interests on the
other. His biographer, Edwin Hodder, rather sanctified his ideals when he wrote
There was nothing that Mr Angas would not do to further the interests of South
Australia; he had glorious visions of it being a place of rest, a new starting point in life,
for myriads of his fellows trodden down by competition, persecuted for conscience's
sake, or struggling to be honest.6

There could be no doubt, however, about the sincerity of the man. It was his fervent
testimony to the possibilities of South Australia, given to those disillusioned with
the inflexibility of the English establishment, that fired in many hearts the desire
for a new life in the Antipodes. Thus, when in late 1838 he made known his need of
an overseer to supervise his farming interests in the colony, a suitable recruit was

not hard to find.
Richard Keynes, the Congregational minister at Blandford in Dorset, a man
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known to his contemporaries for his `inflexible integrity and uprightness
his
noble generosity and abhorrence of all that was mean, sordid and selfish,'7 wrote to
Angas that his two sons, Joseph and William, were looking to South Australia for
their future. Born in 1809, Joseph Keynes was the eldest of a family of five brothers
and three sisters united by familial love and religious fervour. The closeness of the
family was such that ten years or more after Joseph left Blandford his father fondly
remembered their walks across the Dorset countryside during which they conversed
about the problems and complexities of life. Joseph was
... a man, serious minded, [often] keen in business, upheld by first principles, generous
on occasion, loyal to his own, a spirit liable to feel resentment when believing it [was]
wronged....[He had] a background of religious faith [that] sustain[ed] him through
trials, and [was] active when he felt he could help others.8
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His talents covered a wide area, but his true vocation lay in tending sheep and
tilling the soil, and his skill at this was confirmed by Lord Portman, from whom he
leased land, as well as numerous Dorset sheep breeders.9
Angas, delighted with the thought of employing young men who were `perfectly

sober, moral and industrious,'10 replied to Richard Keynes's offer of his sons'
services immediately, sending him the compendium of a book called `THE LAND

OF PROMISE being an Authentic and Impartial HISTORY [compiled from

exclusive sources] of the RISE and PROGRESS of the NEW BRITISH
PROVINCE of SOUTH AUSTRALIA,' and an invitation for Joseph and William
to embark for South Australia within six weeks." Keynes naturally thought this

was rushing things a little, and not until after six months of negotiation on the
future of Joseph and William was agreement reached and a partnership formed
between George Fife Angas, George Miller and George Fife Angas & Co.," and
Joseph Keynes under the title of Joseph Keynes & Co. This company was to pursue

the management of stLk and land in South Australia, although Angas saw fit to
include a brick making concern in its sphere of activities. Angas and Miller were to
provide the capital for the venture (not to exceed[5000), while Joseph, not endowed
with great wealth, would give his expertise in the colony to be carried out with the
`whole of his time, talents and skill.'13

These arrangements were seen by Joseph as God -sent and in his preparations
for departure and during the voyage out and his subsequent work after arrival he
was always zealous in Angas's interests. Angas pinned more than a little hope on
Keynes's ability to succeed and told another of his employees, `Should he wear as

well in the Colony as he has done in England you will find him to be a great
blessing abroad'." Keynes's letters to Angas contain something of the excitement
and vigour of colonial life, although they are not without a poignant side for South
Australia was not all that Keynes expected. Indeed, often the harshness of colonial
life transformed the `Land of Promise' into a place of despair. To cope with this,
Keynes had to be an optimist and to have what Douglas Pike termed the ability to
see that `behind a frowning mask nature had a smiling face'.19 His letters reflect his
desire to describe what he saw and felt around him, in the hope that his friends and
associates in England might better understand the reality of colonial life.

Parting

i

J. A. James1 s to Joseph Keynes: Edgbaston, 4 February 1839
... By a letter which I received some weeks since from your father, I learn that you
are going to leave your native country and try your fortunes in Australia, and that

you are going out under circumstances of a very advantageous nature. I do not
wonder that you are disposed to avail yourself of the opportunity thus afforded you

of doing better abroad than, on account of the present circumstances of our
country, you were ever likely to do at home. I quite commend you for your courage

and resolution and believe that a fair prospect of doing well for this world is
opening before you. Of course there are some things of a painful nature connected

with this expatriation; the separation from your father and your brothers and
Joseph Keynes in the 1870s

is what filial piety and paternal love recoils from: but myriads are
continually making the same sacrifice, and you and they have the hope of
sisters
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becoming at one time or other the centres of domestic circles of your own....
I have not the slightest doubt of your success and of your ultimately becoming a
respectable and wealthy man, provided you are a good man.... Do not become a
greedy, covetous, hoarding worldling, but a generous supporter of God's interest in
the colony. Do not be in haste to marry. Be very cautious on this point, this is a step
that will do much to make or unmake you for life."

our sending any communications to you. The sheep were landed on Saturday 26th

At Sea

affairs are in a most deplorable condition.26 Things have not been managed

Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas dr Co.: `Anna Robertson', 6 July 1839
... The pigs are very well with the exception of one which died about 3 weeks after
we sailed. I think it must have had a blow or the other pigs laid across it and [hurt]
its back it was very weak across its loins and got worse and worse till at last it was
not able to stand and then it died, the others thrive very well and I have no doubt but

we shall be able to get them safely to Adelaide. The sheep are all very well. A
fortnight ago the two Leicester rams had a bad cold owing to so much wet. I took a
pint of blood from each and gave them an ounce of salts and they are now quite
well.
I have not found the Captain so civil as I could have wished, but I think it must be
owing to his not taking the money, and he knows that I have it in my custody; how
he became acquainted with the fact I cannot tell, he did not receive the information

from me.1e There has been great discontent on board especially amongst the
intermediate passengers. I do not think Mr Brown did justice as regards the
provisions,19 we have more than we can use but the quality of some of the articles is
very inferior. The biscuit but very few persons on board use at all, if there had been
half the quantity and of a better quality it would have given much more
satisfaction; it is the same with the sugar, the tea is very good, the coffee, coccoa20

and rice but middling, the pork is very good ... so is the beer and porter, wine
middling, raisons good and so is the mustard, pepper and salt, what makes the
thing worse is that Mr Stacy21 does not seem very well acquainted with his business
and the intermediate cook has too much to do to perform it properly. The Captain
blames Mr Brown for he says that you put the thing in his hands but the passengers

say it is your and Mr Angas's fault, they paid [a] higher price to get superior
accommodations and have not better if so good as the generality of vessels afford. I
am afraid they will be making complaints when they reach Adelaide and will send
home a bad report of you and your vessel. I hope you will excuse the liberty I have

taken but I thought it right that you should be made acquainted with the

particulars of the case and be able to meet the complaints if any are made.

Arrival at Holdfast Bay
William Keynes on behalf of Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas:

September at Holdfast Bay at about 3 o'clock in the afternoon, we found it
impossible to get lodgings for the night and we slept in the open air by the sheep,29

on Saturday morning finding that there were no rations to be obtained we were
obliged to drive the sheep to Adelaide where we arrived at 1 o'clock with them safe
and in no ways injured by the journey. Mr Rowlands" kindly offered us his yard for
their convenience where they remain until this day, the shepherd driving them out
every day to pasture and in the evening penning them up in the yard. Your farming

properly and in addition to this I fear they have been most shamefully neglected
to give an instance, there is a fence round a section by the Torrens put up under Mr
Lester's27 direction, which I am told cost 1200 and at the present time is not worth

anything, a child might push down any part of it, and it is all let, part of it to
Fisher" the other 8 acres to Clarke29 the gardener ... My brother finds it impossible

at the present time to purchase sheep, horses or cows in the colony they are
enormously dear a good horse being worth £140, sheep at 52s. per head and good
cows £20 ... The necessaries of life here are extravagantly high I may say truly
that they are ruinous, bread 3s8d. the four pound loaf, potatoes 30s. the cwt., flour
£60 the ton. The keeping of labourers here comes very expensive and my brother of
course feels very great concern respecting it.... We are entirely dependent on Van
Dieman's Land for our flour and so also is New South Wales in some degree and
when the crops in that country happen to fail as was the case in 1838 the scarcity of
provisions in this colony almost amounts to a famine.

Tragedy on the Torrens
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Adelaide, 24 December 1839
It is now with great sorrow I give the account of William Harding who lost his
life by drowning in the Torrens just below the jail on Saturday the 23 November.
Yates and Harding drove up some cows with me in the morning [from Walkerville]

to Adelaide to be sold by auction, it was very cold and wet and we all got wet
through by the time we reached the town at eleven o'clock, we put the cows in the
pens and observing the men were cold and uncomfortable I gave them 2s6d. to get a

glass of brandy and water each and warm themselves by the fire before the sale
began, they attended to their duty during the sale, after it was over a gentleman that
bought a cow and a calf asked for the men to help him home with her, and as he
lived but a short distance from the place I consented. They had some difficulty in
getting her there, and he gave them a glass bottle full of gin and water, part of which
they drank and part threw away; the men then came to me I did not perceive them to

be in [the] least intoxicated and told them to ride the two stock horses and drive
home the cows that were not sold with them. They had hardly been gone 3/4
quarters of an hour before Mr Horswill30 came to me in a state of great agitation and

Adelaide, 3 October 183922
I have not found it practicable to write or even begin a letter before this evening.

said I had a man and horse drowned. I thought it must have taken place at the
sections' at first, till he told me it was Harding. Myself and Mr Rowlands went

The trouble, anxiety and labour of getting the sheep and our own, together with
Yates' and Harding's2" goods up from the port to the town had entirely prevented

down directly, the horse was dragged out of the water and we used every exertion to
get the body of Harding, men went into the water and dived repeatedly after it but
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all to no purpose, nor was the body found till the Friday morning after, it having
laid in the water almost a week....
We buried Harding in as cheap and decent a manner as possible, his wife bore the
loss of her husband better than I could have supposed, she has a daughter born on
the passage and intends staying with me still, I told her she would not want whilst I

was in the colony.32 My brother and self have enjoyed our health as well as we could
expect for new settlers. There has been two men drowned within this fortnight near
the same hole that Harding was. I must now conclude wishing yourself and family
every blessing and shall be thankful for your prayers and advice, I feel I need them

both for I am placed in a difficult and responsible situation.

Brickmaking at Walkerville
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Adelaide, 24 December 1839
We are getting on steadily with the brickmaking33 about 15 thousand a week on
an average but we find we can make faster than sell. [W]e have now ready for sale
150 thousand and have sold 30 thousand at 3f thousand. {We propose reducing the
price to 2£ 15s. and giving Mr Rowlands and Mr Cook[e] of the first of August and
Cook[e] a commission of 5£ per cent for selling. The pug mill does its work very
well, we have agreed with the brickmakers34 to do everything; the pug mill,
tempering the clay, and deliver the bricks burnt and ready for sale [and] count them
out from the kiln at 34s. thousand. The wood clearers to have 5s. tree for grubbing,
the small trees not to be sectioned, and to cleave and saw up the wood fit for burning
the brick at 3s.9d. thousand [feet]. [I]t will cost us 2£ thousand for making and
burning but then you will get your land cleared and fit for the plough without any
expense.
Land has rose rapidly in Walkerville these last two years, so that your section
which lies close to it must be increased in value as well. I have sold the 1/2 acre I
bought there keeping a road 22 feet wide for the kiln, which takes off a considerable
portion of it, for the rest I got 32(, what I gave for it was 37£ and the conveyancing
cost two more, our road at that will stand us in 7£. The outlay of capital on the brick
concern has been very great indeed, almost as much again as I expected it would
have been. [W]e have paid in labour sometimes 50 and 60£ in a week but I hope in
future our weekly expenses will not exceed 30£ ss
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but
in this respect they are inferior to the English and taken as men they have that
native plethor and inactivity which disqualifies them from active exertion in any
the women I am told, are far more active than the men.38
line of business
cultivate their gardens with as much assiduity and skill as they are capable of

Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Flaxman's Valley, 15 July 1840

. Mr Flaxman has informed you before this that he has let the section at
Clemswich to the Germans; I believe for seven years, the first two without rent, but
of that I cannot speak confidently. [T]hey have made quite a [v]illage, every house
has its garden, many of them have sown wheat this year which is looking very well,

so that the [1]and must be greatly increased in value since they first had it."

German Settlers
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Adelaide, 1 February 1841
... I find in this country as well as in England that no man can serve two masters
and as you sent me here to attend to your interest I will do it whoever I please or
displease. Mr Morphett40 and I do not intend letting the Germans come to settle in
the [Flaxman's] Valley till we hear further from you. [I]f they come they would

occupy the best part of the Valley and pay for it in ten years or never perhaps.
[B]esides, I do not see what they could do so far away from Adelaide. [H]ow they live

now is by selling the produce of their gardens, with their butter and cheese, in
Town; which they could not do if they were up here so that I think they had better
remain at Clemswich. I have only two Germans in our employ, both shepherds and
very good ones, which is not generally the case. I have tried several times to employ

them but they do not like the idea of leaving their villages.

The Seven Special Surveys
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Flaxman's Valley,
28 October 1840
... I am glad for your sake and interests that you have allowed me to aid in the
selection of your lands.41 Be assured I will do the utmost of my power and use my

best judgement in their selection and as there are some good parcels of land
contiguous to your surveys, if possible I will get Mr Jacobi2 the surveyor, to include

Klemzig

William Keynes on behalf of Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas:

Adelaide, 3 October 183936
... The sections or acres in the town are yet unoccupied but as there will be great

trouble in leasing or letting them my brother thinks it best to act up to your

instructions, retaining one for himself and making over the others to Mr Rowlands,
who is of course always on the spot and has greater facilities of turning them
to
good account then we have. The Germans" are settled for a time on two sections of
land in a line with and almost contiguous to those occupied by Fisher and Clarke.
They have decidedly the prettiest site for their village of any in the colony and they

and take them into your surveys. I cannot say that the surveys are adapted to
extensive cultivation for though the land is rich, it is more fitted for grazing then
agriculture on an extensive scale, as it is encumbered with many rocks and is most
truly a land of hills and valleys.... I have seen Mr Morphett, he says he shall be most
happy to have my assistance in the selection of the surveys. [He] is a pleasant man
and I have no doubt but we shall agree very well. Of course, you expect me to have
the priority of choice in the selection of your lands as you have much more at stake
than Mr Flaxman in the concern....43
I shall endeavour to choose [the lands] adapted both for cultivation, sheep and
cattle. Angas Park,44 I think is the best adapted for cultivation and the surveys in
Flaxman's Valley and on the R[h]ine,45 more suitable for sheep and cattle runs.
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Stock - keepers generally say that we have the best run for fatning cattle in the
colony, and the R[h]ine surveys being bounded by the Murray scrub on the east side

and the other surveys surrounding it, you would have no fear of other people
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Flaxman's Valley
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Flaxman's Valley, 27 March 1840

:f

... I believe I gave you a rather different report of it [Flaxman's Valley]46 in one of
my last letters representing it as ascending with a gentle slope towards the hills on
both sides of the water, which was true of the part I first saw, but since I have had the
pleasure of examining it more fully I find it to be a succession of hills with here and
there a flat fit for cultivation. But this I can confidently assert, it is one of the best
sheep runs in South Australia, indeed I should not like to change with any one. A
hilly country is more suited to sheep than a flat one, however rich it might be, there
is a greater variety of herbage and in the dryest season you have always plenty of
food. [F]or whilst all the plains round Adelaide were burnt up and the water dry in
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settling near you and would take the use of all the waste land in the vicinity. I have
seen Mr Jacob about the boundary line but that was fixed some time since. [T]here
will be 40,000 acres of measured land, but I hope we shall be able to choose the
sections so as to make the other 12 thousand not worth the notice of any person.
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many of the streams, yet in Flaxman's Valley there was an abundance of green
herbage and plenty of water. [T]he contrast was so great that in my journeys to the
town, the land around it looked like á wilderness, whilst our valley resembled the
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Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Adelaide, 1 February 1841
... If half what Mr Menge" says is true, the inside of Flaxman's Valley is worth
more than the outside, it being full of iron, gold and precious stones. I believe there
is iron, there may be precious stones, but about the gold I have great doubts!49

met

V

Angas Park and the Rhine Survey
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Adelaide, 21 June 1841
An account of the surveys belonging George Fife Angas Esq., by Joseph Keynes,

manager, and Thomas Green, stockman.
Angas Park Survey: this is decidedly one of the best, it comprises within its

ALelAN981NA.

limits plenty of water50 plenty of good land, excellent grass, good timber, and at the

north of the survey is the best place for a township51 as it is close to the Great

Survey Map 1842

Northern Road and there would be plenty of water frontage for the first settlers and
full two thousand acres of land but slightly covered with timber, fit for agriculture.
This survey is more adapted for cattle than sheep on account of its low situation
and the back runs being so heavily timbered. The survey would keep a thousand
head of cattle with two thousand sheep with the adjoining back runs. The soil is
rather sandy but not so much as some of the other surveys. Captain Ha1152 has a
section at the west of this survey which he bought of Mr Flaxman for f4 an acre....
Rhine Survey: this consists of very indifferent land almost wholly unfit for the
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purposes of agriculture. It has tolerable sheep runs, but owing to the scarcity of
water would not keep above 3000 sheep." Its chief asset is in its protecting the back
runs on the east of Flaxman's Valley. You cannot say anything about cattle as they
must go to Flaxman's Valley to be watered in summer. If water could be obtained it
would run twice the number of sheep I stated. I think there must be water below the
measured land where the Rhine is lost in the Murray scrub. I must examine it, and if
it is the case we must make a station there. We have one sheep station on the Rhine.
This survey is the eastern boundary of the rest, there is no water between it and the
Murray scrub.

Mount Crawford
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Adelaide, 21 June 1841
... Mount Crawford, this is the Land of Goshen; the thousand acres in particular
that was sold by Mr Stephens to Frew and Rankin$4 is the best in all the surveys, in
fact there is no such land with such an abundance of water to be found elsewhere. I
think there is full two miles of water frontage belonging to Frew and Rankin's
land, the water holes are very deep, at least thirty or forty feet, and owing to the

abundance of springs they contain are never dry, but keep constantly running
through the dryest weather.55 The land not taken by Frew and Rankin is not nearly
so good, besides which it contains very little water. [I] t would run about a thousand
head of cattle but owing to its being so surrounded on all sides with Settlers, and the

land being good, I should think it most advantageous to sell this portion of the
Survey especially as it is already cut up by the sale of Frew and Rankin.
Mount Crawford put me most in mind of the scenery of Devonshire than
anything I have yet seen in the colony. [I] t was the place I had always looked out in
my own mind for you to have built your mansion on.56 The distance from Adelaide

is only 40 miles which is nothing in this country. The soil of Frew and Rankin's
land is a deep, black loam; the soil of the other land is not so deep, and more sandy.

Men and Stock
Joseph Keynes to George Miller: Adelaide, 1 February 1841
... Our flocks have turned out better than we could have expected, we having
reared 22 hundred lambs out of 24 hundred ewes. Our sheep likewise averaged 3 lbs.
of wool each," which we intend sending home not being able to get more than 1 s lb.
in the colony....
Next year I hope the wool will almost pay my expenses. I hope to send you home

close upon a thousand pounds worth of wool if it fetches anything like a good
price, besides making 6 or 700E of wethers. We want a herd of breeding [horses] and

a few brood mares, they would be scarcely any expense and would make a good
return for capital.
My shepherds used to be always running to Adelaide for clothes or shoes till I
adopted the plan of keeping them by me ... I do not allow them to go to town which
is much better for the men, some of them used to spend all their money in drink and
on the bad women and come away without anything for their use, at last. Ardent
spirits and bad women are the ruin of the labouring class in this colony. I believe
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there is as much demand for both as there is in London, of course I mean according
to the size of the place. The native dogs are very troublesome to our flocks in this
colony so much so, [that] when sheep have been left out through the negligence of

shepherds, whole flocks have been so scattered by them that they have been all
destroyed before they could be found....
Yates the shepherd I brought with me is a good shepherd and behaves himself.
He is musical and if you could find him out a cunopian,58 I think he call[ed] it. I
will inclose his order and feel obliged if you could execute it. His wife has had
another child, she has now two boys and a girl. I hope there is not any more coming;
they are not quite so profitable a stock as lambs, their rations cost more and [they

do] not make any return.
Making a Station
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Adelaide, 1 February 1841
... Making a station cost us about twenty pounds. It consists of a hut 11 feet wide,
12 to 15 feet long; a watch box for the hutkeeper59 to sleep in at night by the folds
and 120 hurdles, 60 for each flock. The hut is covered in with shingles, the whole is
made out of Gum Trees. We put a ewe flock of six hundred and a lamb flock of 8
hundred at a station. If two ewe flocks are put together the lambs are apt to mix and
the shepherds to steal each others lambs.6°
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Flaxman's Valley, 18 June 1841
... I am glad you have not given up the idea of coming out to South Australia. I
think whenever you come you are likely to find me at work about something or
other, perhaps assisting to skin and kill a bullock for that is always the stockman's
work and my own. [I]n that case we will give you as good a beef stake as you will
ever eat in London, only you must not expect too many domestic comforts, as Mr
Forster61 calls them, in the bush. Bitterly did he complain of my want of them when
he asked for a basin to wash himself in the morning and I showed him a broken pot

outside the door. That was the climax, 'Well,' he said, 'you do live rough indeed.'
Mr Forster mentioned my want of various things to the stockman and he said, 'he
thought master was very well off, and if he bought so many things that was no good
he would soon spend all his money and that would not do as he came to get money,
not spend it....'62
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas dr Co.: Flaxman's Valley, 6 December 1841

... We have consigned our first clip of wool to your house and should it not
manage quite so well as we could wish, allowance must be made for the want of
proper conveniences, such as a washing pool and shearing shed which we were
unable to obtain last year. We shall be better accommodated this year having put up
a large and commodious wool shed 64 feet long by 16 wide with a verandaw for the
men to shear under, and two wings 32 feet long by 16 wide to put the sheep in
should it be wet. The whole building is to cost 110L, the man finding all the
materials with the exception of the nails and hinges, which will not amount to
more than 8f. It is all built and roofed in entirely of Gum.

56

ROB LINN

LETTERS OF JOSEPH KEYNES

57

The Golden Fleece
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas & Co.: Flaxman's Valley, 4 April 1842
... I have not had experience enough in the wool to say much about it, but the size
of the merino is much improved by the cross with the Leicester." The wethers
weigh on an average 30 or 40 lbs. heavier and come to hand a year sooner. The
Down sheep breed much better than the Leicester but the wool between the Down
and merino is not so good as the cross with the Leicester....
We run from 6 to 7 hundred ewes in a flock, lamb once a year about May getting
from 90 to 95 per cent of lambs. The wethers and young sheep we run from 1000 to
1200 together. There is usually two flocks at one station, a dry flock and a ewe flock,
we allow a hut keeper to each station whose business is to shelf the folds, cook for
the shepherds and sleep in a watchbox by the sheep at night. We shear in October, if
it is delayed after that time the grass seed gets into the wool. We have lost several
sheep by grass seeds, they eat through the skin into the inside of the sheep. The
principal disease sheep have here is the Scab, which is easily cured by proper
attention.64 In moist conditions they will get foot rot and I think more giddy here
than at home, this I attribute so much to breeding in and in. We lose scarcely any
ewes by lambing, last year out of 2000 ewes we did not lose 10. The average weight
of fleeces are about 3 lbs. each, which we calculate at is lb. We sent home this year
10 Tons of wool.

the colony.66 We gave the men then 1£ week with rations, flour was 601 ton, meat
9d. lb.: meat is now 4d. lb., flour 20L ton and wages 10s. week. The rations we allow
the men are 10 lb. flour, 12 lb. meat, 2 lb. sugar, 1/4 lb. tea a week. The principal
sheep farmers buy their own flour. Wheat has been selling from 7s. to 9s. bushel, so
it does not pay to grow wheat except it is by men that have about 40 or 80 acres and

Ups and Downs of Colonial Life (1)
Joseph Keynes to George Miller: Flaxman's Valley, 6 December 1841
... with respect to the aspect of the colony, I think it decidedly better than it ever
was before. We down all from the highest to the lowest [have been] doing things we
ought not to have done and neglecting things which we should have done. A new
colony ought to begin with cultivation, combined with the breeding of sheep, cattle
and horses, instead of which they all staid in the town dabbling in bricks and
mortar, building large houses and Public Buildings ... with no earthly reason that I
can see except as monuments to future generations of the folly and absurdity of the
first settlers in South Australia.65
The fact was, we all came out here with mistaken ideas. We thought to amass
large fortunes in a few years and then to have returned to enjoy it, but we now begin
to look on the place as our home, wherein though we get not that fortune we
expected, yet we are sure of moving to a far better rank of society than we could at
home; of being surrounded in a few years by every comfort and of leaving to our
children, those that have any, the benefit of our labours. I can now earnestly
recommend any parties to come out, feeling well convinced [that] if they paid
attention they must ultimately succeed. I mean to write to my Father strongly
urging him to send out my two brothers, if he can only let them have 500E between
them, for that sum is worth more now than 1500£ was at the commencement of the
colony.

... There are no doubts now as to the capabilities of the colony. It is without doubt
a fine wheat country and will grow all the necessaries and most of the luxuries of

work themselves. Sugar is about 30s. cwt. and tea 12E chest weighing 80 lb. ...

The colony has been in a very bad state these past twelve months.67 The
merchants have been breaking during that time till there is scarcely one left,
property has been sacrificed at auction to a fearful amount, in many instances not
fetching cost price. Ewes have sold lately at 7s. a head and ewe lambs at 4s. It is
expected that all the merchants will be bankrupted they are so much involved with
one another. The cause of all this has been speculation in land and other things ...
building to a ruinous extent. Whilst these things were going on people were all

stopping in Adelaide, none went into the country to grow food for the colony.
Consequently all the ready money went to Van Dieman's Land for flour and to
Sydney for stock. The first thing a new colony should do is to raise its own
provisions, when it can do that it may build and make improvements, it being able
to supply the labourers with food. But till that time the less done the better. I hope
when the present crisis is past things will be better, but it will take some time to

bring us to a healthy state.
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas: Adelaide, January 1842

life, and I am sure that families who will work hard and put up with a few
privations for a year or two will find themselves far more independent and in
possession of more comforts than they could have hoped to obtain at home.

Footnotes
1. Letter, Richard Keynes to Joseph Keynes, 2 June 1841.
2. Outline of the Plan for a Proposed Colony (London, 1834).
3. J. Stephens, The History of the Rise and Progress of the New British Province of South
Australia (London, 1839), p. 1.
4. Edward Gibbon Wakefield (1796 -1862) formed the principle part of his theory on
colonization whilst an inmate in Newgate Prison for abducting a teenage heiress and
deceiving her into marriage. His theory proposed that if settlement in a new colony were
concentrated, the wastelands of the Crown sold and the proceeds thereby used to fund the
emigration of labourers from Great Britain, preferably young and married, a situation
would arise whence both the Mother country and the colony would receive benefits. The
former by losing excess population and finding a new market for its goods, and the latter
by gaining the fruit of British society and its wealth. The theory stressed that land should
be a 'sufficient price' to discourage labourers from purchasing it too soon after arrival and
thereby depriving the capitalists of their work force. It appealed to the British government
because it relieved them from a great deal of financial involvement, whilst still supplying

Ups and Downs of Colonial Life (2)
Joseph Keynes to George Fife Angas & Co.: Flaxman's Valley, 4 April 1842
The prices of wages and provisions are much cheaper now than when I arrived in

them with an extension to their Empire.

{
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5. E. Hodder, George Fife Angas: Father and Founder of South Australia (London,
p. 105.

1891),

6. Aid, p. 138.
7. W. Densham, and J. Ogle, The Story of the Congregational Churches of Dorset (London,
1899), p. 40.

8. G. H. Wright, Introduction to an unpublished MS of Joseph Keynes's Daily Journal.
9. The 18 testimonials to Joseph Keynes are in Joseph Keynes's Book, South Australia,
1839.
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34. These were Frederick Horswill and John Radford.
35. Joseph Keynes Sc Co.'s brickmaking concern on sections 477 and 478 at North Walkerville
closed towards the end of 1841 with a loss in excess of £1000.
36. S.A.A. PRG 174/ series 1/ 1468 -1471.

37. Angas's aid to Prussian Lutherans is well known and their settlement on his lands in
South Australia one of the most fascinating stories of South Australian history.
38. Keynes had hoped to employ German settlers in his company's activities, as part of his

10. Letter, Richard Keynes to George Fife Angas, 4 September 1838.
11. Letter, George Fife Angas to Richard Keynes, 22 September 1838.
12. George Miller and George Fife Angas carried on a mercantile business together under the
name of George Fife Angas & Co. The partnership was dissolved in 1842 and the firm
went on to be called Angas, Bevan Sc Co. upon the addition of a new partner.
13. Joseph Keynes Sc Co., Terms of Agreement, clause No. 1., 6 January 1839.
14. Letter, George Fife Angas to Charles Flaxman, 21 May 1839.
15. D. Pike, Paradise of Dissent: South Australia 1829 -1857 (London, 1957),
p. 4.

advice from Angas was 'to foster and encourage the Germans of Mr Kavel's congregation'.
Letter, George Fife Angas to Charles Flaxman, 21 May 1839.
39. 'Klemzig is a German village, containing about 160 families, part of a body of German
Lutherans.... Each family has a plot of land on lease, on which they cultivate vegetables,
wheat, maize and potatoes ... the villagers lead a happy and independent life, and by their
sobriety, industry and general exemplary conduct, hold out a good example to all other
colonists.' J. F. Bennett, Historical and Descriptive Account of South Australia (London,
1843), p. 133.

17. Keynes was first married in 1850 to Ellen Robinson whose family held land in the Clare
Watervale area. This marriage was dissolved in 1862 after his wife committed
an
unfortunate indiscretion and he remarried in 1866.
18. Keynes was carrying 1500 in specie on his person and the Captain, who would normally
have acted as purser on such a voyage, would have been deeply affronted by Keynes's
lack
of trust.

41. Keynes is referring to choosing for use land Angas already owned, rather than acquiring
new land. In 1839 without the knowledge of his employer George Fife Angas, Charles
Flaxman, formerly head clerk in Angas's London office, started on a rampage of land
speculation which nearly caused Angas's financial ruin. The land he chose in his surveys
was around the sources of the Rhine and Gawler Rivers and was some of the best in the

16. John Angell James, Joseph Keynes's uncle, had been the minister at Carr's Lane
Congregational Church, Birmingham since 1805. He was considered to be one of the
most gifted preachers of his time and preached to over 2000 persons every Sunday.

19. Mr Brown, supposedly a close friend of Angas's, was given the task of outfitting
the
provisions for the Anna Robertson which was chartered by G. F. Angas & Co.
20. All spelling errors are, hopefully, in the original.
21. Mr Stacy may well have been the ship's steward in charge of handing out the rations
to

passengers.
22. This letter is from the Angas papers in the South Australian Archives. S.A.A. PRG 174/
series I/ 1468 -1471.

23. William Yates and William Harding were employees of Joseph Keynes & Co. who also
arrived with their wives and families aboard the Anna Robertson.
24. 'Sleeping under the stars' at Holdfast Bay was a common first experience for early
settlers:
see also J. C. Hawker, Early Experiences in South Australia (Adelaide, 1899), p.
7.
25. Edward Rowlands was a partner in the firm of Flaxman Sc Rowlands, founded in London

on 26 May 1838 under the auspices and direction of George Fife Angas. Angas referred to
Rowlands as 'a pious man', but he lacked sufficient business acumen and the firm failed
after Charles Flaxman returned to England in 1839.
26. Keynes had expected Angas's farming interests to be well established upon his arrival
with farmsteads set out and many other improvements added. This was definitely not the
case)

27. Frederick Lester arrived in South Australia in late 1837 aboard the Lady Emma. He was
supposed to have supervised the erection of improvements on Angas's town sections and
generally to put things in order. His conduct was not worthy of Angas's trust and William
Keynes referred to him as 'a deplorable character'.
28. James Hurtle Fisher was first Resident Commissioner of South Australia.
29. George Clark was a gardener and nurseryman from Exeter who came out under
contract
to Angas in 1838.
30. Frederick Horswill was a bricklayer in Angas's employ.
31. The section was No. 477 in North Walkerville.
32. Mrs Harding stayed with Keynes for some 18 months after her husband's death.
33. Brickmaking was conducted along the Torrens from the arrival of the first white
settlers.
The bricks were made by using a pug -mill which consisted of an upright barrel in which
series of strong iron knives and teeth were caused to revolve so as to mix and temper thea
clay as it passed from the top of the barrel to an aperture at the bottom. The resultant
mixture was then forced into moulds and dried in makeshift kilns.

40. John Morphett arrived in South Australian in 1836 aboard the Cygnet. He was later
appointed to the first Legislative Council in 1843 and became Speaker of the House in
1851 when the constitution was altered.

colony. Angas certainly had just cause to be annoyed at Flaxman, not merely at the
spending of £28,000 of his employer's money without proper consent, but also at the
man's audacity in demanding a quarter share of all the lands in return for his speculation.
Angas wrote at the time that Flaxman's purchases were 'little short of insanity'. However,
in later years they proved to be the foundation of Angas's wealth in the colony.
42. William Jacob was assistant surveyor to William Light until Light resigned in 1838, but
it was in his capacity as a surveyor with Light, Finnis Sc Co. that Jacob surveyed the seven
special surveys. In R. Cockburn, Pastoral Pioneers of South Australia, vol. 1, p. 138, Jacob
relates an interesting story about the selection of one survey and how Charles Flaxman
beat some spirited opposition to acquire it. Jacob later married a daughter of Charles
Harvey Bagot; one of the owners of the Kapunda mine, and settled at Moorooroo, near
the junction of the River Gawler and Jacob's Creek.
43. Keyne's insistence over his right to have, on Angas's behalf, the first choice of the surveys
was due to Flaxman's astounding behaviour in demanding a quarter of the surveys.
Keynes, however, could not carry out his wish as Flaxman retained the deeds of settlement

and refused to hand them to Angas, giving him the upper hand in negotiations.
44. Angas Park is the beautiful plain on which the town of Nuriootpa is now situated.
45. Flaxman's Valley, later known as Salem Valley, runs along the course of the River
Gawler. See map.
46. Flaxman's Valley was where John Howard Angas, George Fife's second son, chose to
settle on his arrival in 1843. His first home, Tarrawatta, and his later home, Collingrove,
still stand.
47. Keynes's account of the Adelaide area as dry and dusty is supported by nearly all the
reminiscences of early settlers in the colony.
48. Johannes Menge, a German geologist, was first engaged by the South Australian
Company in 1836 as a mine and quarry agent. He was dismissed in 1838 and subsequently
gave his assistance to many individuals and mining companies in the selection of lands.
49. There have been no mineral discoveries of consequence in Flaxman's Valley, although
many small operators have tried their luck.
50. Before dams became common the need for year round water supplies was imperative.
Settlers went to great lengths to build sufficient water storage for their own needs.
However, if their stock did not have water as well, their work was in vain.

51. The township was built and named Nuriootpa.
52. Most probably George Hall, private secretary to Governor Gawler.
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53. Keynes's opinion of the Rhine survey did not prevent his settling there in 1851. His
descendants still work the property.
54. Edward Stephens was the manager of the Bank of the South Australian Company. James
Frew and John Rankin were early pastoralists.
55. A great proportion of the land initially included in this area of Angas's surveys is now
part of the Mount Crawford State Forest. The areas left undisturbed still suggest the
'rolling hills' of Devon.
56. In a letter on 1 February 1841, Keynes had told Angas: 'You could build a capital mansion
at Mount Crawford and be the king of the whole district'. It is hard to know whether this
would have appealed to Angas.
57. The average weight of a merino fleece today can be well in excess of 20 lbs, showing
advances in breeding since 1841.
58. Keynes is referring to a cornet.

59. The hutkeepers task was to cook for the shepherds and keep their hut in reasonable

condition. He also watched the fold at night in the watchbox, aconstruction which barely
protected him from the elements, but at least allowed him to sit down on the job.
60. If shepherds lost stock their pay was docked accordingly. To mix two shepherd's flocks
together therefore was to risk wholesale stealing to replace lambs which had strayed.
61. Anthony Forster had arrived in South Australia in early 1841 as Angas's manager and
overseer. According to Keynes, his inflexible attitudes lost Angas many hard working
employees.
62. Bennett, op. cit., p. 136, painted a more charitable picture of bush life: 'The wild and
almost solitary life of a bushman may appear to many to possess few charms, but I have
almost invariably found the reverse to be the case. Their independent and in
many cases
romantic mode of life, the busy and profitable employment ... combined with the delights

of a climate almost unrivalled, and in the midst of a country where industry and

perseverance are sure to yield an abundance "of the good things of this life ", produce a
charm to which almost every one ultimately yields.'
63. Keynes must have been one of the first South Australian sheep breeders
to experiment
with the merino /Leicester cross.
64. Scab is a most unpleasant disease, caused by mites which settle on the wool and eventually
work under the skin. This burrowing causes the skin to blister and turn a greenish blue
colour, and patches of wool flake off leaving the inflamed skin exposed.
65. This early urbanization in South Australiawas partly because people hoped to make easy
money in town through land speculation and partly because land was not surveyed fast
enough to allow easy access to it by settlers.
66. See the letter headed 'Arrival at Holdfast Bay'.
67. Governor George Gawler ran up large debts with Adelaide merchants and left them
payable by the Crown. On Governor George Grey's arrival, however, he declared the
merchants' bills null and void as part of his economy drive. Many merchants went
bankrupt accordingly.

OPPOSITION TO THE VIETNAM WAR IN
SOUTH AUSTRALIA, 1965 -73
MALCOLM SAUNDERS

The announcement in April 1965 that Australia would send a battalion of
combat troops to assist the United States in South Vietnam elicited protests in
South Australia as it did in other states.' Over the next few weeks several meetings
were held in Adelaide to protest against the federal government's decision. The
Students' Representative Council organised one at the University of Adelaide, the
United Trades and Labor Council of South Australia another at Trades Hall, and
the South Australian Committee for International Cooperation and Disarmament

(SACICD) a third in the old King's Ballroom in the city. But organised, semipermanent opposition was slow to develop and for a long time remained very weak.

During this period South Australia did not experience the development in the
eastern states where a spate of groups sprang up specifically to oppose Australian
military involvement in Vietnam and the reintroduction of conscription.2
This is not to suggest that the nucleus of a peace movement did not then exist in
South Australia. The SACICD, a sister group of the much larger Association for
International Cooperation and Disarmament (AICD) in NSW and the Congress for

International Cooperation and Disarmament (CICD) in Victoria, was in
operation, but it was tiny, had no office, only organised protests occasionally, and

was concerned with many issues other than those to do with Vietnam and
conscription. Other groups were as small if not smaller. The advent of Vietnam was

the occasion for the revival of the South Australian branch of the Women's
International League for Peace and Freedom (WILPF).' A Save Our Sons (SOS)
group had been formed in late 1964 and had held, on the occasion of the first intake
of conscripts, what it later claimed was the first demonstration against the war and
conscription in South Australia.4 A Conscientious Objectors' Advisory Committee
was formed at about the same time. Other but already established groups included
the pacifist Peace Pledge Union and the communist - inspired Union of Australian
Women. But no group existed capable of attracting to its banner the large number
of people who were by virtue of their age, sex, occupation, or political affiliation
excluded from or wary of those groups which opposed the war at this time.
No such group was established in South Australia until the beginning of 1966.
Formed by four history and politics students at the University of Adelaide it was
called the Committee for Vietnam Protest (CVP). Its first major protest was a public
meeting organised with the help of two federal Labor parliamentarians and several
left -wing trade union officials and held in the Greek Community (Olympic) Hall

Dr Malcolm Saunders is a Tutor in History at the James Cook University of North
Queensland.
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in January 19666 Attended by possibly 1,000 people it was the largest public
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In 1967 the trend here was towards unity. Recognising the weakness of the
movement in Adelaide and the likelihood that Australia would be involved in

meeting in Adelaide to that time called to voice opposition to the war. But the CVP
was never capable of mounting or leading a large -scale and sustained campaign
against the war. It was very much an informal group: it did not have an office, hold
regular meetings, have a guaranteed income, and only initiated public activities for
specific occasions. Although assisted by groups such as SACICD and WILPF, and

Vietnam for several years, leading figures in existing groups, and others, discussed
the formation of a group which could embrace all those in South Australia opposed
to the war.10 In July 1967 50 prominent opponents of the war met and formed the

Campaign for Peace in Vietnam"

drawing most of its support from outside the universities, it had no more than
possibly 500 people on its mailing list. None of its street marches ever attracted
more than a few hundred people.

an organisation which was to become the

most enduring of all groups in the peace movement in Australia formed
specifically to oppose the war in Vietnam and arguably the most articulate and
successful pressure group of its type that South Australia has ever seen.
The CPV was unique in other ways. Firstly, unlike anti - Vietnam war groups in
the eastern states, it was not spawned or greatly assisted by the peace movement
'establishment' such as the AICD and the CICD. The CPV did not derive its

During the months leading up to the federal elections in November 1966 the CVP
worked with other groups in the peace movement in South Australia principally

SACICD, WILPF, and SOS
in a campaign to help defeat the federal
government .6 Both the prime minister, Harold Holt, and the federal opposition
leader, Arthur Calwell, had declared their willingness to fight the elections over
Vietnam and conscription. Like its counterparts in other states the peace
movement in South Australia hoped that Labor would win the elections and, as
promised, withdraw Australian troops from Vietnam
the conscripts
immediately and the regulars soon after. Calwell had also pledged a Labor
government to abolish conscription. But because of its small size the peace

personnel primarily from the 'old left'. Most of the founders and all of the executive
of the new group had almost no political experience at all, much less experience in
peace movement activities. Secondly the CPV had a much more strongly academic
character than any other group of its size in the peace movement. Six of the seven
members of its first executive were staff or students at the University of Adelaide and

academics constituted the biggest single group on its advisory or general
committee. Thirdly the CPV was possibly the most moderate and cautious of all the

movement's electioneering was on a much smaller scale in South Australia than in

peace and anti - Vietnam war groups which made up the Australian peace

NSW, Victoria, and Queensland. Its activities were almost solely confined to
attendance at government and ALP - sponsored rallies, the insertion of
advertisements in the daily newspapers, and broadcasting on local commercial
radio stations.
The elections resulted in a stunning victory for the government and a crushing
defeat for the ALP. The Labor Party won only 41 of the 124 seats in the House of

movement. Its aims, for instance, were very general

Representatives and only three of the eleven South Australian seats.? The

to work toward an end of
Australian military involvement in Vietnam and general hostilities there." By
adopting such a 'lowest common denominator' approach the founders hoped to
win the allegiance of those who were troubled by the war but who would not then

support the immediate, unconditional and unilateral withdrawal of Australian
i

I

Australian peace movement was badly shaken; its hopes were shattered, its morale
was almost destroyed. During the first half of 1967 its public visibility was very low.
The movement in South Australia fared no differently. In June 1967 CVP secretary,
Alexandra Fricker, commented that '1967 has thus far seen little activity here in
Adelaide on the anti -war front. Those of us who so hopefully campaigned against
Holt during last year's elections seemed to have lost heart with the Government's
victory'.8

In the eastern states the election results caused the movement to split into two
camps
moderates and radicals.9 The radicals were disillusioned with party
politics in general and the Labor Party in particular. They now insisted that the
only way to end the war was to transform the value system of the society which
waged it. They also came to see US imperialism as the cause of the war and adopted
militant actions during their protests against it. On the other hand the moderates
continued to seek closer ties between the peace movement and the ALP and were
loath either to stress US imperialism in their propaganda or to adopt a policy of
civil disobedience for fear of alienating their more cautious supporters.
Precisely the opposite occurred in South Australia. Several years were to elapse
before South Australia experienced a similar rift. Apart from the Communist Party
of Australia no group had yet developed a radical critique of society and of the war.
The CVP had moderate aims and only occasionally adopted adventurous methods.

C

troops from Vietnam or the repeal of the National Service Act. Finally the CPV was
a more careful and conscious effort than ever before to make a section of the peace
movement respectable and hence attractive to those people who would not join or
support other groups opposed to the war. To achieve this end the CPV's general
committee was composed of distinguished and responsible citizens who consented
to have their names publicly associated with the group. Originally 25, by the end of
1969 they numbered nearly a hundred. These notables included state opposition

leader Don Dunstan, Trades and Labor Council secretary Jim Shannon, author
Geoffrey Dutton, cleric and later state governor the Reverend Keith Seaman, and
the widow of Senator Don Hannaford, who had resigned from the Liberal Party in
February 1967 over its policy on Vietnam.
In accordance with its concern to make the CPV a moderate and broadly -based
group opposed to the war the executive, with the support of the general committee,

i

adopted and pursued a number of policies. One was to avoid any action which
might offend the public. The CPV strove to make itself, its aims, and its activities
socially acceptable. Another was to take primarily an educational role. The
Campaign wanted not to shock but to convince the public that it had 'a reasoned
and reasonable case against Australian participation in the war'." In both these
respects the CPV differed from the CVP which, until its dissolution in late 1968,
continued to favor street demonstrations and was prepared to organise activities
which appeared as likely to offend as to persuade. A third was a refusal to be
sidetracked onto other issues. The executive believed that to protest about matters
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other than those directly concerned with the war would weaken the CPV's
credibility. The principal exponent and architect of these policies was Derek
Healey, a lecturer in economics at the University of Adelaide and the
secretary/treasurer of the CPV from its inception to the end of 1969.14 Healey

himself was perhaps unique in the peace movement. More conservative,
particularly with respect to strategies and tactics, than anyone else on the executive

he was nevertheless able to hold sway over his colleagues by virtue of his
unswerving devotion to the CPV. Healey often spent half of his working week on

CPV affairs. Equally important, he was a very able and highly methodical
administrator

a 'stickler- for- detail'.15 The image acquired and success achieved
by the CPV during its first few years were due more to him than to any other single
person.
And succeed it did. Within a few months the CPV had acquired an office in the
city, half -time clerical staff, a general committee of about 60, a membership of
about a thousand, and a regular income of $350 -400 a month. By November a proud
and optimistic Healey could declare 'with assurance' that `no group in Adelaide in
recent times
for whatever purpose has achieved anything like the success of
the CPV'.16 Throughout 1968 and 1969 the CPV experienced a steady growth in
members, activities, and influence. In keeping with its determination to make
demonstrative protests secondary to educational activities the CPV set up two subgroups. The first was a speakers' panel (headed by Neal Blewett, a senior lecturer in

politics at the University of Adelaide, and probably one of the most able public
speakers in the state) to provide speakers to lecture on the war to interested groups.
The second was a letter- writing panel to coordinate the writing and despatch of
letters on Vietnam to federal parliamentarians and newspaper editors. By early
1969 this group had over 200 members.'?
During the winter of 1969 the CPV seemed to be having a `second wind'. In July a
CPV spokesman wrote that 'it is obvious to anyone who sees much of the CPV
office in North Terrace that our Campaign is flourishing. New members are now
joining faster than at anytime since November 1967; leaflets are going out in large

numbers and we are keeping two secretaries...very busy. Very few people in SA
would now be unaware of the existence of the CPV'.18 Indeed its achievements were
many.19 At the end of October 1968 membership stood at about 1,600; by October
1969 it was 2,430. During the three months from early August to late October 1969 it
had gained almost 350 new members. In March 1969 the CPV's guaranteed income
was only $100 a month; by November 1969, through various schemes, it was $800 a

month. This was perhaps remarkable because the CPV, unlike the AICD, the
CICD, or the Queensland Peace Committee, never received a regular proportion of
its income from powerful and sympathetic unions. By November 1969 the CPV had
raised over $25,000 and spent about half on 122 advertisements in the press and on
radio and television. It had distributed almost 400,000 leaflets, organised eight or
nine large public meetings, and in March 1969 held a major weekend conference on

Vietnam at the University of Adelaide. When a Gallup poll in August 1969
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Possibly it had even more significant achievements to its credit. In August 1969
the federal conference of the ALP committed a future Labor government to the
speedy withdrawal of Australian troops from Vietnam and in early October Labor
leader Gough Whitlam pledged to withdraw them all by June 1970.21 During the
two to three months prior to the federal elections in October the CPV campaigned
strongly for the election of Labor candidates in five marginal South Australian
Adelaide, Grey, Hawker, Kingston, and Sturt. In this, too, it was unique.
seats
Elsewhere the peace movement, preoccupied with other projects, paid little
attention to the elections, and its active support for the ALP was negligible. Yet it
was during this period that the CPV reached the peak of its activities. It mounted an

intense programme of newspaper advertisements, leaflet distribution, letter
writing to candidates and newspapers, and an election mobilisation rally with
Dunstan as main speaker. The election results verged on the spectacular. The
swing to Labor across the nation was 7.2 per cent but in South Australia it was 11.7
per cent greater than that in any other state.22 Labor won all five marginal seats
and thus eight of the now twelve South Australian seats in the lower house. Many
in the CPV understandably believed that it could claim some of the credit for these
results. This conclusion was reinforced by the general secretary of the Liberal and
Country League in South Australia who later commented that an important factor

contributing to the massive swing against the government had been the electoral
activity of well - organised groups working in the areas of Vietnam and education 25
The ALP only narrowly failed to win the elections but the CPV thought the party's
performance in South Australia had shown the Campaign to be the most effective

group in the anti - Vietnam war movement in the country.
The 1969 federal elections signalled the end of a chapter in the story of not only

the CPV but also the peace movement in Australia. In November 1969 the
Australian peace movement united to organise a moratorium campaign against the
war on the model of that held in the US the previous month. In each state the peace
movement set up a Vietnam Moratorium Campaign (VMC) to plan for the first of
these nationwide, highly- coordinated, and much publicised protests. The CPV, on
the prompting and with the help of other groups in Adelaide, established the VMC

group in South Australia. Thereafter the CPV was a dead letter; the VMC
dominated anti -war activity in Adelaide. The advent of the moratorium
represented a shift to the left for the peace movement in South Australia. It was not
that the aims of the VMC were more radical: by this time the CPV itself had come to
advocate the immediate withdrawal of Australian and all other foreign troops from
Vietnam although the immediate repeal of the National Service Act was a policy
which not all its members were prepared to endorse. Nor were the activities to be

pursued `by all means short of violence'

particularly worrisome to the
moderates.24 The real problem was that decisions affecting the movement in
Adelaide were now made not by meetings of the executive committee or the general
committee of the CPV but by general meetings of the VMC where they were made

suggested that about 55 per cent of Australians and 62 per cent of South Australians

by all those who cared to attend. Many CPV leaders devoted themselves almost
entirely to the VMC and the CPV's office was virtually handed over to the VMC.

then supported the withdrawal of Australian troops from Vietnam20 the CPV

The CPV moderates lost control not only of the leadership of the anti -war

believed that the difference in these results could be attributed to its constant efforts
to keep the issue before the public.

movement but also of the CPV itself. Some moderates, including Healey and a few

of the group's founders, left the CPV and the movement completely.
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In the short term their doubts and fears proved unjustified. In most respects the
first moratorium in South Australia differed little from that in any other state.
Local spokesmen for the federal government, the Liberal Party, the Democratic
Labor Party, the Returned Services League, denounced it as did representatives of
less influential organisations. Many middle -class people
academics, tertiary
students, professionals, clergymen, housewives
and a much smaller section of
working -class people, principally from left -wing trade unions supported it. In a

period of about three months the VMC distributed about half a million leaflets
throughout the state.25 Unlike the CPV it spent much time, money, and energy
seeking the support of high school students with considerable success.26 On 9
May 1970 possibly 10,000 people marched through Adelaide in the largest and most
peaceful anti - Vietnam war demonstration ever held in South Australia. This was

not particularly distinctive. On 8 or 9 May each city or town across the nation
experienced the largest such demonstration in its history. But two features set
South Australia apart. One was that many radicals in the movement formed an ad
hoc group called the Radical Alliance and decided to hold their own march based
on the theme of opposition to US imperialism. The march was supported by over
2,000 people, mainly students, and proceeded from the University of Adelaide
through the city on the evening of 8 May. The other was that this demonstration
saw the only notable violence between anti -war and pro -war demonstrators in any

state on moratorium day. A group of 15 -20 soldiers, drunk and angry, made
repeated attacks on the front ranks of the march. These incidents clearly did not
reduce support given the march the following day but they did sour relations
between demonstrators and police, since the latter had been very negligent in
protecting the marchers.
But it was the second moratorium campaign, and its aftermath, which most

clearly distinguished the movement in South Australia from its eastern
counterparts. Here the ALP, now the government of the state, and much impressed
by the first moratorium, pledged its support for the second.27 Indeed by virtue of
their election onto the VMC committee it seemed at first as if the Labor left in South
Australia would be in complete control of the second campaign. But it was not to

be. Alarmed by the federal government's 'law and order' campaign against the
moratorium and by remarks by local police about the possibility of violence on

moratorium day the ALP urged the VMC to modify its plans for the main
demonstration on 18 September. Early that month a crucial meeting of
moratorium supporters was taken over by the radicals who refused to compromise
with the ALP. Thus, only a week before the march, and in a wave of publicity, a
frightened Labor Party withdrew its support for the VMC, taking with it many
trade union leaders and other moderate supporters of the peace movement. In most
other states the ALP was either wary or openly critical of its association with the
VMC but only in South Australia did the party publicly dissociate itself from and

denounce the activities of the VMC. Although defiant the VMC appeared
discredited. The demonstration took place in an atmosphere of intimidation. On
18 September 5,000 people turned out to protest, most of them-to participate in the

VMC's plan to occupy a busy intersection to symbolise the strength of its
opposition to the war. The police, using horses and arresting teams, dispersed the

demonstration and arrested 141 of the marchers, including their principal
spokesmen, Brian Medlin and Lynn Arnold.
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18 September 1970 was the most violent and dramatic day the peace movement in

Australia had ever experienced. There were scenes of violence and disorder in
Sydney where over 200 demonstrators were arrested and clashes between police and

demonstrators in Melbourne and Brisbane were only narrowly averted when the
latter altered their plans at the eleventh hour. What happened in South Australia,
then, was part of a national pattern. But, unlike in Sydney, where most of the blame
for the clashes was heaped on the Liberal premier, Robert Askin, and the police
commissioner, Norman Allan, in Adelaide the VMC was seen to be
overwhelmingly at fault. Moderates and radicals alike suffered condemnation by
an undiscriminating public. To ascertain the causes of the confrontation and to
prevent its recurrence and perhaps to mute attacks being made on the ALP itself
the Dunstan government set up a royal commission. From October 1970 until
the commission's report was published in May 1971, discussion of 18 September in
Adelaide was seldom absent from the newspapers. Vietnam and the moratorium
had produced a controversy in South Australia unequalled in any other state.
But the clashes had more far - reaching effects on the peace movement itself. The
opportunism and hostility of the ALP and the ruthlessness and antipathy of the
police confirmed the radicals' belief in the repressive nature of capitalist society and
determined the form the anti -war movement in South Australia was to take over the
next two and a half years. South Australia now experienced a cleavage in the peace
movement far wider than that suffered three years earlier in the eastern states. From
the
at least October 1970 it was split into two clearly distinguishable camps
moderate CPV and the radical VMC. Both continued to draw their supporters from
the same sections of society. But while the CPV drew heavily on Labor members
and supporters, the Moscow -line wing of the Communist Party, and most of the
left -wing trade unions that had previously supported the movement, the VMC's
most active supporters were Maoists, Trotskyists, members of the Communist
Party of Australia, and unattached revolutionaries. Most of those who had been on

the old general committee, and who had not left the movement completely,
continued to support the CPV. The VMC enjoyed the support of a substantial
number of students but only a handful of trade unionists.
The differences between the two groups were several, the obstacles to their
reunification insuperable. The CPV was revived in November 1970 and over the
next few months slowly rebuilt itself into an anti -war group even more moderate
and 'respectable' than it was before. Its aims were concerned solely with opposition
to the war and to conscription for the war but not to conscription per se.28 Its
to 'inform the general public' about the war and
methods were educational
conscription and to 'stimulate discussion' about them. Its carefully - worded aims

and socially acceptable methods were again designed to gather the maximum
number of people under the CPV umbrella. The VMC was radical in rhetoric and
militant in tactics. From an early date it adopted opposition to US imperialism and

support for the National Liberation Front and the Provisional Revolutionary
Government of South Vietnam as integral parts of its aims.29 It adopted, too, an
explicit policy of civil disobedience. The VMC saw disruptive tactics as putting
teeth into the moratorium slogan which exhorted people to 'stop the country to
stop the war'. While the VMC, like the CPV, hoped to draw as many people as it
could to its banner it was contemptuous of educational activities and 'conscience-
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easing' protests30 and unwilling to sacrifice its doctrines and principles for the sake
of numbers.

A fundamental difference between the two groups (or coalitions) was their
attitude to the ALP. The CPV drew itself closer to the ALP than ever before. Its
advisory council was dominated by prominent members of the Labor Party

including several federal and state parliamentarians, among them Premier
Dunstan. Throughout 1971 the CPV held four main public meetings at all of
which spoke leading figures in the Labor Party or trade union movement. The
CPV wanted to restore its respectability by using the ALP's prestige. For its part the
Labor left was only prepared to associate with a group it could either substantially
control or absolutely trust. On the other hand the VMC never forgave the state
branch of the party for pulling out of the September march nor the ALP as a whole.
The radicals including Medlin, Arnold, and three other former members of the
CPV executive who had resigned from it in favor of the VMC denounced the
royal commission and refused to testify before it." Throughout 1971 spokesmen for
the VMC denounced and were in turn denounced by spokesmen for the state
government and the Labor Party. In other states such as Victoria, Queensland,
and Western Australia VMC groups continued to enjoy good relations with the
ALP. In South Australia alone the ALP saw the VMC as a political outcast or, in
Dunstan's words, as 'a body of social revolutionaries using Vietnam as an excuse
for trying to overthrow the present state of society' 32
Another point on which the CPV differed from the VMC was in its relations with

the police. The CPV, like the ALP, did not want a confrontation, even a major
disagreemen t, with the police. If it became involved in either it risked losing a great

deal of support. Therefore it favored informing the police of its plans for a
demonstration, and, if requested, discussing them with the police over the table.
The VMC, however, stuck to its policy devised the year before, that is, it would
inform the police of its plans telling them no more than was told the public and
would under no circumstances send a deputation to the police. The CPV welcomed
cooperation with the police; the VMC was openly hostile toward them. This is best
illustrated in a letter sent by VMC president, Greg O'Hair, to an Inspector Thorsen
in March 1971.33 In it O'Hair claimed that the federal government's policy in
Vietnam could only be continued by the exercise of repression within Australia. He
went on to say that 'the Police Force is the principal instrument of that repression.
Its job is...to preserve law and order
that is to protect the interests of an
establishment which has involved us in the war and wishes to keep us involved. We
expect that in future the philosophy of law and order will amount in practice to
police double - dealing, police violence and police perjury as it has in the past'.
O'Hair's letter showed how profoundly the events of 18 September had affected the
radicals. Given its contempt for the CPV moderates, and its hostility toward the
ALP, the police, and, of course, the capitalist press, the VMC in South Australia
was very much an isolated body.
The activities of the two groups clearly illustrated their differences. From early
March until late June 1971 the VMC, in conjunction with VMC groups throughout
Australia, held a third moratorium campaign in South Australia. Both of its main
marches, one on 30 April of about 3,000, another on 30 June of perhaps 4,000, were
poorly attended. Each, too, was a shambles. On both occasions the CPV dissociated
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itself from the VMC, and the state government and the police denounced it. The
VMC was unconcerned. The two demonstrations had considerable success in
furthering its policy of disrupting 'business as usual'. The CPV's eagerness to
prove itself the more effective wing of the peace movement led it to organise a
united front of all groups in the movement to arrange, in turn, a massive, orderly,
and broadly -based march against the war an attempt to return to the spirit and to
achieve the impact of 8 May 1970. Being controlled by the CPV the march received
the support of the ALP and the trade unions and the cooperation of the police. The
march drew 6,000 people and was led by Whitlam, Shannon, Labor MHR Clyde
Cameron, and Sir Mark Oliphant, soon to be governor of South Australia. The
newspapers, which had condemned the VMC's activities, applauded the event. The
contrast between the CPV and the VMC was made clearer than ever before. The
differences between moderates and radicals were greater and more publicly visible
in South Australia than in any other state.
The federal government's announcement in August 1971 that the remaining

Australian troops in Vietnam would be withdrawn by Christmas that year
signalled the beginning of the end of the anti - Vietnam war movement in Australia.
Public interest in Vietnam rapidly waned; support for the peace movement fell off
dramatically. The core of the movement saw its continued existence as essential,
but its former supporters now saw it as unnecessary. Only one event temporarily

arrested its decline. President Nixon's announcement of the mining of Haiphong

harbour in May 1972 provoked spontaneous demonstrations against the US
throughout the world. In South Australia the public was again presented with a
contrast, this time between two violent, disorderly, and destructive night -time
marches supported by the VMC and its adherents, and a peaceful, orderly, and
authorised march on a Saturday morning, organised by the CPV, aided by the ALP,
and authorised by the police. But both camps were appealing to the increasingly

uninterested. News of the ceasefire agreement in January 1973 sealed the
movement's fate. The CPV formally disbanded in February. The VMC, since
September 1970 only a very loosely- organised group, simply faded away. Dormant
in some states, dissolved in others, the Australian movement against the Vietnam

war rapidly passed into history.

Clearly, then, the anti - Vietnam war movement in South Australia cannot be
viewed simply as part of a much wider whole. The movement here developed much

differently from those in other states. The bifurcation of the movement in the
eastern states into moderates and radicals following the 1966 federal elections
simply did not occur in South Australia. The movement here was too small, the
radicals too few, to allow it to happen. On the other hand when a split did take
place in the movement in South Australia three years later its effects were farreaching. By this time the radical wing of the movement had grown considerably
and the movement as a whole was faced with a unique situation

the existence in

South Australia of a Labor government sympathetic to the basic aims of the
movement but wary of some of the methods it might use to publicise them. The
outcome was a division in the movement so deep as to render impossible any

cooperation between its two principal wings. It was because of this clearcut

OPPOSITION TO THE VIETNAM WAR

70

contrast that Lynn Arnold could write in 1973 that 'South Australia for no
apparent reason highlighted the arguments that developed in aims and methods in
the anti -war movement [in Australia]'.34 But moderates and radicals in South
Australia cannot simply be linked to counterparts in other states. The CPV was
unique. Nowhere in the Australian peace movement was there a group so moderate
in aim, so cautious in method. So, too, was the VMC in South Australia. VMC
groups elsewhere were wary of so strong an emphasis on opposing US imperialism
and supporting the revolutionary forces in South Vietnam and were aghast at the

South Australian group's hostility to the Labor Party and its indifference to
building a broad front against the war. One can only speculate as to why these two
irreconcilable groups should have formed in one state alone, and why reformist and
revolutionary could cooperate in other states but not in South Australia. Perhaps
the root cause of the way in which the movement in South Australia developed has
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already been mentioned, that is, the political inexperience of its founders. The
events leading up to and on 18 September 1970 quite obviously had a profound
effect on those who participated in them. For many they demonstrated that the

movement which challenged one of that system's fundamental policies. But these

were lessons both sides were learning for the first time. What is perhaps most
remarkable about the South Australian experience is that the movement was
founded and operated by a group of political novices yet it achieved a success which

won it the envy and admiration of longstanding activists throughout Australia.
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exclusively with the preparation of early childhood specialists. The colleges were
attached to voluntary philanthropic- interventionist child welfare organisations
and were thereby independent of state educational departments, universities, or

THE ADELAIDE KINDERGARTEN TEACHERS
COLLEGE, 1907 -1974

other, larger training institutions.
The historical development of the Kindergarten Teachers College in Adelaide

CHRISTOPHER DOWD

may, for purposes of convenience, be divided neatly into two broad phases, each of
about thirty -three years in duration, with the year 1940 as the dividing line. The
first of these phases may be termed 'the era of Lillian de Lissa'. It was Lillian de

Lissa, the foundation Principal of the College, who persuaded the Kindergarten
Union to sponsor a training class as an experimental approach to the problem of

According to one English historian of education, writing around 1950, 'The
most important problem in education throughout the last one hundred years has
been the supply of enough good teachers'. Without this fundamental prerequisite

finding enough qualified teachers. The class was deemed to have been successful by
1909 when the College took its place as a formal, accepted part of the operations of

the rest of the educational structure is more or less useless) These issues of quantity
and quality in the supply of teaching personnel were confronted at the very outset
of its existence early in the century by the Kindergarten Union of South Australia, a
voluntary welfare organisation which combined reformist humanitarianism with
social intervention to provide kindergarten education along progressive lines in
response to what it claimed was the problem of young children growing up in the
residential districts of the working -class poor in Adelaide.
The Kindergarten Union early realised that it could neither expand nor offer a
worthwhile educational service without some kind of scheme to secure a reliable
supply of professionally prepared teachers with which to staff the kindergartens
organised by the Union. Inspired by the experience of its counterparts overseas, the
voluntarist kindergarten movement in Adelaide as well as throughout Australia
regarded the careful training of teachers as a necessary part of its strategy from the
beginning. This appreciation was in sharp contrast to the primary and secondary

the Union.
When the whole question was thrown open again in 1910 by an attempt of the

state Education Department to have the training of kindergarten teachers
transferred to its own teacher - training section, it was de Lissa who, in the context of

a furious dispute which erupted over the issue, convinced the membership of the
Union of her claims that departmental attitudes towards the education of young
children and the training of teachers were defective and that the administration of
the kindergartens and the preparation of the personnel to teach in them should be
controlled by a single authority. This dispute was a milestone in the history of

teacher education in South Australia. It ensured that for over sixty years the
preparation of kindergarten teachers was carried out by a voluntary organisation
instead of the state.

It was de Lissa who was instrumental in finally arranging reliable and
satisfactory accommodation for the College. She was also wholly responsible for

levels of education where, under the official educational systems of colonial

the College's educational outlook. In many ways, the early College was the
personal achievement of the inspiring, tenacious de Lissa.
Her Principalship covered the first ten years only of 'the era of Lillian de Lissa',
but the influence of her personality and approach, which were firmly imprinted on
the College by the time of her departure in 1917, continued powerfully throughout

Australia, the provision of adequate teacher- training facilities lagged badly behind

the provision of the sch000ls themselves. A report published by the Australian
College of Education noted that
A rare example of provision for teachers following closely rather than belatedly the
recognised need for teachers is the training of teachers to work with the very young
children...Enthusiasm and practical considerations combined to ensure that in Australia
appropriate training was introduced at the outset, albeit on a limited scale.2

the long joint term of office of her successors, Amy Burgess and Dorothy King. The

College was almost static in the 1920s and 1930s although an important
educational innovation took place in 1925 when the length of the diploma course
was extended from two to three years. Burgess and King devoted their efforts to the
preservation of de Lissa's achievements in the face of financial privation, which
became acute in the general economic crisis of the 1930s.
The second of the College's phases of development may be called 'the era of
change and growth', for these two factors were a constant feature of the life of the
College throughout the years from the end of the 1930s to the early 1970s. The first
half of the College's history had seen three approaches to the leadership: de Lissa,
Burgess, and King. The second half saw seven: the Principals, Hazel Harrison,
Anne Addison, Margaret Roberts, and Betty Davis, and the acting Principals who
directed the College for significant periods of time, Kathleen Mellor, Dorothy
Grant, and Helen Paul. Addison and Roberts were both imported from England.
In this phase there was accelerating expansion in student enrolments, academic
and general staff numbers, accommodation, and facilities, and several important

The promoters of progressive kindergarten education were convinced with the
English kindergarten teacher trainer, Margaret Hodge, who came to Australia in
1897, that 'the future fate of the Kindergarten system must depend wholly upon the
qualifications of the Kindergarten teachers'.'

The South Australian Kindergarten Union addressed itself to the problem of

teacher education and supply almost immediately and launched a training
programme at the start of 1907, only one and a half years after the establishment of
the Union itself. The resultant Adelaide Kindergarten Teachers College became
part of an Australia -wide pattern of small teachers colleges which were concerned
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shifts of emphasis in the College's outlook on early childhood education and in the
philosophy, structure, and organisation of the curriculum.
The single most important factor determining the character of the Kindergarten
Teachers College was the relationship with the Kindergarten Union. The College

was created and controlled by the Union as an instrument of policy on the

preparation and supply of teachers. The administration of the College, exercised
primarily by the Principal and the College Council (whose functions were
discharged by the Education Committee between 1911 and 1951), was immediately
accountable to the governing organ of the Union, the Executive Committee and
later the Board of Management, which set the educational and material limits of the
teacher - training branch. The basic nature of the College as a small specialist early
childhood institution was a function of its association with the Union.

The relationship between the Union and the College was remarkably

harmonious across almost seventy years. Disagreements, especially of a violent
kind, over policy and priorities between the training branch and the management
and other sections of the Union were rare. The fracas of 1910 was a dispute about
the College, not between the College and the Union, at least not in simple terms, for

many members of the College Council and influential members of the lecturing
staff agreed with the state Director of Education, Alfred Williams, and the
Executive Committee majority that the preparation of kindergarten teachers ought
to be placed in the hands of the Education Department.
The absence of discord in the first forty years of the existence of the Union is
explained largely by the fact that the day -to -day control of educational policy as it
affected both the training of teachers and the administration of the kindergartens
was vested in the one person, the Principal of the College who doubled as General
Director of the Union. (Under the system of shared authority which obtained from
1917 to 1938 there were two Principals who also functioned as General Directors).
The only serious breakdown of co- operation between the College and the Union,
which occurred in the early 1950s, was precipitated by the necessary but careless
division of the immediate control of the kindergartens from that of the College in
1945. After almost forty years as the educational heart of the Union, the College was
overshadowed by the newly- created office of Pre- School Adviser. The crisis of the

early 1950s involved the loss of a dynamic and innovative, albeit disputatious
Principal, Anne Addison, but it was the means by which the College reasserted
itself in relation to the other sections of the Union.
The reconstitution of the College Council in 1952 strengthened the identity of
the College. The Council helped the College to champion more vigorously its
interests, financial and otherwise, within the wider organisation of the Union. It is
worthy of note that men played a very prominent role on the College Council,
compared with most of the other standing committees of the Union, which often
had a largely female membership. With two exceptions, all of the Chairmen of the
College Council (which includes, for the purposes of this argument, the Education
Committee) were men. For reasons which presumably lay in psychology and
accepted patterns of social interaction between men and women before the rise of
the 'women's movement' in the 1970s, the Chairmen of the Council generally
found that the entrenched, influential, and strong- minded women, who otherwise
dominated the affairs of the Union at the executive and administrative levels, could
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easily be persuaded to accept the Council viewpoint in the event of a difference of

opinion.
A further explanation of the generally harmonious relationship between the
Kindergarten Union and its Teachers College is that the management of the Union
always allowed the College a wide latitude in matters of internal educational
policy. The Union never presented the College with a formal charter or schema for
teacher education. The provision of practitioners competently and appropriately
prepared for the work to be carried out in a kindergarten was the limit of the
Union's utilitarian expectation of its training branch. The translation of this
expectation into reality and the definition of terms was largely left to the College,
which thus processed its own student applications, determined its entrance
standards, selected its staff, and designed its courses. The autonomy which the
Kindergarten Teachers College received in 1974, when as Kingston College of
Advanced Education it was transferred from the control of the Kindergarten Union

to that of the Board of Advanced Education, was not as momentous a step,
educationally and administratively, for this College as it had been for the
Education Department's colleges because the former already enjoyed a high degree
of independence under the auspices of the Union. The Kindergarten College had
had a College Council since 1909 whereas the departmental colleges received
councils only at the time of becoming colleges of advanced education.

With plenty of room in which to manoeuvre at the level of curriculum
philosophy and strategy, the College provided an education which was not forced
to conform to bureaucratic stereotypes. The College was generally receptive to
changes of direction in early childhood education when they were manifested in
Australia and had wide scope for innovation and experimentation. In Adelaide, as
elsewhere in Australia, the philosophy of kindergarten teacher preparation 'has
been marked by continuing re- examination and modification to incorporate new
ideas and adapt to changing conditions'.4
At its inception the College embraced the philosophy of Froebel as modernised

by Dewey and other educational reformers, which held that early childhood
education must take for its basis the nature of the young child in society and not any
extraneous considerations. Froebelian principles were later modified by an evergrowing body of new knowledge about early childhood. After her return from an
overseas study tour in 1914 -15, de Lissa introduced important Montessorian tenets,

most notably greater emphases on freedom, individual development, and
intellectual and sensory training, and these were dominant in the 1920s and 1930s.

The nursery school movement provoked sweeping change in the College's
leadership and philosophy at the end of the 1930s and in the early 1940s. Originated

by the McMillan sisters and given a more solid scientific foundation by Gesell,
Isaacs, and others, nursery education stressed the physical welfare of young
children and the necessity of understanding their growth patterns as well as the
importance of involving their parents in the educational process. In the early 1950s
the College's programme reflected the concern for the social and emotional well, being of young children expressed by researchers such as Bowlby. Later in the same
decade and especially in the 1960s, under the influence of the findings of Piaget and
his followers, the importance of cognitive development in early childhood and of
the relationship of the pre- school years to education as a whole was increasingly
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recognised. In its expositions on Montessori in the 1920s and Piaget in the 1950s the

Kindergarten Teachers College in Adelaide was a leader of Australian teacher
education generally.

The broad philosophy of the College was based on the proposition that

education should be child - centred rather than curriculum- centred. The necessity of
understanding and catering for the all -round individual needs of the growing child
was the underlying approach throughout. De Lissa underlined the importance of
child study and this was amplified by Montessorian influences and, later still, was

further reinforced by the child development substratum of the nursery school
movement. Human development studies occupied a central position in the
curriculum of the Kindergarten Teachers College which set it apart from the
departmental colleges. The College paid considerable attention to equipping its
students with child study and observation techniques.
The College was initiated as a centre for the study of the three -to -six year -old

child, but it early came to an appreciation of the need to set the pre - school years in
the context of the years before and immediately of ter. In 1912 junior primary studies
focusing on the child of seven and eight years of age were introduced. Beginning in
1939 consideration was given to the post -natal years. The kindergartens were
already admitting children of two years or even younger. In 1945 the College

withdrew from the junior primary field although theoretical studies and

observations at this level (but not practical experience) were revived in the early
1950s. The normal kindergarten admission age drifted back to three but the College
continued to arrange for the students to study and have experience of babies and
nursery -age children. In 1969 junior primary teaching practice became available
again and by that time the College regarded itself as specialising in the period from
birth to eight with the emphasis on the pre school years, three to six.
Teacher education was viewed by the College as a combination of professional
education, preparing students in areas deemed to be of vital importance to those
who wished to become members of the teaching profession specialising in early
childhood, and general education, providing programmes of liberal studies and
opportunities for personal development and creativity to extend the students'
awareness beyond the confines of a single profession. The dichotomy between the
cultural and intellectual development of the student teacher, on the one hand, and
the transmission of 'technical' classroom skills, on the other, has been a perennial
issue in teacher preparation circles and was an especially lively one in South
Australia around the time of the foundation of the Kindergarten Teachers College.
The continuation of the students' general education, running parallel with the
professional studies, always formed part of the College's strategy, beginning with
de Lissa's belief that kindergarten teachers should be imbued with culture and
taught how to think for themselves, that they should have a background of wide
general reading, and that character formation was an essential part of teacher

training. At the same time, until the 1940s, there was in practice a heavy

preponderance of professional over general education. This was the dimension of

the educational life of the College which bore most strongly the mark of the
connection with the Kindergarten Union, which, as the employing authority, was
primarily interested in graduates as competent kindergarten practitioners. The
students spent two - thirds of their committed time on teaching practice, five
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mornings a week each week of term. The remaining one- third, which was given
over to theoretical studies, was largely taken up with early childhood education,
psychology, and other professional subjects. Even in the sector of general academic
and cultural studies some of the subjects, such as music, art, crafts, nature study,
and biology, had a pronounced professional bias.
Financial factors explain this subordination of general education. Because the

Union could seldom afford to employ more than one graduate teacher in a
kindergarten and because it was initially opposed to the use of untrained

volunteers, it looked to the students' teaching practice sessions to supplement the
staffing of the kindergartens. Even in the 1930s, when the Union was reluctantly
compelled to deploy volunteers, the students continued to be necessary for the
minimally adequate staffing of some kindergartens. Lack of finance meant further
that the Union was able to employ full -time lecturers for the professional studies
only. The conduct of academic and cultural courses was reliant on visiting, part time, and sometimes honorary lecturers who were usually unavailable to students
outside class hours. Under a system starved of funds for a more leisurely and
commodious approach to teacher education, the narrowly professional focus of the
curriculum was a reflection of the urgencies of the Kindergarten Union and the

interests and priorities of the early childhood specialists who dominated the
College and who tended to have had little contact with the wider educational
world. It is, moreover, doubtful if the Intermediate Certificate, the highest
educational standard prescribed for entry to the College in the first half of its
history, endowed the students with scholarly attitudes and habits. For these reasons

the character of the College until the 1940s was more that of a post - secondary
vocational training school than that of a tertiary educational institution in the
accepted sense.
One of the most significant lines of development in the second half of the history

of the College was the increasing attention given to the continuing general
education of the students, gradually at first but accelerating in the 1960s and early
1970s. In the 1940s Harrison rearranged the curriculum so that slightly less time
was spent on teaching practice and more time was available for private study in the
library. In 1944 the Australian Association for Pre - School Child Development
(A.A.P.S.C.D.)
a national federation of the state kindergarten organisations
formed in 1938
condemned the practice of kindergarten organisations using

their students' teaching practice sessions as a means of buttressing staffing
arrangements. Under the impetus of policies initiated by Addison and sustained
vigorously by Roberts and Davis, the status of the College as a tertiary educational
institution was progressively heightened. Teaching practice experience was
reorganised along block lines so that the theoretical sector of the curriculum was no
longer dominated throughout term by the practical. At the end of the 1960s the
number of blocks was reduced from three to two per year. Other important factors
were the reallocation of lecture timetable space from professional to academic and

cultural subjects, whose value lay mainly in the personal enrichment of the

students rather than necessarily in any direct use for later teaching, the
introduction of greater variety and flexibility into the range of academic and
cultural subjects, the elevation of the educational entrance standard from
Intermediate to Matriculation subjects, the utilisation of study groups, tutorials,
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and seminars, a much more extensive deployment of full -time lecturers in general
as well as professional areas, and a growing academic professionalism generally,
stimulated in the first instance by the English Principals, Addison and Roberts.
The small size of student populations and the academic establishment gave a

number of educational strengths to the College. It made for solidarity and
cohesion, a strong sense of community, and a good quality of human relationships.

In this atmosphere fruitful interaction across discipline lines flourished among
staff and students, especially in the later years when there were more full -time

lecturers and a greater range of subjects. The various components of the
curriculum, professional and general, theoretical and practical, were carefully
interrelated. Furthermore, the College maintained the policy that the individual
was important, even in its last years when enrolments expanded considerably.
Lecturers endeavoured to identify and respond to the particular needs of each
student. The College thus practised with its own students what it claimed was of
vital importance in the education of young children, the recognition of individual
capacity, in the hope that it would be practised, in turn, by the students when they
started teaching. This high quality of individual attention was not achieved
without sustained effort because, although students numbers were small, so, too,
were staff numbers.
On the other hand, the smallness of the College reinforced another aspect of the
institution which was less desirable. This was the isolation of the College from the

mainstream of tertiary education. The prospects for continuous and mutually beneficial interaction between the Kindergarten Teachers College and other
spheres of higher education in South Australia, indicated by the close involvement

of the Director of Education, the Principal of the Education Department's
Training College, and professors of the University of Adelaide with the
Kindergarten Union in its earliest years, were largely destroyed by the

i't
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departmental teachers colleges, especially in the interests of better liaison between

pre - school and junior primary education. Under Davis there was a greater
involvement of the College in professional associations and she encouraged her
early childhood specialist staff to take more interest in education at the broad level.

Notwithstanding this trend, the Kindergarten Union informed the Karmel
Committee of Enquiry into Education in 1969 that there was still a tendency for its
Teachers College to work in isolation.
Responsibility for this situation lay on both sides of the fence. While sound in
their own sphere, early childhood professionals tended to be defensive in the face of
outside criticism and they sometimes lacked the confidence to present an articulate
justification in academic terms for what they were trying to do. They also tended to

be suspicious of the Education Department. On the other hand, the wider
educational world as well as the general community was often dismissive of the
education of young children, an attitude which plagued the Kindergarten Union
and the Kindergarten Teachers College from the beginning. Items about early
childhood education in the local press were almost invariably consigned to the
women's pages which often showed greater zeal for reporting the fashions seen at

Kindergarten Union gatherings than commenting on the educational issues
involved. Because kindergarten education was viewed only as organised play and
play itself was seen as having little to do with the 'real world', where 'work' was
more respectable, any organisation or institution with the word 'kindergarten' in
its title was automatically assumed to be concerned with the essentially trivial. The
status of the teacher was highest at secondary level when dealing with near - adults
and it declined with the age of the children taught until it reached its lowest point
in the pre - school sector. The isolation of the Kindergarten Teachers College from

the other sectors of tertiary education was part and parcel of the isolation of
voluntarist pre - school education generally from the state education system.

recriminations of the crisis of 1910. Thereafter, the connections with the 'outside'
educational world were tenuous for 40 years. They were individual rather than

Especially after the formation of the A.A.P.S.C.D. the College enjoyed much closer
co- operation with pre - school teachers colleges in other states, with which it had

institutional in nature with a few people involved in education and other

many parallel characteristics, policies, and problems, than with other South
Australian tertiary institutions.

professions coming to the College as visiting lecturers or as members of the College
Council or Education Committee. Moreover, the College's contacts were more with

independent secondary education than the state system or the University. Even
then, the traffic tended to be one way. The Principals of the College seldom
ventured into other spheres of education, whether as speakers or visiting lecturers at

other institutions or as members of councils, educational bodies, or professional
associations. Contact with the Education Department was minimal, consisting
mainly in the Union's annual requests for financial assistance. An attempt at co-

operation between the Kindergarten Teachers College and the Department's
Adelaide Teachers College in the early 1940s was not successful. Poor
communication with the Education Department contributed to the situation
whereby the Kindergarten College's diploma was never accorded full departmental
recognition.

The first Principal to make a concerted effort to break down some of these
barriers was Addison who in the early 1950s forged contacts with educational
bodies and movements outside the pre - school sector. Roberts and Davis worked
hard to achieve improved relations with the Education Department, including the

The Kindergarten Teachers College was in many ways the product of the fragile

financial system by which it was supported. Finance was the major area of
intervention by the Kindergarten Union in the affairs of the College, which, as was
pointed out earlier, otherwise had a substantial measure of self government. The
Union itself depended for survival on membership subscriptions, large donations

from the rich (in the early years only), voluntary fund raising by the central

administration and local kindergarten committees, and the annual state
government grant. The largest source of revenue was the voluntary funds before

1950 and the state grant afterwards. Throughout, the Union's income was
inadequate relative to the comfortable discharge of the responsibilities assumed.

The organisation stretched every resource to the last in a constant battle to
maintain and extend its service.
The financial factor played a strong role in shaping the relationship between the
Union and its teacher - training division. It caused the Union to hesitate before

entering the training field in the first place. It explains why the Executive
Committee moved so quickly to bring the College Council under its jurisdiction in
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1909 when the latter body came into existence. It made Alfred Williams' proposal in

1910 to remove the training of kindergarten personnel to the Education
Department attractive to many of the Union's leading members. Finally, it induced
the Union to release the College to the public sector without demur in 1974. In the
years in between it ensured that expenditure on the College was kept under very
tight control by the Union's managerial committees.
In the first twenty -five years the College was almost self- supporting, being
maintained at different times and in different combinations by tuition fees, hostel
boarding fees, miscellaneous student charges, and rent from a school for children
which operated from the College premises. The first ten years of the history of the
Union were dominated by the issue of the College, whether or not to establish and

then retain it and how to maintain it in some dignity. Having finally opted to
retain the College at the end of 1910, having secured permanent and satisfactory
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spacious, modern buildings designed specifically for the function of teacher
education. These buildings were made possible by a special grant from the federal
government. Similarly, facili ties in the form of library books, teaching aids, art and
craft materials, science equipment, and so on were always in very short supply until
the more ample provision of the early 1970s.

An indispensable factor in the maintenance of the scale of operations at the
Kindergarten Teachers College throughout its existence was the personal
dedication, even self - denial of staff and students who were prepared to accept low
salaries and allowances (or none at all in the case of the student allowances) and to
work in a cramped and in other ways deficient physical environment for the sake of

the 'cause'. The charitable content of the early South Australian kindergarten
movement remained significant in buttressing the weak financial superstructure of

kindergarten teacher preparation even in the period after the second world war

accommodation for it in 1915, and having consolidated the staffing situation with
the Co- Principalship system of leadership in 1917, the Union turned its attention
to its primary raison d'être, the establishment of kindergartens, and more or less left
the College to its own devices. It was the achievement of Burgess and King to
maintain the College under these circumstances without cutbacks in the operation.
The 1930s depression put an end to the training branch's economic self - reliance
and made direct payments from the Kindergarten Union more important. Af ter the
second world war the College's financial dependence on the Union was ultimately
a dependence on the state government which became the Union's largest source of
income.

when the movement as a whole was no longer philanthropic in its social

As part of a wider organisation whose financial affairs were in an almost

situation changed suddenly from the early 1940s onwards. Social pressures arising
from the war, demographic and women's employment trends, the publication of
research and the waning of misconceptions about early childhood, and changes in
broad social attitudes and expectations triggered an enormous upsurge in demand
for early childhood education services from all strata of society. The Kindergarten
Union was taken by surprise as the impetus for pre school provision passed to the
community at large. The financial involvement of governments in this sector of
education increased.

permanent state of emergency, the College was administered under extremely lean

and abstemious conditions. Lack of money imposed severe restrictions on
development at the level of student and staff numbers, accommodation, and
facilities. Without an adequate scheme of financial assistance for teachers -intraining, the enrolment of students passed the 100 mark only in 1970. Moreover,
because of the money outlay that was needed to attend the College, the student
population was unrepresentative of the wider South Australian population, being
drawn mainly from the more affluent sections of society.
Until 1951 the only full -time members of staff were the Principals, which meant
that at any one time before that year there was only one full -time lecturer, or two
during the.Co- Principalship. Thereafter, poor pre- school academic salaries and
lack of post graduate study opportunities ensured that the number of such lecturers
grew only slowly.
For much of its history the College was housed in accommodation that was
rented (Franklin Street and East Terrace, Adelaide), improvised (Jeffcott Street and
Archer S treet, North Adelaide), and adapted from some other use (Palmer Place and
Childers Street, North Adelaide). Secure premises at 95 Palmer Place were received
in 1915 only as a gift from one of the Union's major benefactors. The Palmer Place
house provided an adequate abode for the next twenty -five years but came under
mounting pressure from student numbers in the 1940s and 1950s. The erection of
the Doris Beeston Memorial Building and the purchase of 92 Palmer Place only
delayed the College's move to larger buildings, at Childers Street in 1961, which

were rapidly outgrown. It was not until 1972 that the College finally received

application.
Eventually, these problems interfered seriously with the College's fundamental
purpose of supplying the Kindergarten Union with a sufficient flow of fully qualified teaching personnel. There was little 'consumer' demand for kindergarten
education in South Australia before the second world war. By 1940 the Union had
marshalled its meagre resources to place only ten kindergartens in impoverished
working -class districts of Adelaide. Under these circumstances the College, while
modest in the scale of its operations, was an efficient producer of teachers. Indeed,

the supply of kindergarten teachers usually exceeded Union demand. This

The widespread demand for kindergartens, which characterised the whole
period after the second world war but which was especially explosive in the
immediate post -war years and in the late 1960s and early 1970s, precipitated, in

turn, a massive increase in demand for kindergarten teachers which at once
outstripped the capacity of the Kindergarten Teachers College to supply them. The
number of kindergartens under the supervision of the Union multiplied ten -fold in
the first ten years after the war but the College's output of graduates in the same
period was hardly different from what it had been in the pre -war years. As has

already been stated, the smallness of the College carried several educational
advantages a highly developed individual approach to teacher preparation, ease
of interdisciplinary interaction, and a strong sense of community but in the post-

war years it also dictated an alarming under supply of teachers in pre - school
education.
The substantial growth of the College in the 1960s and early 1970s was not able to

match the even more substantial growth in kindergarten provision. The
Kindergarten Union, as a voluntarist organisation supported partly by uncertain
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fund - raising in the community but mainly by an insufficient state government
grant, lacked the financial resources to develop the student enrolment and the
academic establishment of the College to a point where the shortage of qualified
kindergarten staff could be overcome. In the 1960s, after 60 years of effort on the part

of the College, two- thirds of the Union's teaching personnel lacked a full and
appropriate professional preparation for the work they were doing.
It was recognised that the scale of the pre - school teacher - training operation
required to rectify this state of affairs was such that only governments had the
resources to achieve it. This was the line of reasoning that led to the decision,
implemented in 1974, to relieve the Kindergarten Union of responsibility for the
College and to convert the latter into an autonomous college of advanced education
financed entirely by public funds, both state and federal. This decision, which
entailed the end of an era in the transformation of the College, was supported by
changes in ideas about what was desirable in the status and control of teacher
education generally.
What, finally, can be said of the quality of the College's product? This is not an

easy question to answer, given the long time span being dealt with, the shifts in
emphasis in teacher training within that span, the changing standards, and the
consequent difficulty of identifying generally applicable criteria. The
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the two- and later three -year diploma. The College which the Kindergarten Union
handed over to the community in 1974 had grown from an initial enrolment of
eleven students who followed a fixed, standard curriculum which was taught by

one full -time and one part -time lecturer in an old, dampness - infested cottage for an
outlay of approximately £75, to an enrolment of almost 200 students who studied a
diverse, flexible curriculum taught by twenty lecturers irr a modern complex of
buildings and facilities at a cost of $360,000. Much of this growth occurred as a rush

in the final ten years or so, stimulated by a rapidly rising level of government
funding.

The College established itself as the South Australian centre for knowledge and

experience in education for the childhood years up to eight. It had clear -cut,

carefully considered goals and tried to move towards them as fast as possible within
the limits of the available resources. Its life and work were integrated with the wider
community, whose educational needs at the early childhood level it endeavoured to
anticipate and respond to. Ultimately, it can be said that the Kindergarten Teachers
College, irrespective of its achievements and failures, its strengths and weaknesses,
demonstrated a serious, sincere, and well- informed concern for the young children
of South Australia and their families.5

Kindergarten Union seems never to have carried out an investigation into how well
or badly its teachers were performing in the field, at least not before autonomywas
conferred on the training branch in 1974. The absence of any such investigation is
perhaps an indication that the general performance was deemed satisfactory. The

consensus of opinion among many lecturing staff and graduates who took up
kindergarten appointments was that the College experience instilled a sense of
professionalism in the students, leading them to see that teaching was above all a
profession and that high standards of professional conduct were necessary if a
viable pre - school educational service was to be offered. Those closely involved with
the diploma course believed that, by and large, it succeeded in its aim of preparing
the pre - school student teacher for a professional role, in relation to parents, other

specialists, and the general community as well as the children themselves, by
providing her with a sound and sensitive understanding of the development and
needs of individual children and the organisation of education suited to these
needs. The training generally produced enthusiastic, confident, and committed
teachers who were well- equipped with comprehensive, professional expertise and
skills for kindergarten work.
How to measure the success of the ongoing general education component of the
College's programme is an even more problematical question than the assessment
of the professional component. All that can safely be said is that from the beginning
the College recognised that the development of the student teacher as a cultured

person with broad horizons should proceed parallel to the professional training.
Overshadowed by the professional component in the first half of the career of the
College, the general component received more prominence in the second half and
this trend advanced rapidly in, say, the last ten years before autonomy.
Over the sixty -seven years of its existence almost 1,000 students attended the
Adelaide Kindergarten Teachers College. Of these, approximately 850 successfully
completed their courses of study of various types. The great majority of them took

Footnotes
1. A. D. C. Petersen, A Hundred Years of Education (London, 1952), p. 221.
2. Teachers in Australian Schools, Report of the Australian College of Education, 1965,

p. 118.
3. Quoted in M. L. Walker, 'The Development of Kindergartens in Australia' (M.Ed. thesis,
University of Sydney, 1964), p. 183.
4. M. L. Walker, 'Training Kindergarten and Nursery School Teachers in Australia', The
Forum of Education, vol. XXIV, no. 1, March 1965, p. 32.
5. This article is based on the concluding chapter of theauthor's 'The Adelaide Kindergarten
Teachers College: A History of the Teacher - Training Operation of the Kindergarten
Union of South Australia, 1907 -1974' (M.A. thesis, Flinders University of South Australia,
1981). References have been confined to quotations. For full documentation, see the thesis.

BRIAN DICKEY
85

CARE FOR DEPENDENT CHILDREN IN
SOUTH AUSTRALIA IN 1888

boys and 65 girls who were re- admitted. In the following financial
year the total
numbers rose to 283.2

Carefully analytic in these early years of their responsibilities, the Council
recorded the religious affiliations of their new charges as follows
Table 1: Religious affiliations of State Children
admitted in 1888 and 1889

BRIAN DICKEY

Emily Miles, aged fourteen and a half, was admitted to the South Australian
government Industrial School at Magill (on the eastern outskirts of Adelaide) on 3
January 1888. She came from Petersburg, the northern supply depot town soon to

receive a boost as the base for the journey to and from Broken Hill. Her father
Charles ( ?Charlie surely) had deserted her mother, whose only attribute in the
records was not her Christian name, but her drunkard's state. Emily had previously
been admitted to Magill under the terms of the State Children's Act (no. 387 of 1886)
in 1887, and been licensed for service till she was sixteen. But she had been sent back
because of her misconduct, and now by order of the Executive Council her period of
wardship as a State Child was extended to her eighteenth birthday, presumably in

the hope that her behaviour might be remedied and stabilised in the remaining
three and a half years. She stayed three months in the large institutional barracks of
the school, which nestled into the hills not far from the Penfold family vineyards:

her new foster parents received her on 9 April 1888. They lived in Park Road,
Kensington Park.
This paper is a companion piece to 'Dependence in South Australia 1888: The
Destitute Board and Its Clients'.' Like it, this paper aims to present some examples
of the reality of life in 1888 for a segment of the colonial Australian community
which is sometimes ignored in the grand sweeps of historical narration. The lives
of the dependent, the weakest and most vulnerable in the community of colonial
capitalist Australia, are obscure, their voices weak. But they are worth listening to
just as members of the society nonetheless. Moreover, since mostly they were so
socially dependent the only records surviving are about what was done to them, the
evidence casts light on the values of the people providing this support, gives some
reality to the notions which informed the leadership they exercised in 1888.

The sources which provide the case histories in this paper are the Admission
Registers and Boarding Out Registers of the State Children's Council, which are
located in the South Australian Archives, GRG 27/9/3 and 27/5/4 -5. Once again I
must acknowledge the assistance of Mrs Elizabeth Bleby in gathering this data and
the Flinders University Research Committee for the funds.
Emily was one of 221 children admitted to the Industrial School during 1888
under the various clauses of the State Children's Act. Not all were first admissions.
Indeed, the State Children's Council report for 1887 -8 reported that in the financial
year to 30 June 1888, only 59 boys and 50 girls were newly admitted, along with 63

Church of England
Roman Catholic
Wesleyan

Congregational
Presbyterian
Lutheran
Primitive Methodist
Baptist
Bible Christian
'Protestant'
Salvation Army

1887 -8

1888 -9

32
35

65
25

11

10
9

3

9

9

5
3

2
0
5

4
1

4

13

7
1

Source: SCC Admission Registers

These numbers were in proportions reflecting both the diversity of protestant
affiliation in the colony and the nominal character of many of those affiliations;
especially in the largest denomination, the Church of England.
The clauses of the Act governing admission as State Children gave the magistrate
and the officials a wide range. They could be committed because they
were:

Table 2: Grounds for admission of State Children in SA, 1888 and 1889
1887 -8

Without sufficient means of subsistence
Neglected
Destitute
Having no home
Stealing
Residing in a brothel
Residing in a reputed brothel
Surrendered by parent
Uncontrollable
Admitted temporarily
Using indecent language
Not lawfully on premises

11

27

15

18

46

34

34

2

8

3

4

2

4
15
3

Source: SCC Admission Registers

5
28
2

1

109
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1888 -9

153
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While moral danger clearly had its place in the experience of the children and the
perceptions of the Council, the two major causes of admission were first, poverty,
and then, second, a deliberate decision by the parent to surrender the child, either

temporarily or permanently, in order to increase the survival chances of both
parent and child.
In terms of parental situation, the lists given by the Council are long middle -class
reviews of the problems and failures of the lower orders of the colony. Some parents

were 'respectable' or 'poor and honest', others were 'in a lunatic asylum'. The
largest group of descriptions referred to the desertion by the father to places
known or unknown. In some cases the mothers were listed as "disreputable', 'a
prostitute' (stepfather 'worthless drunkard'), or 'intemperate'. In only one case (in
1888 -9) were both parents dead. Then there were illegitimate children 15 per cent
in 1887 -8, 13 per cent in 1888 -9 where, in addition, the parents were disreputable,

deserted, in hospital, or otherwise unable to care for the children.
Most children were admitted aged from eight to eleven years, but there was also a
noticeable bulge of very young children: nineteen under three in 1887 -8, twenty one
the following year. For example, Ellen Burgess was 20 months old when she was

admitted on 7 January 1888 as a destitute child. Her unmarried mother Hannah
was concurrently admitted to the Destitute Board's Lying -in Home on Kintore
Avenue to give birth to another child. Little Ellen was promptly 'adopted on
subsidy' on 9 January by Harriet Smith, a widow living in the city of Adelaide.
By contrast, and pointing to a much greater sense of cooperation between agency
and client, Thomas Plint was 12% when he was surrendered again on 16 January
1888 after a visit with his uncle at Smithfield. His grandmother was probably
caring for him, while his mother now lived with another man at Oaklands. So he
was sent to visit another aunt, at Woodside, who subsequently accepted foster care
responsibility on the full subsidy of 5/- a week but only for the rest of the year.
When he was thirteen, young Thomas would have to fend for himself as an adult
member of the working classes.
The network of services available for the care of these children was wider than
just the Industrial School at Magill. Not only was foster care or boarding out now
twenty years old in South Australia, but so was the work of the Roman Catholic
Refuge for Women established by Mary McKillop. Alice McNally's (4;i) unmarried
mother had left Alice's 18 month -old sister at the Refuge. Alice was boarded out

with subsidy to a Roman Catholic widow at Macclesfield.
Similarly, Bertha Martin, also four years old, was taken in care as a neglected
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he was to be licensed out for the remainder of his period of supervision, till he was
sixteen to the care of his widowed mother, who kept a store in Norman Street, City,

a lane in the southwest quarter. Presumably the Council judged that Henry had
been reformed, and could now be trusted, subject to the retention of the state's
power to intervene if there was a relapse. The records do not suggest it.
Family groups were not necessarily broken up, though the larger the group
admitted, the more difficult it became for the administrators to avoid this step. The
Ferguson children, Myrtle (6%) Grace (4%) and James (l'i) were admitted on 13
February, probably being delivered by their mother's father, John Schlate. Sadly,
Mrs Grace Ferguson had been admitted to the lunatic asylum, and a year later news
was received that their father James had been admitted to the Kew Lunatic Asylum
in Victoria. But the Council succeeded in finding them a home as a group, with a
widow of Childers Street, North Adelaide who was paid subsidy.
Charles Dunstan (born 30 July 1873) caused some trouble, as did many others. He
was admitted from Kooringa, on the Burra copper mine field, probably being sent
by his uncle and aunt, for his mother was dead and his father's whereabouts were
unknown. He had been placed with W. H. Dunn of Orroroo in 1884. This
placement was probably not the first. In October 1887 he was admitted to Adelaide
Hospital, but in December he absconded. Now in February 1888, after his arrest at
Burra, he was sentenced to supervision till he turned 16, and licensed for service

with a farmer at Kadina.
Sometimes it was lack of supervision, not finances, which mattered. Edith

Lawrence's mother was dead, and her father worked on the 'Perth line'
telegraph?
certainly not in Adelaide. The girl's grandmother at Bowden was
caring for her, but she was found to be 'uncontrollable'. Both father (6/ -) and
grandmother (2/6) were ordered to pay towards her maintenance. In April she was
sent to Adelaide Hospital, and then in May boarded out on subsidy till thirteen. Her

'pilfering habits' were recorded in 1891; she was retained as a servant under
supervision in 1893; her wages were reduced in 1896; and she was returned for
misconduct in 1897, six months before the final expiry of the Council's powers over
her.

The State Children's Council was also responsible for the Boy's and Girl's
Reformatories. The Fitzjames hulk housed the boys off Semaphore, the girls lived
in a portion of the buildings at Magill. They were all sent there under court order,
though transfers for good conduct to the Industrial School was at the discretion of
the Executive Council. The statistics were

child. She came from Tanunda. Her blacksmith father had disappeared, her

Table 3: Numbers in the Reformatories in South Australia,

mother was now dead. Since her religion was recorded as Evangelical Lutheran, it
is not surprising to find the same day as she was 'admitted' she was 'adopted' by
August C. F. Geyer of Tanunda. Adoption was not the serious twentieth century
event supervised by the Supreme Court involving total legal transfer of identity: it

meant simply that this State Child would be supported by the family without
subsidy, and that regular inspection might be waived by mutual agreement. The
child could still be reclaimed or returned, and was still under a court order in this
case till Bertha turned 18.
Henry Stephen's case seems a more promising experience for the child. He had

been sentenced to the Boys Reformatory Hulk, the Fitzjames, for theft and then
transferred to the Industrial School because of his good conduct on the hulk. Now

87

1888 and 1889
1887 -8

1888 -9

boys

girls

boys

girls

at 1 -7 -1887

61

new admissions
readmissions
from Industrial School
exits

22

20

23

14
13
5

49
30
12
6

99
6
35
27

at 30 -6 -1888

7

6
48
49

Source: SCC Admission Registers

34
20

40
57
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The Children's Council had more trouble with these cases than with those
admitted to the Industrial School. Some, especially those transferred from the
Industrial School, were being disciplined before boarding out, that their habits
might be more conformed to acceptable standards. Others however were clearly
placed in the reformatories as the only place 'in which they can be subjected to the
necessary discipline'. The Council recognised that this meant a serious mixing of
depraved (especially sexually), and innocent, children, but lacked the means for
further classification. They wanted a truants' school to deal with the

uncontrollable ones and they urged the courts, wherever possible, to order
supervision for the maximum time to sixteen or eighteen. As Dr Stirling put it in
his report for 1887 -8: The State has to act towards the children in loco parentis, and
to do this thoroughly, benefit to the child and the colony, it is absolutely necessary
that the State have complete control of all children, if not during minority, at least
until eighteen years of age.' (p. 5) This obsession with truant children in particular,

and with the need to intervene in the lives of working class children generally
persisted at least until World War II.s
Boarding out was by 1888 the principal long -term form of care for State Children

in South Australia. Promoted by Emily Clark in 1866 in response to a paper by
Frances Power Cobbe, experimented informally with by the Destitute Board in
1867 -8, taken up legally after 1872 but largely as a cost saving measure, boarding

out had been formally institutionalised after the enquiries of the Royal
Commission into the Destitute Persons Act (chaired by Sir Samuel Way CJ in 18835),4 under the supervision of the State Children's Council. The Council could place
out any State Child, that is any child brought under its supervision by a court order
for those reasons mentioned earlier destitution, neglect, crime, uncontrollability

and so on.
The children could be boarded -out with subsidy (up to five shillings a week) to
foster parents; they could be adopted, they could be placed without subsidy; they
could be licensed for service if over twelve years of age; placed with relatives,
including parents, or apprenticed to a trade.
The figures were:
Table 4: Children Boarded Out in South Australia
in 1888 and 1889

Placed out on subsidy
without subsidy
Licensed for service
Adopted
Situations, sentence expired
Apprenticed
To parents
To institutions
Absconded

Source: SCC Admission Registers

1887 -8

1888 -9

133
12
107
3

177
5
94
6
5

9
9

35
28

23

2

5

326

345

30
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Again the registers give personal details to those bare categories. James Doran,
sentenced at the age of eleven as uncontrollable, was an orphan who was adopted
with subsidy by a farmer at Sevenhill in the Clare- Auburn region. He attended the

Roman Catholic Sisters' School there. He was visited fourteen times between
August 1888 and January 1891, while the sisters sent seven reports on his progress.
When the subsidy expired on his thirteenth birthday he was licensed for service for
three years with Mr O'Connor of Gum Creek. He absconded a year later, and after
his apprehension a month later was sent to a farmer at Mt Gambier. He remained
there for a year, being visited six times, but was returned in March 1893 because of
'mutual dissatisfaction'. Again he was sent out to service, this time to a farmer at

Lower Broughton, where he worked until near his sixteenth birthday. He left
without permission, not to be heard of again by the State Children's Council.
Another boy, Thomas Millington, did have a concluding note on his ledger: 'in
good situation in NS Wales.' That came six years after his first experience of
boarding out at Langhorne's Creek. That was followed by a period of probation
in his mother's care. It ended with Tom absconding, to be followed by another
foster family, then misconduct, then back to his mother, now remarried. It was
three years later, in January 1894, that his time expired and his transformation was
complete.
Annie Thomas was even more troublesome. Daughter of a widowed smelter of
Wallaroo who later was drowned accidentally, she was first placed out at the age of
ten. In the next eight years she had, in all, eight separate foster parents and a stint

with her father. The first return was caused by her foster mother going into
hospital. The second was so she could live with her father, but that was found to be

unsuitable. Then absconding, misconduct and just 'unsuitability' took over at
roughly annual intervals, as she was moved from Golden Grove (near Adelaide) to
Saddleworth in the mid - North, to Coomooroo, Willochra, and back to Hyde Park
in the suburbs of Adelaide.
Little Billy Bourke was first placed out when he was 34. Five years later he was
returned as uncontrollable. Then, at Langhorne's Creek first a widow and then,
when she died, her daughter -in -law, cared for him with subsidy, until in 1896 at 13
he was returned because she could not afford to support him. It happened again in
1899, but this time he was sent to the Boys' Reformatory at Magill until his period
of supervision expired.

Eagerly the Council let on laudatory comments from schools and visitors: 'is
remarkable punctual', 'he is the cleanest and neatest boy in my school', and so on.
They listed the reports as 'good' (over 3000 in 1887 -8), fair (108), indifferent (33),
bad (13) and praised the system they conscientiously administered.
There is no doubt these middle -class children savers believed their arrangements
for the care of these children were preferable to the neglect, destitution and moral

danger from which they had come. Recent enquiry5 has challenged that
comfortable view: emphasising the disturbances, the breakup of biological family
ties, the significance of absconding, the coercion involved. There is also the whole
question of when 'neglect', 'destitution' and the rest really justified intervention. At

times there could be real conflict between working -class expectations for the
children and those held by the Children's Council. But it must be said that in the
large majority of cases, the steady progress of the children through school and

90

CARE FOR DEPENDENT CHILDREN

service culminated in their secure entry into adulthood, supported by regular
inspections, reports, state subsidy and above all genuine family care.

There were two Church of England homes for children in 1888, the Orphan

Home, Incorporated, and the Children's Home, Walkerville. The former had been
established by Mrs Julia Farr (wife of the Head Master of St Peter's College and later
Archdeacon) and others in 1861 in the disused German and British Hospital in
Carrington Street. Preference in this completely Anglican voluntary agency was
given to children actually without both parents. The girls were trained up to be
domestic servants, placed with and through the ladies of the organisingcommittee:
its small size
about 20 meant it ignored boys.
A similar small number of boys (ca. 20) were catered for by the home opened in

1886 by Archdeacon Dove, rector of Walkerville. Again, the admission and
placements were purely on a voluntary basis, with a high degree of ostensible
religiosity and middle class concern for the children of the perishing classes being
apparent .6

Then there was the Catholic Orphanage conducted by the locally founded
Josephites. It too had no direct links with the state, because of the ban on aid to
religiously controlled institutions. So, like the Anglican homes, the care provided
by the Orphanage was voluntary and selective.
Female Refuges, both Protestant and Roman Catholic, principally serving
unmarried, pregnant girls, clearly provided short-term protection to infants too.
Not should it be forgotten that the Destitute Board's outdoor relief system
con tributed usefully to the maintenance of family groups in their own homes.? The
Adelaide Benevolent and Strangers Friend Society probably also exercised a
similar, though much smaller ministry in 1888 through its distribution of rations
and firewood.

To sum up, some three or four hundred children were socially dependent in
South Australia in 1888, about 0.25 per cent of the population under fifteen years of
age. About 80 per cent of these were state children, under court orders, and admitted
to the institutions of the State Children's Council before being found foster home
care, preferably in the country. Whether state supported, or in the care of one of the
three small voluntary agencies, the children were assumed to be in physical and
moral danger, the victims of poverty and dissipation, from which they were to be
rescued. They would be trained up in habits of industry and virtue for a future life

of serving in the working classes, far better than one of permanent poverty and
degradation. Their care was coercive, reformative, implicitly judgemental, yet
probably in most cases producing life chances largely better than the alternative
from which they had been taken. Both their former condition and their future
prospects were shaped by the dominant concerns and values of a middle class busily
engaged in the development of a capitalist oriented economy.
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popular education'? However, it was not only schools and universities which
popularised the movement; adult community clubs increased rapidly in number,

ADOLPH LESCHEN
THE 'FATHER OF GYMNASTICS' IN SOUTH AUSTRALIA
JOHN A. DALY

The widespread belief in the value of regular, systematic exercise for the
development of a vigourous, healthy population was essentially a phenomenon of
the early nineteenth century and a concomitant of European nationalism which
encouraged physical fitness as a guise for national preparedness. 'Systems' of
gymnastics became part of national education schemes in the nineteenth century in
Germany, Sweden and Denmark. The turnverein movement of Friedrich Jahn in
Germany was such a scheme and became a distinctive element of German life in the
nineteenth century, extending beyond the schools to the wider society.
Friedrich Ludwig Jahn (1778 -1852) was a popular and charismatic teacher at
Plamann's School for Boys in Berlin in the early nineteenth century, a school
conducted according to the methods of the great Swiss educator, Pestalozzi. It was
Pestalozzi who wrote:
If the physical advantage of gymnastics is great and uncontrovertible, I would contend
that the moral advantage resulting from them is as valuable.... Gymnastics, well
conducted ... contributes not only to render children cheerful and healthy ... but also to
promote among them a spirit of union and brotherly feeling ... habits of industry,
openness and frankness of character, personal courage and manly conduct in suffering
pain are also among the natural and constant consequences of an early and continued
practice of [gymnastic] exercises.'

Jahn, the ideologue and populariser of German gymnastics for youth, began
teaching at Plamann's School in 1810, and, being entrusted with twice - weekly
expeditions of children into the surrounding countryside for outdoor activities,
encouraged them to run, jump, climb and wrestle
to use creatively their
environment of trees, hills and streams. Johann Gutsmuths' Gymnastik für die
Jugend provided the inspiration and direction, but Jahn coupled activity with a
sense of purpose and national pride that took gymnastics beyond mere exercise.
The turnplatz, or out -of -doors gymnasium, as Jahn called it, became a democratic
version of the ancient Greek palaestra.

Jahn received wide public support after publication of his influential Die
Deutsche Turnkunst (German Gymnastics) in 1816. Gymnastics became an
important part of the activities of student societies in universities, and physical
education became a means of achieving physical and moral vigour in a country
searching for a national identity. It was these groups that converted Jahn's

turnvereins from a school activity into a cultural institution. Frederick William IV
announced in 1842 that gymnastics were to be 'formally recognised as a necessary
and indispensable part of male education and received into the circle of means for
Dr John Daly is Head of the School of Physical Education at the Adelaide College of the Arts
and Education.

spreading throughout the German states. In 1860, when the first general
convention of turners and their Turnfeste was held, over 1000 adult gymnasts
performed, representing 140 German towns. Ten years later there were over 1500
adult turnvereins and by the end of the century over 7000.
Obviously, the turnvereins were a significant social phenomenon in nineteenth
century Germany but their influence spread beyond Germany as immigrants to
countries such as the United States, Canada and Australia took with them their
ethnic culture which provided a link with the Fatherland and the comfort of
familiar institutions within an alien environment. The Roman poet, Horace,
wrote in his Epistles:
... they change the sky
But not their souls,
Those who run across the sea.3

So it was with Germans who emigrated to Australia in the first half of the
nineteenth century. Traditional activities like the turnvereins, liedertafels and
schuetzenfests helped German immigrants preserve ` Deutschtum' (German
culture) in an otherwise British society.

South Australia was the first colony to encourage any substantial German
settlement. A group of approximately 200 immigrants arrived in November 1838
and settled on the banks of the Torrens a few miles from Adelaide, calling their new
village Klemzig after their native town in Prussia. Nearly 7000 arrived between that

date and 1850, attracted as religious exiles to the 'paradise of dissent' where
religious toleration was espoused and a State Church banned.
By the middle of the nineteenth century there were significant group settlements
at Hahndorf and Lobethal in the Adelaide Hills and in the Barossa Valley to the
north of Adelaide. Initially migration had been for religious reasons but, as time
ensued and letters home to Germany advertised the success of early immigrants, the
secular incentives of economic improvement and family contact prevailed. A
feature of German immigration to South Australia was the formation of group
settlements which retained strong German social and cultural traits until the end of
the 19th century. Migration to South Australia was family and district focussed
with almost equal sex distribution which meant stability and a very real effort at
preservation of traditional cultural mores and institutions.

While considerable numbers of German born lived in small ethnic rural
communities there were also considerable numbers who found livelihoods in the

principal towns and it was here that they sought to replicate the cultural
institutions that attracted them as city dwellers in Germany. In the rural districts
the church was the focal point of social organisation. In the cities this role was to
some extent taken over by clubs or vereins. These clubs used the German language
exclusively, supplied German literature, kept alive an interest in German music
and regularly honoured German national days. The turnverein, or gymnastic club,
was one of these.
Adolph Leschen (1836 -1916) was born in Rendsburg in the north -west of
Germany. He attended the University of Kiel (where Jahn had received an honorary
Ph.D. in 18164) and belonged to a student `calisthenic group',5 developing an
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interest in Jahn's gymnastics that he maintained for life. Leschen emigrated to

Australia in 1857, and was naturalised three years later. Trained as a schoolmaster,
he established a German School in Wakefield Street, Adelaide, and offered lessons
also in fencing and gymnastics out of hours. He was instructor to the Adelaide

Gymnastic and Fencing Club in King William Street when the Adelaide

Gymnasium was established in 18636 and a year later he established the Adelaide
Deutschen Turnverein in Flinders Street, which later moved to Pirie Street.
Correctly termed `the father of gymnastics' in South Australia,' Adolph Leschen
had a profound effect upon physical education in the State. Dedicated to `the
cultivation of gymnastics as a means of recreation and health improving exercise',8
membership of the turnverein was open to all. However, business meetings were
conducted in German and only those members possessing 'a knòwledge of the
German language' were entitled to vote.9 Despite this, the gymnasium attracted
leading men of Adelaide, both British and German, who attended classes after work
on Mondays and Fridays. The `English speaking classes', as they were known, were
always large and included some of the most influential men in the city. A class,
under the supervision of Dr Frederick Bayer, was conducted for ladies in 1866, and
under Leschen the junior gymnastic class and women's classes were always large
and popular. The Chief Justice of South Australia, Sir Samuel Way, was a pupil in
`the English class' and, when he became a member of the Education Board in 1874,
he strove to have gymnastics introduced into South Australian schools by Leschen.
Leschen was appointed by the Minister of Education, John Langdon Parsons,
during his term of office (1881 - 1884), to instruct and train physically the pupils at
South Australian model schools. Girls attending the public schools were also to be
instructed in calisthenics. He wrote of the value of gymnastics under the direction
of a trained teacher as follows:
Every part of the human frame becomes stronger and more fully developed by regular
use and exercise and the whole system is benefited by it. But the exercise should be
systematic and taken under the direction of a trained teacher.
"Mens sana in corpore sano ", July 1884

While Leschen demanded `discipline' and the `strict adherence to directions' in
the execution of activities he was also aware of ability grading and progression. He
was quite insistent that `no one should overtax himself' and was quite critical of the
sport of rowing, popular at the time in the Colleges, for this reason. He encouraged

regular attendance (twice per week) to gain the effects of exercise but sought
pleasure and joy in the performance to maintain this regularity. He was himself an
outstanding sportsman
a skilled gymnast and fencer, a cyclist of note (he had
once raced the coach to Hahndorf) and an exponent of the cross bow but while he

enjoyed games and recognised their value he considered that they must be
supplemented with systematic exercise which strengthened the whole body:
Whatever can be said in favour of cricket, football and other games, they do not
strengthen and develop the body like the systematic training of the gymnasium does.

"Mens sana in corpore sano ", July 1884

The concept of character training via the playing fields was well established in
South Australia and St Peter's College was spoken of as `the Rugby of Adelaide'.
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Leschen always felt the need to moderate school sports programmes and to warn
that games were 'not enough'. In 1899 he quoted Sandow:

?"

Although all games, sports, etc. carried on in the open air, if indulged in moderation,
tend to make boys healthy, active and manly. they do not and cannot compensate for the
wants of an intelligent and progressive system of Physical Culture. Cricket, football and
running are splendid games yet they are not calculated to develop the whole of the body
in the same way as gymnastics do.10
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As to the value of regular physical education he urged two lessons per week: 'For the

student, one or (better) two lessons in vigorous exercises each week will be
sufficient.'

Leschen gave demonstrations in all the State schools and established
programmes of physical education in the Colleges and the High Schools (Adelaide,
Norwood, Woodville and Unley). During his time in the Education Department
Leschen arranged magnificent displays of activity, using classes of children from
the various schools. These annual displays, usually held in the Exhibition
Building on North Terrace, were spectacular and publicised both his value and the
worth of the German system to the populace of Adelaide.

Linder the retrenchment policies of the Minister of Education, Sir John

or MONA.

Cockburn, in 1885, instructors like Leschen of 'non- academic' subjects were retired

and physical training was restricted to the Training College. However, Leschen
quickly gained re- employment at St Peter's College, 'where every boy attended
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part -time gymnastics teacher (1881 -92). On his appointment to Prince Alfred
College he was acknowledged as 'well known to be ... a skilful teacher ... the very
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city.' Through his influence and actual demonstration and

encouragement, Christian Brothers, St Peter's, Prince Alfred, Whinham and

Queen's Colleges, all major private schools in the State, had gymnastic
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gym', as gymnastics and German master (1879 -91), and at Prince Alfred College as
'

programmes in operation as supplementary to their normal curriculum. In an
editorial in the Prince Alfred College Chronicle in 1885 he stressed:
... the necessity for boys taking proper physical exercise through systematic training.
The human frame requires a considerable amount of exercise in order to be preserved in
a healthy condition....lt should also be remembered that physical vigour adds great force
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to a man's character...."

t.

Leschen persistently campaigned to acquaint South Australian educators and
the parents of children attending school of the merits of the German system of
exercise and the need to provide in schools appropriate facilities and equipment.
Leschen's gymnasium in Pirie Street was a model turn hall. The main hall was 70
feet by 33 feet with a tan bark floor and was fitted with German gymnastic
parallel and horizontal bars, rope and horizontal ladders, rings,
apparatus
climbing poles, etc. An indoor pool adjoined and the dressing room contained 200

t:

i

lockers for members. St Peter's College gymnasium was a replica of the Pirie Street

gymnasium and in 1881 another replica was built at Prince Alfred College to
Leschen's design. The Prince Alfred College Chronicle was able to proclaim that
'few schools in the colonies ... possess so fine a gymnasium ... and so efficient a
teacher as Mr Leschen'.12
In 1887 Leschen was joined in the work of teaching physical activity by his son

Hugo who in that year became gymnasium teacher at St Peter's College and
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instructed during the evening at the Y.M.C.A. and Semaphore gymnasiums. Hugo

trained at the Dresden Institute for Teachers of Gymnastics where he 'won the
coveted oak wreath for excellence'.13 He also studied medical gymnastics, anatomy
and physiology at Leipzig University and remedial exercise at Eugene Sandow's

Institute of Health in London. Hugo and his father pioneered medical massage
(physiotherapy) in South Australia, both being employed at the Adelaide Hospital
and working in close co- operation with the first Professor of Anatomy at the
University of Adelaide, Professor Archibald Watson.
Adolph Leschen retired from teaching Physical Education in schools in 1892, at
the age of 56. He retired from the Adelaide Turnverein in 1909 at the age of 73.

When he died in 1916 the Register acknowledged him to be 'one of South
Australia's best known identities [who could] rightly be termed the father of
gymnastics in the State',14 He could also be described as the father of Physical
Education in South Australia.
Barney, writing of German turners in America, suggested that they played an

important role in shaping the character of American public school physical
education, particularly in the mid -west where large numbers of German
immigrants settled along the Ohio and Mississippi River valleys.15 The same
claim, it would seem, could be made for turners in Australia. Crawford has already
researched the pioneering work of Gustav Techow (1815 -1890) in Victoria and

acknowledge his contribution to Physical Education in that State.16 It would
appear from Crawford's study and the evidence of Leschen's work in South
Australia that German turners in Australia, advocating the combination of
English games with the German gymnastics of Jahn, played a most significant role
in the establishment of Physical Education in Australia.

THE MYTHS OF THE ADELAIDE CLUB
JOHN PLAYFORD

One of the myths fostered until recent years both by members of the local
Communist Party and by more moderate members of the Labor Party was that a
handful of men wielded decisive political and economic power in South Australia
and that they operated from an unobtrusive three - storied building on North

Terrace, Adelaide, situated within a stone's throw of Parliament House,
Government House and the old headquarters of the Liberal Party.
A classic version of the thesis was advanced two decades ago by the then State
Secretary of the Communist Party:
In the shadow of the multi- storiéd Bank of New South Wales on North Terrace, a few
doors away from Parliament House, a shabby, non descript and nameless two- storied
building houses the exclusive Adelaide Club.
In its secluded confines, its select membership discuss and plan the economic and
political affairs of the State.'

Even Professor L. F. Crisp, an outspoken anti - Communist political scientist and a

lifelong member of the ALP, argued along similar lines for many years in his
widely -used textbook, in which he declared that the 'key financial and landed men'

of South Australia met regularly at the Adelaide Club where
an unofficial and extra - parliamentary caucus, as it were, is in regular session. There, when
anti Labour is in office, successes, failures and plans are discussed and assessed. When
Labour is in office, it is there that plans are laid to gather the sinews and personnel with
which to unseat it. Even where the initiative in details passes elsewhere from time to time,

Footnotes

1. Cited in Ellen W. Gerber, Innovators and Institutions in Physical Education
(Philadelphia, 1971), p. 91.

2. Cited in Emmett A. Rice, John L. Hutchinson, and Mabel Lee, A Brief History of
Physical Education (New York, 4th ed., 1958), p. 98.
3. Horace, Epistles, XI, 27.

4. Cited in Peter L. Lindsay, 'German Gymnastics under Jahn' (unpublished paper,
University of Alberta, 1968), p. 28.
5. Adolph Leschen, Diary: 1859- 60-61, 6 Apr. 1861. SAA.D6113.

6. John A. Daly, 'Sport, Class and Community in Colonial South Australia' (unpublished
Ph.D. thesis, University of Illinois, 1977), pp. 148 -149.
7. Register, 3 Apr. 1916.
8. Statuten des Adelaider Deutschen Turnverein (Adelaide, 1877), p. 1.
9. Ibid., p. 13.
10. Eugene Sandow, Physical Culture, Mar. 1899.
11. Prince Alfred College Chronicle, vol. 2, no. 7, 12 Oct. 1885.
12. Ibid., vol. 4, no. 28, 24 Mar. 1891.
13. Ibid., vol. 4, no. 30, 15 Dec. 1891, letter from Hugo Leschen.
14. Register, 3 Apr. 1916.
15. Robert Knight Barney, 'German Turners in America', in Earle Zeigler (ed.), A History of
Physical Education and Sport in United States and Canada (Stipes, Illinois, 1975).
16. Ray Crawford, 'Gustav Techow: Pioneer of Physical Education in Victoria', Pelops,
no. 1, Jan. 1980.

the tone, tempo and direction are as likely as not to come from [the Club].2

More recently, the former Labor Premier of South Australia, D. A. Dunstan,
remarked: 'It used to be said - and it wasn't said idly - that South Australia was
ruled from the Adelaide Club, just as Victoria was from the Melbourne Club's;
presumably, after Labor's advent to political office in 1965, the ultimate source of
power had moved across the street to Parliament House. These sorts of claims were
not only made by well -known political activists. For example, the author George
Farwell wrote in his autobiography that in the early 1960s 'all South Australian
decisions were made' in the Adelaide Club: 'It was of ten claimed that no legislation

could pass through parliament without prior endorsement here, though the

maverick premier, Sir Thomas Playford, a mere orchardist, sometimes ignored
their advice.''
Political Power
From the foundation of the Adelaide Club on 2 July 1863 untill the end of 1957,
1228 men were members. From the introduction of representative government in
Dr John Playford is a Senior Lecturer in Politics at the University of Adelaide. An earlier
version of this article was published in Quadrant, July 1981.
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South Australia in 1857 until the end of 1957, 626 men were members of the two
Houses of the South Australian Parliament, and 124 of them or 19.8 per cent
belonged to the Club. The latter figure excludes Brig. A. S. Blackburn, who did not
join the Club for many years after his brief parliamentary career; Mr Justice J. L.
Travers, MHA 1953 -56, who became a member in 1964; and three sitting MLCs in
1957
Sir Norman Jude, Sir Frank Perry, and C. D. Rowe who subsequently
belonged to the Club.
As one would expect, nineteenth- century politicians constitute the majority of

Before Labor was defeated in 1979, the last ministry to be formed by
a member of the
Adelaide Club was Sir John Downer's in October 1892, although it should
be noted
that Sir Henry Barwell, Premier from 1920 to 1924, became a member during his
term of office. The present premier, D. O. Tonkin, has been a member since 1965.

Sir Thomas Playford, Premier from 1938 to 1965, remarked shortly after the
defeat of his ministry:
I have never been conscious that the Adelaide Club has exercised any undue political
authority in this State.

parliamentarians who were members of the Club. Of the members admitted

For instance, one of the big things my government did was to provide a public utility
by
taking over the electricity supply, and that would certainly not have been in
accordance
with the views of some members, at least, of the Adelaide Club.8

between 1863 and 1915, 53 were at some time members of the Legislative Council,
46 were members of the House of Assembly, and 18 were members of both Houses.

Club membership among politicians in the Lower House dropped dramatically
during the twentieth century. For example, while membership of MLCs stood at 9
out of 18 in 1880, 6 out of 24 in 1890 and 5 out of 18 in 1910, the corresponding

Some of the most outspoken critics of the government's takeover of
the Adelaide
Electric Supply Co. in 1945 -46, particularly Sir Collier Cudmore,
certainly
belonged to the Club, but the majority of the hardline opponents in the two Houses
of Parliament were not members.
In this century I have come across only two examples of legislation
which could
be attributed to parliamentary members of the Adelaide Club, acting
in its interests.
The first occurred during the First World War. The minority of Club
members in
the Legislative Council persuaded the majority to accept certain
amendments
to
the Labor Government's Licensing Bill of 1915 whereby the Club
was exempted
from six o'clock closing of hotel and club bars. The measure was put into effect on

figures for MHAs were 18 out of 46 in 1880, I 1 out of 54 in 1890 and 2 out of 54 in
1910.5 During Steele Hall's Ministry of 1968 -70, 5 out of 20 MLCs were members.

Throughout the twentieth century, members of the Adelaide Club have never
constituted anywhere near a majority of any ministry. Of the eight members in Sir
Henry Barwell's Ministry of 1920 -24, only the Premier himself was a member. Not
one member of Sir Richard Butler's Ministry of 1927 -30 belonged to the Club. Of
the seven members of Butler's Ministry of 1933 -38, two Sir Shirley Jeffries and Sir
Herbert Hudd were also members of the Club. Of the seventeen ministers in the
various administrations led by Sir Thomas Playford from 1938 to 1965, only five
Jeffries, Sir Charles Abbott, D. N. Brookman, Sir Norman Jude and C. D. Rowe
were members of the Club. Jeffries was Attorney - General until 1944, and Abbott
held the same portfolio from 1944 to 1946, while Jude and Rowe did not become
members of the Club until 1962 and 1965 respectively. Of the 10 ministers in the
Hall Ministry of 1968 -70, only Brookman and R. R. Millhouse belonged to the

Club. (It is interesting to note in passing that both the present Australian
Democrats in parliament, Millhouse and K. L. Milne, MLC, are members.)
From 1857 to 1962, every President of the Legislative Council was a member,
including such able and vigorous parliamentarians as Sir Walter Duncan who
occupied the position from 1944 to 1962. However, not one of the Presidents elected
'since 1962 has been a member.

During the period from 1863 to 1893, there were fourteen Premiers of South
Australia of whom seven did not belong to the Club, although Sir John Bray
became a member after the defeat of his ministry. It is idle to speculate as to why the

remaining six men did not seek invitations to membership. The nonconformist
backgrounds of Sir John Colton, Sir Frederick Holder and Thomas Playford may
have been a factor, but the other three F. S. Dutton, H. B. T. Strangways and Sir
James Boucaut were Anglicans. Perhaps some of them were not clubbable types,
while others may have objected to social intercourse with an element of the existing
membership.
In 1893 the radical liberal C. C. Kingston came to office. Beatrice Webb correctly
described him as being 'at war with "Society ", the University and his colleagues in
the legal profession.'6 A biographical register published several years ago listed

Kingston as President of the Adelaide Club;7 the compiler had inadvertently
confused the office with that of President of the West Adelaide Football Clubl
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27 March 1916, and led to riotous behaviour in the streets of Adelaide.
It

As soon as the
hotels closed, the President of the Licensed Victuallers' Association,
E. J.

Cummins, incited a crowd of about 1500 from a box outside the Imperial
Hotel in
Grenfell Street: 'If you were Britishers you would not stand by and do nothing
while the Adelaide Club is allowed to remain open....Sir Lancelot Stirling
can get
all the drink he wants at the Adelaide Club, yet returned soldiers
cannot get a drink
in Adelaide tonight'. A near riot then developed, after which Cummins
inflamed mob of about 1000 men down King William Street to the Adelaideled an
Club
where they rushed the front entrance. Fortunately, the doors had been
locked
in
time and the rioters were eventually repelled by the police.9 Many
years
later,
in
1967, R. R. Millhouse persuaded Dunstan, the then Labor Attorney
General, to
accept an amendment to the Licensing Bill so that the Club could retain its 24 -hour
licence, but the dramatic events of 1916 were not re- enacted. Neither
example, by
any stretch of the imagination, could be categorized as a key political decision.
Economic Power

Pastoralists and graziers predominated amongst the early members of the

Adelaide Club, and next to that group in numbers came men engaged in
commerce.
In common with London clubs, there was a prejudice against those whose
wealth

was based on trade. The Club's historian has written that

it was many years before those presently concerned in retail trade were admitted though
at
least one instance could be given of a man who was elected in the 1860s soon after the
shutters of his shop had been put up; the prejudice against the nation of shopkeepers,
however, took a long time to die.18

Richard Smith, a wealthy director of the hardware store of Harris Scarfe Sc Co., was
not invited to join. Eventually he became a member in 1910, nine years before his
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death, although several members of 'older families' complained amongst
themselves

that an iron merchant was hardly a suitable candidate for

membership." As the twentieth century unfolded, the proportion of businessmen

and professionals increased, accompanied by a decline in the importance of
pastoralists, while the old prejudice against men engaged in trade was eroded.
Prior to the Second World War most of the great capitalists of South Australia
were members of the Adelaide Club; men such as Robert Barr Smith, Sir Thomas
Elder, Joseph Fisher, J. H. Angas, Andrew Tennant and Peter Waite. However,
there were some key figures who did not appear in the membership lists, including
Sir George Brookman, a grocer who became immensely rich in the 1890s through

engaged in plans to raise money for charity, the Adelaide
Festival of the Arts or the
Art Gallery of South Australia. To depict the Club
as
the
sinister headquarters of
the 'rulers' of South Australia is to subscribe
to
yet
another
conspiracy theory of
history. It is, of course, a neat symbolic device,
rather
like
Wall
Street or the 200
ruling families of France, but it leads to
a
totally
misleading
analysis
of political
and economic power.

speculation in Coolgardie gold mines, Sir Herbert Phillips, a businessman,
Charles Willcox, a merchant and pastoralist, Sir Sidney Kidman, the 'Cattle King'
of Australia, and wholesale grocers T. G. Waterhouse, Samuel Bakewell and G. S.
Fowler. Some wealthy warehousemen such as R. J. H. Wills and David Murray
were members, but other prominent warehousemen such as Sir Charles Goode and
Matthew Goode were not members; neither were the owners of retail stores such as

James Marshall, J. W. Porter, Charles Birks and C. W. Hayward. Sir Langdon
Bonython, the proprietor of the Advertiser, did not belong until 1929, ten years
before his death, although his son, Sir Lavington Bonython, had become a member
in 1912 while Mayor of Adelaide.
Three prominent industrialists during the inter -war period who did not belong
to the Club were Sir Wallace Bruce, an adviser to federal governments, and the two

major motor body manufacturers, Sir Edward Holden and H. C. Richards.
According to Holden's daughter, Dame Nancy Buttfield, as a young man he
allowed himself to be proposed for membership, but two Adelaide medicos blackballed him, `declaring that the Adelaide Club did not want to admit men who were
in "trade ".'12 Holden, the State's leading industrialist and a MLC, was one of the
architects of industrialization in the 1930s, along with the Premier, Sir Richard
Butler, and the Auditor General, J. W. Wainwright, both of whom also were not
members of the Club.

Since the Second World War, the South Australian economy has undergone
significant changes. Indigenous capital no longer occupies the commanding place
it once enjoyed. National and international capital have moved in on a dramatic
scale. These changes in the structure of economic power have not been reflected
accurately in the membership of the Adelaide Club. Furthermore, many of the local
'new men' of power and wealth in the postwar period are not members, e.g. Sir

Barton Pope and Sir Norman Young, not to mention property developers Jack
Weinert and Con Polites. As John Bonython, the former chairman of both
Advertiser Newspapers and Santos, said recently: The important people in
Adelaide have very often not been members of the Adelaide Club.'13 Unlike his
father and grandfather, Bonython is not a member of the Club.
The Adelaide Club is simply a social club which attempts to preserve, in the
words of the late Sir Collier Cudmore, Leader of the Liberal and Country League in
the Legislative Council 1944 -54, `a small portion of the "gracious living" of the
later days of the 19th century',14 although sadly more and more members see it as
merely a conveniently situated eating place. The Club is certainly not renowned for

political discussion. Indeed, many of its better -known members are usually
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SECTARIANISM AS AN ELECTION WEAPON:
THE PORT ADELAIDE CAMPAIGNS OF 1927
REECE JENNINGS

Between 1927 and 1970 eighteen Independents were elected to the South
Australian House of Assembly and held their seats for periods of time ranging from

two to thirty -seven years. This article concerns one of them, Thomas Turner
Thompson (1867- 1947), who twice in 1927 based successful election campaigns for

the seat of Port Adelaide on religious bigotry.
At the time of the 1927 general election, Thompson lived at Railway Terrace,

Franklin (now incorporated in Cheltenham) and was a Justice of the Peace.
Previously he had been chairman of the Waterside Workers' Federation for four
years. Port Adelaide then was a two- member, solid Labor district. F. J. Condon had
been elected for the first time in 1924 and had joined J. L. Price who had held the
seat since 1915. Price resigned in 1925 to become Agent- General in London, and at
the subsequent by- election had been succeeded by J. S. Verran. However, J. F. D.
Jonas gained Labor Party pre - selection for the 1927 contest, along with Condon.
Thompson had signed Condon's nomination papers.' Nominations for the seat
closed on 1 March, but it was public knowledge at least by 22 February that

Thompson himself would be a candidate.2 The Port Adelaide branch of the
Waterside Workers' Federation met on 28 February and asked Thompson not to
nominate.3 He had committed the ultimate apostasy by opposing properly selected
Labor Party candidates, and, to render his action more heinous, when a candidate
for Senate selection in 1925 had signed the party platform pledge not to do so.
Nomination meant his automatic expulsion from the Labor Party.
It appears that Thompson nominated because he was angry at the Labor Party's
rigid adherence to pre - selection. He had strong views as to his own ability and
believed that he was just as entitled as anyone else to enter parliament, and it was
not for the party to say he could not. The Protestant Federation may have been the
catalyst, or he may have been simply an opportunist who saw possibilities in
opposing a newcomer. A letter demanding the withdrawal of his nomination was
sent to him by the Waterside Workers' Federation. Thompson claimed that he
received it after nominations had closed.4 He gave the union a blunt reply:
...I am not going to withdraw my nomination. I will win the election, and do my best to
assist the workers of Port Adelaide who placed me four years their chairman. If, as you say,
I am still a member of the Australian Labor Party, what harm am I doing in contesting the

election? It will mean that two members of the Labor Party must be elected.5

So began one of the dirtiest election campaigns in the history
of South Australian
politics.

Thompson was styled

an Independent Protestant Labor candidate. He
circulated a ticket coupling his name with that of Jonas.6 It
was a cynical move
which confused a lot of people. Port Adelaide was
a depressed working -class area,
and the success of Thompson's campaign can be attributed in
no small way to the
suspicions bred on widespread poverty, illiteracy and unemployment.
a large personal following, and claimed that his campaign committeeHe had also
comprised
405 members.? After the election the local newspaper commented:
The
remarkable
thing about the campaign is the wonderful organising of Mr. Thompson's
committee, which he considers was the main factor in his return'.8 In
March Thompson displayed a schizoid ambivalence towards his a speech on 23
own bigotry,
advocating a religious freedom and equality which
was quite inconsistent with the
general tenor of the campaign. He had a shot at 'Political Romanism',
Pope alone, and he protested hypocritically against secretarianism. but left the
He revealed himself in favour of scripture reading in schools
and supported a
referendum on Saturday closing of hotels. Lionel Hill, the
Labor Premier, was
eulogised and W. A. Webb, the Chief Commissioner of the Railways,

was criticised.
He also stressed that he would stop the influx of foreigners, meaning
Greeks and Maltese. But it was not Thompson's platform perorationsItalians,
which
distinguished the campaign: it was the poisonous electoral literature,
distributed
widely, which divided and antagonised people and stirred
up hatreds. The Pope
became suddenly the arch -enemy of South Australian parliamentary
democracy in

general, and the electoral district of Port Adelaide in particular,
and every vestige of
taste, decency and courtesy was discarded by the pamphleteers. When
statements
were sufficiently misleading or defamatory to have run the risk of a libel action
if
committed to print, they were systematically spread by
rumour. Thus the electors
learnt that Jonas had become a convert to Roman Catholicism three
the election in order to secure the church vote,9 and that he tried months before
to get jobs for the
despised Maltese.

Condon, painted as the Pope's agent in Port Adelaide, was

who was widely respected for his extensive involvement ainquiet, decent man
local voluntary
organisations. He was a conscientious and hard - working member and
it was a
particularly atrocious personal attack on him which eventually
annulled the

election. One of Thompson's supporters, John Crawford, published
caricature which suggested that Condon was a mercenary hypocrite a defamatory
his honorary positions to gain several paid jobs. The photograph who had used
of Condon had
been obtained from the Port Adelaide News. Although viewing
the campaign with
distaste, that paper had remained strictly neutral, but Crawford's
for a
photograph of Condon ('We only want his head') disconcerted it,request
and he was
warned that if caricaturing was introduced into the election it would
do more harm
than good.10

As well as slugging it

Dr Reece Jennings is the author of W. A. Webb: South Australian Railways Commissioner
1922 -30 (North Plympton, 1973), and Some Historically Insoluble Railway Problems in
South Australia (North Plympton, 1980).

out with Condon, Jonas and the Pope, Thompson
.conducted a running war with organised Labor. The Port
Adelaide branch of the
Waterside Workers' Federation, under the heading 'Workers
Thompson's 'extermination', and they summonsed Thompson Beware', urged
show cause why he should not be dealt with for having published to a meeting to
their letter sent to
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him on nomination day, asking him to withdraw his nomination. At the same time
as the summons was delivered he received a registered letter from them cautioning
him against publishing the summons. Thompson immediately gave the press

details of both summons and letter and for good measure announced that he
already had marked out the seat he was going to occupy in the House." Support

came from an expected quarter. The Protestant Federation supported his campaign
with advertisements praying for his victory, so that he would `be the pioneer of a
new spirit in South Australian Labor'.12
The result of the election on 26 March were a crushing blow to the Labor Party.
Thompson narrowly defeated Condon, and, with Jonas, became one of the new
members for Port Adelaide." The interest aroused at Port Adelaide resulted in a

poll which approached a record for a State election; voting then was not

compulsory. The Advertiser thought Condon's defeat was the greatest surprise of
the election and a `distinct set -back for the LaborParty machine'.14 It was generally
agreed that the sectarian issue had secured Thompson's election. An analysis of
booth figures indicates he received substantial support in the more Liberal areas of
the electorate. Other factors which contributed to his success were the simultaneous
local option polls, and the fact that the president of the Port Adelaide Trades and
Labor Council, A. V. Thompson, had addressed meetings on behalf of Condon and
Jonas, and voters may have become confused." The Port Adelaide News suggested
that additional reasons could have been parliamentary neglect of the area and
increased taxation.16

At the declaration of the poll, Thompson stated that `now the contest was over'
he would know no creed or religion." Nevertheless, life became uncomfortable for

him. Jonas made it plain that he would not speak to him and there was no

possibility of the two working in unison. The Waterside Workers' Federation fined
him £5 for publishing the letter demanding the withdrawal of his nomination, and
expelled him at a meeting when the proceedings, it was said, could be heard a
considerable distance away.18 Finally, on one dark night some person or persons
visited the Waterside Workers' new hall in Nile Street, Port Adelaide, and chiselled
ex- president Thompson's name completely off the marble foundation stone.19 The
culprits were never found.
After his defeat, Condon on 7 May prosecuted John Crawford, Thompson's
campaign secretary and publisher of the very effective but defamatory caricature,
for a breach of Section 183 para. 3 of the Electoral Code. This Section made it an
offence punishable by a fine not exceeding £200 or imprisonment not exceeding
one year, of any document which contained untrue defamatory statements which
were calculated to influence the vote of any elector. Section 198 set out the vicarious
liability of principals for the acts of their agents. The case came before G. W.
Halcombe, S.M., in the Port Adelaide Police Court on 18 May. The court house was
crowded. It did not take the magistrate long to decide that Crawford's pamphlet
was defamatory and untrue. On 24 May, after a two day hearing, he was found
guilty and fined, with costs, a total of £22 -10 -6.
Condon then petitioned the Court of Disputed Returns to find that Thompson's
election should be declared void because of undue influence and illegal practices.
Thompson's solicitor at the hearing claimed that his client had no prior knowledge
of the pamphlet. The Court, consisting of Mr Justice F. W. Richards and three
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parliamentarians
L. L. Hill, E. J. Shepherd and S. W. Jeffries
found
unanimously in Condon's favour, and he was awarded all costs. As an illegal
practice had been committed and the Court was satisfied that the result of the
election was likely to be affected thereby, Thompson's election was declared void."
Condon could have pressed for a finding under Section 188 of the Electoral Code

which would have disqualified Thompson from standing for election for two
years, but in a remarkable gesture he declined to do so. Perhaps Condon's action
was not quite as magnanimous as it appears: he started proceedings to recover

immediately his costs from Thompson and nearly succeeded in having him
bankrupted. This would have meant automatic loss of the seat and ineligibility for
nomination.
The by- election was set down for 2 July. Condon was selected as the Labor Party
candidate. Neither Thompson nor his supporters were the least abashed or contrite,
and their behavior on this occasion was even worse than at the general election.

They wasted no time in letting it be known that Condon was `no sport' for
disputing the election, and that he was a squealer 21 All the religious bigotry was
exhumed and paraded, and Thompson's mentor, the Protestant Federation, sent

representatives to address meetings and abuse participants22 Electors were
informed that a special mass had been held for Condon; that he had dismissed his
tradesmen who were not Catholics; and that when he had been a Port Adelaide
councillor he would not do any works in a street if there were no Catholics living in
it.23 Soon, `Rome's armies were invading Port Adelaide'24 Thompson's campaign
`not only meant his introduction of an invidious propaganda aimed at splitting the
Port Adelaide people asunder, and forcing them into two religious camps bitterly
opposed to each other, with the hope that he may benefit in the voting to take place,
but it also means the end of all party discipline in politics if he is returned under
such circumstances.'26
Under the name of Protestantism, a relentless and bitter campaign of lying was
pursued to lead people to believe that Catholics had been trying to gain political
power in Port Adelaide, and were obtaining control of the parliament of South

Australia, and that priests were influencing their congregations. There was no

attempt to disguise the basis of Thompson's effort which was simply an
unprincipled and vicious attack on Condon because he happened to be a Catholic.
Pamphlets urged workers to `Get Rome off your backs and clean your party from
priestcraft and autocracy'26 On 28 June the Mayor of Port Adelaide convened a
public meeting to allow Thompson and Condon to put their views to the electors.

Only Condon turned up. He was restrained in his comments on his opponents'
scurrilous behavior. On 30 June Thompson attended a meeting at Rosewater, but it
broke up in disorder before he could be heard. He may not have had much to say
because on 3 July when he was asked what his policy was, he replied that he did not
need any.27

Condon's greatest advocate during the by- election was the Port Adelaide News,
which published four lengthy editorials in which it deplored and condemned in the
strongest terms the whole tenor of Thompson's activities and urged citizens either

to vote for Condon or not to vote at all. The newspaper had observed its rarely
broken policy of strict neutrality during the March imbroglio and had remained

reluctantly silent, but the continued divisive and repulsive conduct of the
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Protestant Labor Candidate was more than it could stomach without losing
editorial self- respect, and it berated him without pause until polling day.
After four weeks of a campaign characterised by bigotry, cant and lies, the

electors went to the polls. The result was a startling and humiliating
disappointment for the Labor Party. Thompson literally crushed Condon with a
margin of over 5000 votes.28 The Port Adelaide News remarked that if Charles
Cameron Kingston had been alive and a candidate at Port Adelaide he would have
been given the same treatment by the electors.29 Such was the general atmosphere in
the district. At the declaration of the poll a record crowd listened to Thompson's
sarcastic references to the Labor Party,30 and some of the audience felt compelled to

voice their own opinions of the successful candidate.
It was generally agreed that Thompson's huge success could be attributed to the
sectarian issue and it was remarked that it 'goes to show what a tremendous weapon
in politics religious prejudice may be when it is made use of.'31 Thompson had
again split the Labor camp and had received heavy support in the more Liberal
parts of the electorate. The Labor Party found it particularly galling that the byelection attracted a 74 per cent poll; the previous by- election had only induced a
poll of 37 per cent. It did not take long for life at the Port to get back to normal.
Condon was elected to the Legislative Council in 1928 and remained there
representing the district of Central Number One for 33 years until his death in
1961. The parliamentary leaders of the three main parties were reported to be
organising a conference to arrive at an arrangement to prevent the raising of
sectarianism at State elections,32 and a rather lonely Thompson took his seat in the
House of Assembly, after once again assuring everyone that he would know no
creed during his term in parliament.
Thompson had an unimpressive legislative career. He sat in the House only
thirteen days before his seat was declared void, and his only activity during that
brief period was to ask a series of questions about the Osborn coal gantries. Due to a
misunderstanding he was absent from his place when the first division was taken

on Hill's address -in -reply amendment. The electors were reminded of this

negligence during the by- election campaign. During the second session he asked 37

questions, irritated Hill during the address -in- reply, spoke during debate on
education and commented briefly during eight other debates. He complained twice
about hardship on the working man in relation to financial matters. He did not
have a good grasp of parliamentary procedure and evidently no -one was prepared
to initiate him into the mysteries. He supported the Liberals on a no- confidence
motion, and did not initiate any business. In the third session he asked 47 questions
and on 30 May 1928 moved a motion that the government meet the financial burden
falling on the City of Port Adelaide owing to the loss of revenue which followed

government acquisition of the wharves. It was seconded pro -forma by A. G.
Cameron, supported by Jonas, and read and discharged on 31 October. Apart from
this he made seven brief utterances during other debates. During the fourth and
final session he asked 56 questions, spoke on the loan estimates, abbatoirs and a
pastoral Bill, and commented briefly on eight other pieces of legislation. On 26
June 1929 he moved for a Royal Commission into the prison system and found a
seconder in S. W. Jeffries. Thompson had no altruistic motives here: he was a hard
liner. The motion was negatived on 7 August without a division.
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At the 1930 general election Thompson did not renominate for his Port Adelaide
seat but stood for Legislative Council Central Number One. It was held by two

Labor members, T. Gluyas and his old enemy Condon. Again Thompson
campaigned as an Independent Protestan t Labor candidate, with the backing of the
Protestant Federation. Although polling well
his total of 5525 votes was the
second highest he lost on Condon's preferences.
On 24 October 1931 there was a by- election for the same seat because of the death
of Gluyas. Thompson, now 'out of business', found when nominations closed that

he was one of six candidates, four being Independents. Usually, Upper House
elections attracted little attention but this one was an exception because it occurred
at a time when the adherents of the Lang Plan were trying to gain parliamentary
representation, the Hill Labor government's battle with the trade union movement
over the Premiers' Plan moved to a climax, and a number of conservative groups in
South Australia, particularly the Emergency Committee and the Citizens' League,

appointed themselves custodians of economic propriety and political morality.
The election was unique because of the combination of interests which united
behind the successful Independent candidate, and also because the national
spotlight shone on the electorate, and for some made the result a milestone in the
demise of Lang Labor as a political force in South Australia.
Thompson and the three other Independents, at the invitation of E. D. A. Bagot,
attended a meeting of the Citizens' League on 8 October and their policies were

listened to." The League, which took a very active part in the campaign,
announced the next day that its order of preferences was J. Anderson, A. O. R.

Tapp, L. G. Pilton, Thompson, J. E. Stephens (Official Labor) and D. H.
Bardolph (Lang Labor). The League asked Thompson to withdraw his candidacy
but he refused. He had some bitter things to say about them: he had been deluded,

they were nothing but 'a collection of disgruntled supporters of the Liberal
Federation, men who thought they had a chance of becoming parliamentarians,
and men who had been failures all their lives'.34
During the campaign little attention was paid to Thompson. He was now a quite
different person to the sectarian bigot of the past. Not only did he drop the word
`Protestant' from his appelation, he made religion no part of his campaign, nor
were any supporting advertisements inserted by the Protestant Federation. He now
had a sound platform which covered a good deal of matter and suggests, at least, a
partial metamorphosis into a thoughtful politician. He wanted abolition of gas
and electricity monoplies, constitutional guarantees to ensure the smaller States
received proper assistance, free education to leaving standard, and his other planks
indicate that he was aware of general and local electoral feelings on a wide range of
issues .35

For all practical purposes the campaign was simply Anderson versus the rest. In a

light poll of 44 per cent Anderson won easily with 9827 votes (56 per cent).
Thompson obtained only 453 votes and lost his deposit.36 He faded from public life,
aggrieved and bitter, and when he died in 1947 he was not accorded even a brief
press obituary.
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REX v. EDWARDS: COMMENTS
SUZANNE EDGAR

Sir Roderic Chamberlain is very sweeping in discounting Reece Jennings's
article (Journal, no. 8), which he describes as `completely misconceived and
misleading'. I have researched Edwards's life' and read the transcript of his trial for
sodomy in 1931. I agree with Jennings that Edwards's many enemies probably did
conspire to ruin him, and that it is relevant to ask whether he was `deliberately
framed'. But I also agree with Chamberlain that the charge of homosexuality was

probably not 'a false charge'.
Naturally Chamberlain is concerned to defend his prosecution of a trial which
the police regarded as `one of the most sensational in the annals of the State'.2 But
he writes as though homosexuality, where there is consent, were still a crime. He
would have us believe that John Gault Mundy, `the boy', `the victim', was an
innocent perverted by Edwards. In support of this interpretation he cites the fact

that when Mundy, aged seventeen, had himself been arrested in 1930 for

a

homosexual offence against a seven -year old boy (for which he received a sentence
of only three months in the Magill Reformatory), he had told the arresting police
`that it was Edwards's fault since he had done the same to him and taught him the
practice'. He did say this, but it was mostly a lie. Edwards did not teach Mundy the

practice, for he was already well versed in it before he met the `King', as the
transcript of his evidence at the trial a year later makes clear.
This part of his evidence was given in the Supreme Court on 3 February 1931,3
and concerns his experience as a working homosexual prostitute in February 1930.
Mundy described how he had met in the Botanic Garden a man, `S....'', who was the
local secretary of the Hotel Employee's Union at Victor Harbour; Mundy solicited

S. to commit an act of `gross indecency' with him for 2/ -. They then went to a
lavatory in the university to perform the act. Not satisfied with the money, Mundy

also pressured S. to find him work. It was as a result of this insistence that S.
approached Edwards and asked him to provide work for Mundy, which he did. But
when Mundy was subsequently introduced by S. to Edwards, it was with a false

name, that of 'Jack Williams'. Why?
Edwards had little choice but to accept 'Williams' onto his staff; as an employer
he could not afford to annoy the union man. He later said in evidence, 'S....could
have made it uncomfortable for me if I'd put in anyone else but an employee he'd
recommended' .5 It is also interesting to read Jennings's statement that after the trial
it was revealed that Mundy was living with a policeman. It begins to look rather as

though Mundy could have been planted on Edwards.

Suzanne Edgar is a Research Editor in the Australian Dictionary of Biography Unit at the
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The police and their lawyers then, and Chamberlain now, have made too much
of Mundy's plausible pretence in 1930 that he had been contaminated by Edwards
and that was how he came to be passing on this 'taint' to the child in the quarries
near Magill. No doubt initially it activated the policewoman, Miss Kate Cocks,
who would have been understandably concerned to protect the city's children from
homosexual rape. But that the assertion was a nonsense we can clearly see from
Mundy's evidence in 1931. In court he admitted quite readily that he had informed
on Edwards in this way in 1930 to protect himself: 'I thought it might have the effect
of exempting me from all punishment'.6 Under cross - examination Mundy also
candidly revealed that he had stolen from fellow employees at the Hotel Victor. He
was, then, a self- confessed homosexual prostitute well before he met the accused, a
liar and a thief. Yet it was on his evidence that Edwards was convicted.
Chamberlain's claim that Mundy 'withstood the severest cross- examination that
I ever heard' sounds odd. Certainly Mundy withstood it in the sense that he does not
appear to have wept, or collapsed from physical exhaustion. But his evidence under
cross - examination quickly grew wildly confused. He was so self - contradictory as to
seem almost half - witted at times, and even on trivial matters, where he had nothing

to gain from lying. He varied the number of nights on which he alleged that
Edwards had played with his penis at the Hotel Victor and he claimed both that
Edwards sacked him after the attempted buggery incident at the Newmarket Hotel,
and after 'I got into a row about lying to the accused'. Notes made against the record
of this fluctuating evidence, by Mundy's own counsel, Eric Millhouse, concede that
there are many variations in his story.?
Millhouse was impressed however that one part of Mundy's story remained fairly
stable. Millhouse felt that this core would have been difficult for a 'boy' (always that
misleading emphasis on Mundy's youth, as though that guaranteed his purity) to
concoct. had it not been true. He rested his case on this argument, very persuasively,
for the jury accepted it; even though there was, not surprisingly, 'no independent
evidence of the commission of any crime'.8 I am inclined to agree that Mundy's core
story seems to ring true. But I do not think it would have been so difficult for a
homosexual prostitute to have invented the details of a failed seduction by an
employer, against whom he bore a grudge for having been sacked, had he wished to
do so.
The story, amidst the tissue of contradictions, concerned the night in the
Newmarket Hotel after Edwards's return from Sydney in May 1930. He and Mundy
had allegedly enjoyed fairly amiable sexual relations prior to this, at Victor
Harbour; on the night of the 12th, after repeated urging, Edwards obtained fromMundy a sort of consent for further experiment: 'I don't care what you do'. Edwards
then attempted anal penetration, which proved painful. On learning of this he
desisted. Mundy left the room. That is all.9
This would probably not be considered a crime today, but in 1931 much was
made of Mundy's supposed innocence and youth. Possibly he had been driven to
soliciting for money by the Depression. Nevertheless, on his own admission he was
an experienced homosexual before meeting Edwards. It is important to remember
this when trying to decide now just who was the victim in this unfortunate case: the
middle -aged politician /hotelier /public figure who had probably contrived to
satisfy his sexual needs by forming liasons among his staff, and whose career was
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wrecked by the revelations of one of them; or the male street walker, conniving to
shorten his sentence for attempted homosexual rape of a seven - year -old child in the
quarries. To do this he had informed against his former boss to the police, who had
their own reasons for disliking Edwards and were therefore, perhaps, less than
disinterested in their pursuit of him. As the law stood then though, Edwards had
probably contravened it, merely for having carried on a homosexual relationship.
To this extent Chamberlain is right enough.

Let us return to Jennings's and my suggestion that the police were not
disinterested and that Edwards had many powerful enemies who desired his
downfall. Working independently I have read of all the enemies cited by Jennings.

There were powerful opponents in the West Adelaide Football Club: it is
significant that W.J. Denny, Labor Attorney General at the time of this case, when
the Crown was prosecuting one of his own political colleagues, had been patron of
that club for thirty years until ousted by Edwards in 1930. Denny also belonged to
the opposite faction in caucus from Edwards. Denny was, with Premier Lionel
Hill, in the pro- Premiers' Plan camp and Edwards was against the Plan; they had
crossed swords bitterly over the election of S.R. Whitford (a Denny /Hill candidate)
to the Legislative Council in late 1929. This rivalry was reflected in similar line-ups
within the Trades Hall; the union connections of the secretary S., who made that
fateful introduction, are possibly worth further investigation here. The ALP had
twice tried and twice failed to remove Edwards from his seats on the Adelaide City
Council and in State parliament in 1930. Agnes Knight Goode and her cohorts in
the 'establishment' -led world of social welfare hated Edwards; they had been more
than miffed to find themselves bested when Edwards had succeeded in having the

State Children's Council, on which he and they had sat, replaced for its
meddlesome inefficiency in 1926 and abolished in 1928. As Jennings noted, Goode
had also been defeated three times politically by the 'King'. Most importantly the
police were annoyed with him; in parliament and out he had pursued the issue of a

policeman's accidental fatal shooting of a young boy (with important family
connections) while he was fleeing from the reformatory. Edwards and a colleague
linked this with the same official's alleged previous shooting of a man with his
hands up)° It was a pretty formidable phalanx of opponents.
I am just as convinced as Jennings that one or all of these groups, or some
combination of them, put the police determinedly and successfully onto Edwards's
trail. Clyde Cameron has told me that he thinks it was all orchestrated 'under the
baton of Bi 11 Denny'." Cameron was a close friend of Edwards; he was a pall- bearer

at his funeral.
As to the story about Doreen Haskett, which Chamberlain calls a 'complete
misrepresentation', Jennings describes Haskett as a 'reluctant crown witness', and
she was. Although she disliked Edwards intensely
and still does
she was
probably afraid to offend him and his strong and powerful friends. She gave a
damaging story to Kate Cocks about having seen Edwards and Mundy in bed
together at the Hotel Victor and then denied this when she was called as a witness in
the police court. In between these two occasions she had been in the company of
Edwards's associates, one of whom drove her away from Hindmarsh Tiers when
she `disappeared'. This was 'Mick' Fimeri, a former middle - weight boxing
champion.12 Fimeri, now very old, has told me that Haskett 'did a lot of court work
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for Edwards' in connection with the trial's and his daughter recalls her father and

friends suggesting that Haskett feign pregnancy to help the 'King' evade the
charge. Haskett survived her subsequent perjury trial without a conviction,
although it 'cost her father a mint to get her off'; I have been in touch with someone
very close to her who says that she changed her story because she 'always minded her
own business' and 'did not want to become involved'. Chamberlain's contention,
that 'she had obviously been carefully coached with a new story', I think is most
likely to be correct.
From what I know of Kate Cocks I would not doubt her probity as a very strict
enforcer of the conventional morality of her tinie.14 She was an unto- operative and
elusive witness, however. She constantly frustrated defence counsel by refusing to

answer questions. She got away with this by claiming privilege on the (to me)
obscure grounds of 'public policy'.15 Perhaps Chamberlain could elucidate this
plea? Edwards referred to it bitterly in his statement to the judge when he was
sentenced, a statement to which Chamberlain takes great exception.
I cannot agree that Jennings has misrepresented the events at Edwards's
sentencing. It may have been unusual, but the accused did make a moving and
courageous speech about his enemies having succeeded, with loaded dice, etc. I
have also heard two separate accounts, by men who remember the trial, who say
that Edwards added a rider that was not published in the newspaper accounts and,
if true, has been expunged from the records. They say that Edwards also accused Sir

George Murray, an elderly bachelor, of being involved in irregular sexual
relationships.'6 It would be interesting to know if Chamberlain recalls this part of
Edwards's statement. If it is untrue, he is in an excellent position to scotch the
rumour. Certainly the Advertiser reporter described Murray as responding 'with
exceptional emphasis, and at times apparent agitatïon'.17
Chamberlain produces no evidence for his curious story about the Navy cruiser,
supposedly procured for Edwards's defence counsel's holiday by Senator Daly as a
reward for their work on the trial. As such I am dubious of its value. The police on
the case were rewarded by their superiors. Inspectors H.F. Trotter and Kate Cocks,
Detective Mayman and Police Constables C. Trezona and F.C. Marshall all received
an 'honourable mention' in the report of Inspector Nation about the case to the

commissioner of police; he noted their 'high intelligence, acumen, zeal and

integrity'.1e No doubt honourable mentions are considered when candidates later
come up for promotion within the force.

Chamberlain doubts whether one could find many of 'the survivors' from
Edwards's time who would subscribe to Jennings's description of his 'fine personal
qualities, his outstanding ability and his practical good works'. I can assure anyone

in doubt that Adelaide is full of people who recall Edwards and his humanity
towards underdogs with affection. Old members of the Catholic working class,
nuns of the Sisters of St Joseph and those who lived in the West End of the city still
talk of his good works. Social workers who trained in the late fifties and early sixties
know of the two hostels for homeless men and ex- prisoners that he established and
worked in on Whitmore Square. A lane near that square was named for him at the
suggestion of former Lord Mayor George Joseph (gazetted 1 October 1964).
Sir Lavington Bonython admired Edwards.19 Sir James Irwin and George
Joseph, other former Lord Mayors of Adelaide, and from opposite ends of the
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political and social spectrum, have both spoken to me of their respect for the former
councillor (he regained his old seat in 1948 and held it till his death in 1963).20 Many
others repeat this story. Norman Makin called him 'a reformist in the truest sense of

the word ... not one poor person in the West End was ever buried in a pauper's
grave when Bert was there'; C.L. (Charlie) Shea said he 'helped anyone who needed

it ... a mighty man'. A. Bertram Cox tells that 'the outstanding feature of Bert's
life was ... his personal involvement in his acts of charity', and Clyde Cameron

told me that 'he always moved among the poor and knew their needs and

causes ... his charitable activities were quite genuine and not at all
ostentatious'.21
It is true that I have contacted some people who are sceptical of this legend, but

they are in the minority. W.J. Denny's daughter said that her father thought
Edwards 'was all that was evil'. Mick Fimeri's nephew, E.J. (Jack) Fimeri, has an
interesting view: 'Bert was depicted as a modern day Robin Hood, but he was not
what he was cracked up to be utilized people around him to benefit himself'.22
Jack feels that his father's admiration for Edwards was misplaced. I would agree
that the Robin Hood cap fits only if one remembers the tough side of that folk hero.
But when the 'King' died the Catholic Church gave him a splendid funeral:
requiem mass at St Francis Xavier's Cathedral, attended by the auxiliary bishop,
Dr Gleeson. There was even, strange to say, a police motor -cycle escort for one of
the longest funeral processions ever seen in the city to that time. And this is strange,
because the police did not let up on Edwards after 1931.
He had proved an exemplary prisoner, which is not surprising considering his
long - established activities as a prison reformer. After serving half of his five-year
sentence he was let out on probation in 1933. He soon resumed hotel- keeping and

the practice of befriending hard -up young men; particularly those who, like
himself, had been in prison and let out early. One such youth enjoyed Edwards's
hospitality and sexual attentions at the 'King's' Black Lion Hotel, Hindmarsh in
1942. After deciding that he was, after all, enjoying neither, he complained to the
police, who obtained a statement. Mick Fimeri and a lawyer intervened again, with
the result that, when the case came into the police court, the witness completely
denied his previous statement to the detective. But his story, in my view, resembles
the tale told ten years earlier by Mundy, and again seems to ring true. Edwards was
using his power and influence to extract favours; but, again, the youth himself
does not seem to have been as pure as driven snow. This time the case was dismissed
for lack of evidence.23
Edwards eventually lived down all these disturbances to his career. Although in
several attempts, both locally and federally, he failed to get back into parliament, he

was luckier in the municipal field; to the initial dismay of the conservative
councillors.
The main crux of the differences between Chamberlain and Jennings appear to
be (1) over the fairness of the trial and (2) over the nature of the man himself. About

the first I would want to reiterate the importance of the evidence concerning
Mundy's previous homosexual experience and his subsequent molestation of a 7year -old child; also the lack of corroborative evidence. As to Edwards himself, it is
unlikely that he was either the combination Father Xmas - martyr of Jennings's
account, or the deep -dyed villain of Chamberlain's. He was both more complex and
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more interesting than either of these extreme views suggest. He certainly was made
to suffer for his homosexuality and he was not the last Labor poltician in Adelaide
to experience that.
The poor did have good reason to be grateful to the `King'; his will alone shows
it, but there is plenty of other evidence. He was a tough, sometimes ruthless and
always manipulative operator. But I have no doubt that, as he saw it, he was driven
to be tough by bad laws and by police hostility deriving from those laws. People
then and now have called him a Tammany Hall boss, and I expect they are right.
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Suzanne Edgar and Sir Roderic Chamberlain have put forward differing views
about the arrest and trial of A. A. Edwards in 1930 -31. Sir Roderic describes the

events as he, a participant, remembers them. Mrs Edgar puts forward the
proposition that Edwards was framed by either his political enemies, of which he
had a number, or possibly by the Police. Records in the State Archives recently

made public' show that the second of these propositions merits further
examination. Although not proved conclusively, there is enough written material
to propose the following theory: that firstly Edwards used his public position to

help and protect criminal elements in the community as well as to satisfy his
homosexual desires, that secondly these facts were known to the authorities from
1926, and that thirdly the Police took the opportunity to ensure his conviction.
Footnotes
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Shop in Compton St, Adelaide, February 1912. The figure on the left is A. A. Edwards. (S.A. Archives)

David Watts, a Music graduate, is on the staff of the South Australian Archives and studying
Law at the University of Adelaide.
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On i November 1930, a young man, Kevin Fitzgerald, was shot dead at Parkside
by Constable W. J. Delderfield after failing to stop when challenged. The following
Tuesday, Edwards and Dale2 raised the matter in the House of Assembly; Edwards
requested that Fitzgerald's family be represented at the Coronial inquiry and Dale

demanded to knów if the policeman who 'murdered' Fitzgerald had also shot a
person at Nailsworth after that person had put his hands ups The Hansard report
reads as though an innocent youth had been shot by a vicious policeman. The
reality is somewhat different. On the night of 31 October-1 November, a safe was
blown in Mile End. Fitzgerald was suspected of being involved and was traced to
Parkside after avoiding arrest in the city.4 Delderfield went to the back of the house

as two detectives knocked at the front door. Fitzgerald ran from the back door,
ignored orders to stop, and vaulted a fence. In doing so he appears to have hit his
head and fallen to the ground stunned. Delderfield fired a warning shot at the base
of the fence and hit him. Fitzgerald died minutes later. It was an unfortunate
accident brought about by Fitzgerald's attempt to avoid questioning and arrest.
Fitzgerald's criminal record was extensive for a 21 -year old. It started in 1922 with a
conviction for malicious damage. By the time of his death he had spent nearly four
years in the Reformatory and had been sentenced to 2 years and 9 months in prison,
one year of which was hard labour.5 He had been out of prison only two weeks
when he was shot.
The incident at Nailsworth referred to by Dale appears to have been deliberately

misrepresented. The newspaper account states that a small group of prisoners
escaped from Yatala Labour Prison, taking a warder as hostage. They stole a car
and drove to Norton's Summit, having thrown their hostage out on the way.
Unsure of what next to do they returned to Adelaide and were recognised at
Nailsworth where all but two surrendered. The remaining two commandeered a
truck loaded with pipes upon which one lay and shot at the Police whilst the other
drove. The escapee on the back was shot and wounded, but the truck was not

stopped until a motorcycle policeman rode alongside and shot the driver.°

Although Delderfield participated in the chase, he was not armed and did not fire at
either escapee who at no stage tried to surrender.

Edwards appears to have used his parliamentary position to try to protect a
young criminal and at the same time cast aspersions on the conduct of the Police.
He must have known about Fitzgerald's record and he had been given an accurate
description of the shooting before he raised the matter in Parliament because he
had interviewed at least two witnesses on Monday, 3 November, one of whom was a
relative of Fitzgerald.?
The second proposition can be illustrated by examining Edwards's resignation
as a visiting justice at Yatala. In February 1926 a Royal Commission under Mr H.
K. Payne, S.M., was set up to inquire into the release of prisoners on probation.°
Edwards had played an active role in finding work for many who had been released
as well as providing accommodation until they found other lodgings. Later the
same year Mrs Agnes Goode, J.P., and the Rev. Mr Pearce interviewed a number of
prisoners and obtained at least one statement about Edwards's conduct and sexual
contacts with prisoners.9 Shortly of ter this he resigned as a visiting justice to Yatala
and Adelaide Gaol.10 The statement taken by Mrs Goode and a number of undated
statements detailing Edwards's sexual activities with young men before his arrest
are inclosed in a file along with a request by Edwards for a Royal Commission into
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his case. Therefore it appears that Edwards's contacts with the criminal community
and sexual preferences were officially known as early as 1926.
The Police investigation of the case raises a number of points that demonstrate
the third proposition. Mrs Edgar has commented on the contradictions in Mundy's
evidence. There are also contradictions in his statements. He made two statements
to the Police whilst he was in the Reformatory;" the first two days after his arrival

and the second on 9 December 1930.12 In the first he freely described a sexual
encounter that took place before he knew Edwards, thus disposing of the theory
that it was Edwards who was his teacher. At the Police hearing and at the trial in the

Supreme Court Mundy claimed that he had not said a number of the things that
appeared in the statements. He also claimed that only parts of it were read over to
him before he signed it.18 He was not shaken in this claim. The opening sentences
of the second statement read: 'I am sometimes known by the name of Jack Williams.

My reason for using that name was that in applying for jobs, and not having
parents I would be more likely to get one.'14 The phrase is heavily underlined in the
original and a pencilled comment added: 'Cld [sic] never have said this. Mistake by

Harrell.' One wonders if there were other 'mistakes by Harrell' included in the
statements.
During the hearing, the Principal of Women Police, Miss Kate Cocks, was asked

a number of times whether she had been told that Mundy had never slept in
Edwards's room at Victor Harbor. Her only response to each question was to claim
privilege. It is quite clear from the transcripts15 that Edwards's counsel was certain
of his point and that Cocks was not willing to answer. If she had not been told, she
had only to say no. Following Haskett's first trial for perjury, Cocks was asked for a
report on her cross - examination by Mr E. Rollison. The questioning was hard and
at one stage Rollison was provoked into saying: 'This case is a grave reflection on
the Crown Law Department and Police Department, and I say with all seriousness,
that Mr Chamberlain and this witness [Cocks] have conspired to sustain a charge
against Edwards on perjured evidence.' An examination of this cross examination16 shows that she behaved in much the same way as she had done in the
Police Court hearing. The magistrate presiding at that trial, Mr K. F. V. Sanderson,
S.M., was asked for his comments and he replied: 'I think it my duty to point out,
though I do so reluctantly, that Miss Cocks was a most difficult witness....She had
that habit which is common in women witnesses of evading the direct answer.''
The incident of the missing witness mentioned by Sir Roderic is curious. The

Police had reason to fear that Haskett might be suborned.18 On 12 December
Haskett was interviewed in Adelaide by the prosecution. On that night Cocks
provided her with accommodation and the next morning, when leaving, she was
told by Cocks: 'Don't leave home with anybody. I will be coming down one day for

you. Don't go away from home."
Haskett did not leave home until the Tuesday and visited Edwards's solicitor that
evening.20 Yet the day before, the Police secured an adjournment of the hearing on
the ground that Haskett was missing.21 It appears that for some reason Cocks did
not send for her in time for the hearing but used her absence as an excuse for an

adjournment. The Police became alarmed on Thursday after Haskett's father
reported that he had not seen his daughter since Tuesday. The story about the
missing witness and Haskett's photograph were then placed in the newspapers.22
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Mr E. M. Sabine, S.M., who committed Edwards in December and commented: 'If

his [Mundy's] evidence were the only evidence in the case I would have no
hesitation in dismissing the information.' Denny certainly had the power to halt
the proceedings if he so wished. He did not and penned: 'Seen. Prosecution to
proceed. 31/1/31. WJD A -G.'
If the theory propounded is correct, one can sympathize with the Police in trying
to have Edwards convicted. He had relentlessly questioned their actions in public,
embarrassed them and championed the cause of prisoners. It is hardly likely that
there was a conspiracy between the Police, the Attorney- General and Crown Law
Officers. Rather, by his past activities, Edwards antagonized the very people who

could have saved him, and finding no sympathy in any official quarter was
convicted as soon as Mundy mentioned his name.26
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Footnotes
1. Government files are restricted by Cabinet decision for either 30 or 50 years before they are

A. A. Edwards. (S.A. Archives)

Both Haskett's and Edwards's lawyers stated that she was not missing and she
herself contacted the Police on Thursday to tell them where she was staying.23
When she appeared at the hearing on Friday, 19 December, she was treated with
suspicion and given a medical examination against her wishes24 before she had a
chance even to change her story. Once in the witness box she denied making many
of the statements attributed to her.
The suggestion that the conspiracy against Edwards was orchestrated by W. J.
Denny, the Labor Attorney General at the time, is not a new one. Edwards's lawyers
submitted a 10 -page memorandum to Denny before the Supreme Court tria1,25 the

main legal point of which was that, as Attorney General, he could act as the
equivalent of an English Grand Jury and order a nolle prosequi on the grounds
that Mundy was a self- confessed male prostitute who had perjured himself, and
that if Haskett was to be tried for perjury, so should he. Denny was asked not to take

into account the advice of his law officers, in particular that of the Crown
Prosecutor, because 'The Crown Prosecutor had and still has a strong personal bias
against Edwards and that he is consequently unfitted to advise impartially in any

way in this matter.'
In a four -page reply, Chamberlain's answer was: `It is not unnatural that I
should be a little biassed against a man whom I believe very strongly and sincerely
to be guilty of a most revolting offence.' Denny called for reports by both the Crown
Solicitor and Crown Prosecutor on the memorandum. Both advised rejecting the
argument and both said that Mundy was a witness of truth despite the comment of

made available to the public.
2. Robert Alexander Dale, member for Sturt, 1930 -33 and member for Adelaide, 1933 -38.
3. Hansard, 1930, v. 2, p. 1821.
4. Advertiser, 3 November 1930.
5. SAA GRG 57/1/1931/63 January Sessions. Exhibit G.
6. Advertiser, 19 July 1930, pp. 15 -16.
7. SAA GRG 57/1/1931/63 January Sessions.
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9. SAA GRG 24/6/1931 /916, enclosure.
10. SAA GRG 24/6//926/1201.
11. SAA GRG 29/110/4.
12. SAA GRG 57/1/1931/35 January Sessions, pp. 1 -5, 6 -8.
13. Advertiser, 22 December 1930, p. 7.
14. SAA GRG 57/1/1931/35 January Sessions, p. 6.
15. Ibid., pp. 75 -78.
16. SAA GRG 57/1/1931/50 May Sessions.
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18. SAA GRG 57/1/193//35 January Sessions, p. 80.
19. Ibid., p. 81.
20. Ibid., p. 80.
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22. !bid.
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26. Further details of Edwards's life are given in Suzanne Edgar, 'The King of the West End',
National Times, 2 -8 May 1982, pp. 12, 14 -15.
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In telling this story Jenkin relies heavily on the records of the AFA and
particularly on the writings of George Taplin, its first missionary. Indeed Jenkin is
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Conquest of the Ngarrindjeri.
Graham Jenkin. Rigby, Adelaide, 1979. 300 pp. $9.95.

Conquest of the Ngarrindjeri has been a popular success. It won the South
Australian Biennial History Prize for 1978 and upon publication in 1979 it received
favourable comments in the media. As one of the few inexpensive readily available

books on the history of Aboriginal- European contact in South Australia it has
become widely used in history courses at upper secondary and tertiary level.
The Ngarrindjeri lived along the Coorong, and around the lakes of the lower
Murray River. In his book Jenkin has attempted to give a picture of the traditional
society of the Ngarrindjeri people and of the ways in which their culture was
destroyed by white settlement. The bulk of the book though tells the story of the
Mission to the Ngarrindjeri people at Point McLeay, which was operated by the
Aboriginal Friends Association (AFA) from 1859, when it was established, until
1915 when control passed to the Government.
Jenkin argues that before settlement the natural resources of the area provided
the Ngarrindjeri with a relatively comfortable livelihood, and their traditions and
social structure maintained a well ordered and harmonious life. With white
settlement the Aborigines soon lost their land
the economic basis of their
survival
and control over their own destiny.
The 1834 Foundation Act, which made no mention of Aborigines, Jenkin says
indicates the 'moral limitations' of the founders of South Australia. Lord Glenelg's
attempts to gain concessions from the Colonization Commissioner on behalf of the
Aborigines can be seen now as 'intended solely to give the impression that landrights were to be acknowledged....' ( Jenkin's emphasis). Glenelg's interventions
his insistance on the appointment of a Protector, and on the inclusion in the Letters

Patent of a clause purporting to protect the rights of Aborigines
made no
'difference to actual rights of the Aborigines in the Colony of South Australia and
did nothing to ensure that they held title to their land. The Board of
Commissioners declared all land of the colony open to Public Sale, and within a
short time of settlement the dispossession of land was having a devastating effect on
Aboriginal society. Loss of hunting grounds, introduced disease and violence had
an immediate impact on Aboriginal life.
Jenkin shows how many remarkable achievements of Ngarrindjeri people in the
last century came to little, as the effects of prejudice and discrimination took their
toll. Despite the success in the white man's world of some notable Ngarrindjeri, the

general standard of life of the people fell. Employment opportunities for
Aborigines were extremely limited and in times of economic hardship Aboriginal

communities suffered disproportionately. Various attempts to create local
enterprises at Point McLeay failed because of limited local resources and
government inactivity. The exclusion of Aborigines from the white economy left
the Ngarrindjeri increasingly pauperized.

responsible for salvaging a number of valuable AFA documents which could
otherwise have been lost to historians forever. In doing this and in provoking
interest in South Australian Aboriginal history, Jenkin has performed a valuable
task. However, it is in relation to the sources and the use of them that Conquest of

the Ngarrindjeri is most deficient. The book relies on Taplin, both for the
anthropological descriptions of Ngarrindjeri life and society but also for the
history of the early years of the mission. The reliance on these sources accounts for
the emphasis of the book and for its most sympathetic and uncritical treatment of

Taplin and of his role.
In discussing the early history of the mission and governmental policy of the
time Jenkin sees only Taplin's point of view and the tone and style of the book seem
often to be simply a reflection of these sources. Jenkin describes Taplin as 'a man of
complete integrity and honesty'. (p. 91) Taplin we are told encountered a multitude

of problems, 'all of which he faced with courage and faith'. (p. 83) By Jenkin's
account Taplin is always motivated by the highest ideals, and his opponents only
by avarice and greed. It is difficult to accept that virtue was so clear cut. It is
especially difficult when Jenkin tells us as an afterthought that one of Taplin's
chief opponents, the Hon. John Baker, proposed a policy which had much to
commend it. At the end a long passage in which Baker is presented as self interested

and duplicitous it is puzzling to read that
Baker, too, displays facets which, in fairness, ought to be recorded in his favour. He is
obviously far from unconcerned by the plight of the Aborigines as a whole.... Baker's

proposals seem practicable, humane and enlightened. In part they included the
immediate determination by the government of the tribal boundaries; the apppointment
of an ambassador - cum - protector to each individual tribe...; the allocation of areas of
their own land to each tribe; and instruction on the efficient use of the land by modern
means of cultivation. (p. 92)

Jenkin's pleadings on behalf of Taplin reveal little or nothing about the impact
on Aborigines of the institution that Taplin created and ran. The case that is made
for Taplin in this book is not persuasive, but in any event so what? How much
wiser would we be if Jenkin could persuade us that Taplin was a man of integrity
and true to his principles? It's not unlikely that in some cases it was the most sincere
and most principled missionaries or administrators who wreaked the most havoc

among Aboriginal communities. What we need to know is not just about the
integrity of individual whites, but about the impact of the policies and practices of
white society
how its way of doing things, its institutions (in this case

particularly the institution created by the AFA at Point McLeay) affected
Aboriginal society
and about how Aborigines saw white society and how they
responded to it. In his introductory chapter Jenkin raises questions of this type, but
as the book proceeds these are dropped. In his concern to see Taplin's character

vindicated the author is almost completely distracted from any discussion of
government practice and policy except when Taplin or one of his successors
differs with the Government. This is not j ust a ma tter of focus in several cases it is
absolutely misleading. A reader of Conquest of the Ngarrindjeri could be forgiven

for thinking that the 1860 Select Committee of the Legislative Council on the
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Aborigines was instigated only because of events at Point McLeay and that it
concerned itself largely with Point McLeay.
Jenkin's description of the traditional Aboriginal society also relies uncritically
on the writings and theories of Taplin. As has been noted elsewhere,' Taplin's
writings on traditional Aboriginal society were far from uncontentious, even in his
own time. There are readily available alternative authorities on this subject, yet
Taplin's views are presented as incontrovertible fact. Equally troubling is the use of
exaggeration, inapposite comparisons and superlatives in the description of pre contact Ngarrindjeri society. Jenkin uses the term 'confederation' and 'nation' to
describe the Ngarrindjeri and speaks of them having a judicial body or 'high court'.

This use of European analogies is simply inappropriate, misleading and
unnecessary. Jenkin is concerned to dispel ignorance and prejudice about
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Footnotes
1. See Mary-Alice McDonald's review in Aboriginal History, vol. 4, no. 2, 1980.

2. G. F. Gale, Urban Aborigines (1972), ch. 3; R. M. Gibbs, 'Relations Between the
Aboriginal Inhabitants', Journal of the Royal Geographical Society, South Australian
Branch, vol. 61, 1959 -60; R. M. and C. H. Berndt, From Black to White in South Australia

(1951); C. D. Rowley, The Destruction of Aboriginal Society (1970), chs 5 and 12; K.
Hassell, Relations Between the Settlers and Aborigines in South Australia, 1836 -1860
(1966).

John Summers,
Discipline of Politics,
The Flinders University of South Australia.

Aboriginal society, but in his eagerness to give the white reader a favourable
impression of the Ngarrindjeri by using European analogies and comparing
Aboriginal institutions to European ones he runs the risk of simply pandering to
white ethnocentism. Ngarrindjeri society, he says, had a 'purely demonstratic form
of government', the 'parliament' of each tribe, the Tendi, was also its high court
and 'was thus the dispenser of justice'. In some passages the use of hyperbole is
remarkable.
They were a truly classless society and had reached the apogee as far as refined
egalitarian socialism is concerned. Yet if they had to be placed in any European class
scale, their mode of life could only be compared with that of the old aristocracy. Their
dedication to cultural pursuits the ballet, music, opera and art; their enjoyment of
pomp and ceremony; their strong adherence to ancient codes of chivalry and etiquette;
the pleasure they derived from sports and hunting; their great personal courage, pride
and independence; their insistence on the right of an initiated man to bear arms and for
honour to be honourably defended; their epicurean approach to food; their honest
acceptance of human passions and lack of hypocrisy regarding them; these and other
aspects of Ngarrindjeri life find distinct parallels in the outlook and way of life of the
European aristocracy. The great difference lay in the fact that in Ngarrindjeri society
everyone was an aristocrat. The Ngarrindjeri showed the world that it was possible for
socialism and the aristocratic life -style to be married harmoniously, and for life to be a
rich cultural and creative experience without servants and without masters. (pp. 1920)

It is possible to give a sympathetic account of traditional Aboriginal society

Commemorative Biography of Maximilian
Ferdinand Weidenbach: Outstanding 19th Century
Egyptologist, Artist, Explorer and Humanitarian.
Chris Illert. Science -Art Library, Henley Beach, 1981. 84 pp. $20.

In the Foreward to this 'ingenious book', Robert Pope. the Director of the
Science Art Research Centre in Berri
an organisation previously unknown to
this reviewer describes it as a 'literary masterpiece.' He goes on to claim that the
author, a young science graduate and school - teacher, demonstrates that M.F.
Weidenbach (1823 - 1890),

a man with 'undeniable genius', was 'blatantly

suppressed by the unimaginative, jealous and often vindictive "little gnomes" who

so frequently seem to attain positions of considerable influence within the
Australian establishment'. The atmosphere of the Science Art Research Centre is
captured in the blurb on the inside back cover where the Centre is said to provide
'refuge and intellectual amnesty for alienated seekers of beauty and truth who . . .
have undeservedly incurred derision (or possible even persecution) from those who

illustrate the richness and uniqueness of its language and cultural traditions,
describe the subtleties of its social and political structure, explain its economic

should have known better.' Furthermore, the Centre is said to be primarily

system and its reliance on the landscape without appeal to European values, and
without the use of less than credible superlatives.

and certainly provocative thinking on all matters.' The work under review

Accounts of the sort quoted above are not enlightening and will not dispel
prejudice. Nor do they provide the basis for a good understanding of Aboriginal
history. A number of good works on the history of relations between whites and
blacks in South Australia have been published

G. F. Gale, R. M. Gibbs, R. M.

and C. H. Berndt, C. D. Rowley and Kathleen Hassell have written on the
Aboriginal history of South Australia' but most of these are now out of print.
There is still much more to be done, and Graham Jenkin's book has provoked wide
interest in research in this area. For the present though, it is unfortunate that the
works of these other authors are not more readily accessible to students and others..

concerned with encouraging 'alternative, original (even if sometimes eccentric)
possesses all these characteristics.
The author's thesis is quite simple, namely that in the nineteenth century South
Australians of German birth or descent, and in particular the Weidenbach family,

were ruthlessly and unceasingly persecuted by the 'British' majority. The anti British obsession which soon becomes tedious is encountered on the very first
page of the text. Describing the Battle of Waterloo, Illert sneers at 'the
inconsequential English contingent under the incompetent dandy Wellington.'
Twenty pages of the early part of the text are taken up with translations of letters
written by Richard Lepsius, the famous Egyptologist who headed the important
Prussian expedition to Egypt and Nubia from 1842 to 1845. Weidenbach. a drawer
of hieroglyphics, accompanied the mission, but Lepsius's letters contain only a few
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passing references to him. Later in the text Illert advances some remarkable claims
on Weidenbach's behalf. He states that in the second half of the nineteenth century

Malvern owned by 'an English gentleman'. Mansfield, whose hired laborers 'died
of pneumonia and exposure'. The 'English owner . . abuses and mistreats' Julius

Weidenbach and Dr Richard Schomburgk (Director of Adelaide's Botanic

who thereupon resigned, suffering from bronchitis. We are told that 'English

Gardens), two of Germany's leading scholars', made South Australia their new
homeland. 'Even by 1880', Illert goes on, 'though they had both been
geographically isolated from the spheres of European influence and culture for
nearly thirty years, the memory of their outstanding scientific achievements
lingered on in the various Royal Courts and in the centres of scholarship and
learning'. Elsewhere, the author brackets Weidenbach with Schomburgk and on
the same footing. All of page 56, for example, is devoted to the achievements of
Richard Schomburgk and his brother, Sir Robert Schomburgk, the explorer, but
Weidenbach's name is thrown in obliquely to suggest that he was their intellectual
equal. The attempt to equate the two men leads the author on one occasion, almost
certainly unconsciously, to deny his whole thesis. The testimonial presented to
Richard Schomburgk in 1884, and signed by many leading citizens, is described at
some length. The Governor's name came first, and Weidenbach's happened to be
placed eighth on the random list. Thus, Illert confidently concludes, Weidenbach

doctors often refused to attend patients who could not afford to pay a substantial
fee.' Julius had no money, and 'only the dedicated German Doctor Pabst is kind
enough to tend his injuries'. Julius died, but his body had to be exhumed in order
for an inquest to be held, because the death certificate issued by Dr Beyer not
Pabst
was not recognised at the time. Illert comments:

was listed among 'the top ten of "Adelaide's leading men of the time ".' Despite the
presence of the names of Sir Edwin Smith, J.C. Bray, J.H. Angas, Josiah Symon,
Simpson Newland and many other politicians and business leaders, Illert makes a
lot of the fact that the names of not all leading citizens were on the list. He seems

.

Both the death of Julius Weidenbach. and the public humilation of the eminent German
Dr Pabst, served to illustrate exactly who was in control of the colony, and the means by
which they could exercise power if deemed necessary to maintain the "natural order"
of social and professional hierarchies under the Wakefield scheme. European immigrants
had to be controlled.

The author suggests that another brother, Moritz, knew the full details of the
case:
Realising that the authorities would not allow him the luxuries of justice or free - speech he

publicly exhibited selfcontrol and composure. Even in supposedly private letters to
relatives in Germany, Moritz wrote in a bland uncontroversial tone. It might appear,
however, that his letters contain the occasional subconscious slip between their lines
betraying the feelings of anger, and perhaps a desire for revenge. which he might have
been trying to conceal.

unaware that such was always the case with testimonials, and cannot resist the

Illert produces a few excerpts from the letters, but they do not have even the

bizarre conclusion that the absentees were 'peevish and vindictive English

slightest bearing on the case. An explanation readily falls to hand: 'It is, of course,
possible to read these statements in a literal way, but it is probable that Moritz felt
the need to exercise extreme caution in committing angry words to paper for his

businessmen' who 'felt that they should have a monopoly over public festivities'.
As for Lepsius, Illert suggests that Weidenbach was 'perhaps' more proficient in
the reading and writing of hieroglyphics. Moreover, he claims that if Lepsius had
died in 1882, while Weidenbach was visiting Berlin, the latter 'would then have

been the greatest living Egyptologist in 19th century Europe.' Obviously,
Weidenbach possessed great skill as a drawer of hieroglyphics, but Illert produces
not one scrap of evidence for his extravagant assertions. Moreover, there is nothing
to suggest that Weidenbach himself would have subscribed to such inflated claims.
An article on the book by an unnamed journalist in the Advertiser (2 January
1982) claimed that it had been written to presènt a more balanced history of South
Australia, much of which, Illert said, was 'biased' and 'unfair'. Thus, in the book,
he summarizes Wakefield's scheme for the settlement of the colony: '... the wealthy
English gentlemen would own most of the land, while the European immigrants
would do all the work.' This shocking misrepresentation of Wakefield's views is

immediately followed by a lurid description of the alleged 'selling' of destitute
children in Adelaide in 1850, the year after Weidenbach arrived in Adelaide: 'Girls
and young children were sold into sexual servitude, and slavery, in the households

of the moneyed English gentry, and few escaped illnesses such as dysentry,
dentition, meningitis, consumption, gastro- enteritis, diarrhoea, starvation,
enlarged livers, eye - diseases, vaginal lacerations and bruises, venereal infections,

and pneumonia'.
The death of Weidenbach's younger brother, Julius, in Adelaide in 1848, within
two months of arrival, enables the author to speculate at considerable length on the
evil machinations of the 'English' power wielders. Julius secured work on a farm at

letters to Germany had, initially, to pass through the hands of the German
shipping agent, H.C. Stakemann, at Port Adelaide.' The reader is immediately
regaled with a long denunciation of Stakemann. It is all very strange, but we are
again reminded later in the text that the 'English farmers of the Malvern district'
were responsible for the death of Julius.
The real Mephistopheles of the book is Osmond Gilles, always erroneously

referred to as a knight of the realm. The reputation of the 'English farmer',
Mansfield, is further blackened by being 'thought to have been a close business
associate of Sir Osmond Gilles'. For some years Weidenbach was acting Prussian
Consul in South Australia. 'He freely communicated with the various European
Kings and Princes', Illert writes, but his 'privileged position', and 'his concern for
the well -being of working class people, had not made him popular with many of
Adelaide's English land owners and businessmen', especially Gilles. Thus, the

appointment of Francis Stacker Dutton, M.L.C.

who had been born at

Cuxhaven where his father was the British Consul as Prussian Consul in 1855, is
predictably explained away and without any documentation: 'Sir Osmond Gilles

had toppled Maximilian Weidenbach from his Consular office'.
The author repeatedly implies that Gilles was preoccupied with keeping down
the German settlers. The failure of a former Berlin school- teacher to secure
employment at the Glen Osmond school is blamed upon Gilles and presented as an
example of 'racial and religious discrimination'. Gilles was possibly the most
quarrelsome man alive but as a young man he lived for many years in Hamburg as a
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wool and grain merchant and later took an especial interest in German colonists in
South Australia. The late Major - General G.W. Symes, in his entry on Gilles in the
Australian Dictionary of Biography, wrote: 'Fluent in French and German he took

a special interest in immigrant welfare, and in 1852 gave land for a German
hospital'. More recently Elizabeth Warburton, in The Paddocks Beneath (1981).
referred to Gilles's 'championship of German colonists' and she also noted that the
Weidenbachs were 'among the many German colonists befriended on arrival by

Osmond Gilles.' Illert, oddly, inserts a quotation from Rodney Cockburn's
Pastoral Pioneers of South Australia: `Mr Gilles was strongly attached to the
Lutheran colonists, and they to him'; but then comes the malevolent innuendo
. . instead of being buried .
. with his numerous German friends. his remains
were placed in what is now a neglected grave in the West Terrace Cemetary.'
Weidenbach's nephew later owned Gilles's house. Woodlev. at Glen Osmond.
Illert writes that it is puzzling that several comprehensive histories of WOODLEY
MANSION
and Glen Osmond generally all fail to mention that the famous
residence was eventually purchased by a Weidenbach.' in fact. Thomas Gill's The
History and Topography of Glen Osmond (1905) listed among Illert's references

'.

.

and Elizabeth Warburton's The Paddocks Beneath both refer to Benno
Weidenbach's ownership of Woodlev. While on the subject of Illert's
documentation, it should be emphasized that his novel claims are rarely if ever
documented; most of the scores of footnotes are to matters of a peripheral nature.
Moreover. although he refers only once to Ian Harmstorf's path- breaking M.A.

'
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devotes quite a few pages to them, based on extensive interviews with members of

the family as well as primary source material. Maximilian went to the gold
diggings at Ballarat in 1852, and returned with enough capital to buy land and
build a beautiful house at Glen Osmond, where he successfully engaged in
viticulture and horticulture for many years. Later, as Mrs Warburton points out, he
was an even more successful investor, principally in hotels and Broken Hill shares.
Moreoever, Gill's much earlier history of Glen Osmond detailed the public- spirited
contribution made by the family to the development of the area.

Illert's 'alternative' account is that the history of South Australia in the
nineteenth century was an oppressive racket. a history of inhumanity and
incompetence. led by mean. selfish and corrupt men. It is not 'ethnic history'. It is

simply a rancorous example of conspiracy 'history', with a clear message for
impressionable innocents. As Illert told the Advertiser journalist: 'The book is a
classic example of what goes on today. People are still plotting and scheming;
there is political abuse. greed, snobbery and racism.' Moreover, he continued, 'the
Adelaide Establishment has not changed much. There are the same sort of families

with the same sorts of power.' To conclude on a somewhat brighter note: the
author's drawings show evidence of considerable competence as an illustrator.
John Playford.
Department of Politics.
University of Adelaide.

thesis on German migration to South Australia from 1851 to 1889, it is clear that he

has used, without the customary acknowledgements, a lot of the material
Harmstorf himself had laboriously collected from the Hamburg Archives.
The alleged persecution of the Weidenbach family reaches a climax in the
erratically constructed final section of the book. Illert writes that 'frustrated by the
inability of the political decision making process to enable direct persecution of
German settlers in South Australia other measures were adopted.' Immediately, we
learn that the insured Blumberg buggy -shop part -owned by one of Weidenbach's
brothers, August, was burnt to the ground in 1889. In the next sentence we are
informed that the culmination of the persecution campaign was achieved in 1887
when the same brother was declared insolvent and detained in the Adelaide gaol

until bail money was raised. Finally, we are told that the dying Maximilian
Weidenbach he died in 1890 was 'viciously maligned and ridiculed by means
of suggestive advertisements published in the English speaking newspapers.' The
'evidence' is then produced an advertisement for laxative pills 'Cockle's Pills'
showing a sketch of the sphinx in the background. and another for a shoe - polish
named 'Nubian Blacking'. Both products were manufactured in London. yet Illert
concludes that Weidenbach's 'scientific accomplishments were ridiculed by jealous
and vindictive individuals.' What one is to make of all these disconnected facts and

conjecture is rather difficult to tell, although the message for the author is quite
clear: `The social fabric which held the colony together was apparently wearing
thin, and certain zealots were apparently uninhibited in their persecution of the
dying brothers
August and Maximilian Weidenbach.'
To set the record straight. By and large the Weidenbachs were a prosperous and
happy family
a success story. Elizabeth Warburton's The Paddocks Beneath

The Paddocks Beneath: A History of Burnside from
the Beginning.
Elizabeth Warburton. Corporation of the City of Burnside, 1981. Pp. xxxix + 380.
$16.

The people of Burnside have every reason to be proud of the latest addition to

their history, not only because of the appearance of this particular book, but
because also of what it represents. The book itself is large and lavishly illustrated

something above the old quarto in size and containing over 400 pages of text,
photographs, index, and appendices listing vital historical statistics and data.
There are also thirteen pages of illustrations in full colour. The book is neatly
finished with endpapers showing an 1876 view of Adelaide looking towards the
hills and a 1916 view in the hills, and the whole is most attractively wrapped in a
handsome reproduction of W. Follen Bishop's 1915 painting 'Burnside the
Beautiful'. As befits a work sponsored by the Burnside Council and its History
Advisory Committee, there is a short account of the Council's development and
there are lists of the necessary details of relevant personnel, an efficient and
economic acknowledgement (even though the current Mayor is treated to two
portraits, one in colour). Numerous references in the notes, however, and the
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coverage given to the Municipal Library suggest the active role played by the
Council and its History Advisory Committee in making the collection and
preservation of historical evidence an important task in Burnside. Beyond that, the
hundreds of illustrations demonstrate most visibly the enthusiasm of local

residents for their own history, and the text reveals their willingness to reminisce, to
bring out their own scrapbooks and papers, and to assist in other ways with the
research.

This community participation in the work is fully and generously
acknowledged by the author Elizabeth Warburton. So also is the role played by
Douglas Dunstan, now retired from the Griffin Press, in the design and
production. But the main labour of research and writing has been Mrs Warburton's
and the text bears all the marks of her own style of local history. Mrs Warburton has
again chosen to employ those methods which served so well for her earlier studies of

Old Stradbroke and Martindale Hall, focussing mainly on the biographies of
particular houses and their various owners and occupants. Here, though, with such

a large area to cover and so many houses to account for, she has grouped her
subjects according to their section numbers in the Hundred of Adelaide. This
approach allows an orderly arrangement of material and is very logical in view of
the actual arrangement of land ownership records which have been at the base of all
other research for this book. I imagine also that it would be mainly satisfactory for
the local reader wishing to identify his or her own house, street, or neighbourhood,
and work out from there. It would probably also be useful for the historical tourist
curious about a particular house or section of the road. I must confess, however,

that as a non - resident, and quite unacquainted with Burnside on the ground, I
found this domesday book approach heavy -going and confusing at times.

Without a working knowledge of the topography and the key buildings, it seemed
sometimes as if I were reading merely a random sample from some biographical
dictionary or encyclopaedia. A clue to this difficulty, I think, is to be found in the
Introduction and the two short chapters towards the end which were clearly
designed to wrap the detailed section -by- section chapters in an encompassing way,
providing an ecological and general overview at the béginning, and at the end, a
survey of the development of society and institutions in Burnside. None of these
chapters is quite strong enough to play its part in the design or conveys a powerful
enough set of images of Burnside's development to balance the detail lying at the
heart of the book. Undoubtedly it is efficient to banish statistics on population

growth and structure to an appendix and to present basic information about
transport and water systems in some well- designed maps. However, it could also be

argued that it is the business of the historian to show the relevance of these
developments to other matters under discussion. As an example, there is an

immense amount of information scattered through the pages of the rise and fall of
the vine and olive industries in Burnside. There must have been a pattern to it, but
to find that pattern is almost a research task for the reader. Yet it is arguable that the
rise and fall of local industries reveals as much about the local residents as the
spread of houses and subdivisions. Another example in several places there was
passing mention of an earthquake which badly damaged a particular building.
Was it the same earthquake? Is Burnside prone to earthquakes? There is no general
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discussion of earthquakes and earthquakes are not indexed, but nor are they
common occurrences in Australia. In northern Australia where cyclones occur
from time to time, the dates of damaging cyclones are vividly recalled in local
memory and their influence can be seen in architecture and local planning.
Earthquake damage caused the demolition of houses in Burnside. Did it affect
subsequent building or planning? A final example
the account of the
controversy over the swimming pool in Hazelwood Park is bewildering to an
outsider and in the absence of other factual information, e.g. how many swimming
pools, public or private, were available within walking and riding distance for the
people of Burnside. Was it really, as was hinted, a generational conflict, or was it a
class conflict? Is it not possible for the reader to answer these questions even in a
general way.
It is interesting and instructive to compare this work with another local history,
also working from the subdivisions and aware of the significance of the paddocks
beneath, i.e. Max Kelly's Paddock Full of Houses (Sydney, 1978) which is a history
of Paddington in Sydney. Kelly is dealing with a smaller area and he works it on a
more modest scale, but he also begins with the scattered land - holdings and the

pattern of villa residences, followed by the gradual infili of subdivisions and
accompanying changes in community structure and self- awareness. Kelly's work

has a better sense of the strong pattern of impersonal forces working in the
background of lives which on the surface seem very individual and remarkably
different. Without this sense, local history is in danger of distortion or comes
perilously close to a chronicle of births, deaths, marriages and land sales.
A kind of quiet pride in the achievements of the pioneers and their contribution
to the history of South Australia is the dominant theme of the book. It is not
possible to say of all that they were 'an immensely vigorous family, long -lived and
vital to the end'. (the Hills of Glenunga). Nor were all the outcomes so desirable as
when 'Sir Stanley's daughter Alison Melrose Murray donned her grandmother's

orange blossom coronet for Ian McLachlan (of the legal firm of Symon,
McLachlan, Murray and Cudmore)' and the young couple were able to build a new
house in the corner of Grannie MacDiarmid's garden. One does wonder from time
to time about the unnamed families, the itinerant, and all of the other people who
must have lived and worked in Burnside. It is pleasing, though, to see the women of
the pioneer families occupying their 'natural place' in these stories, whether as the

mothers of large families, successful brides, or farmers, gardeners and small business- women. The difference this makes to the sense and balance of life- stories
can be seen quickly by comparing Mrs Warburton's account of Mrs Ellen Barham

Black and the building of Bell Yett with that given by Ian North in his study of
Dorrit Black, her granddaughter. North's account concentrates on Alfred, Ellen's
son and Dorrit's father, yet even Dorrit Black herself is better understood in relation
to her grandmother and her aunts. One cannot always agree with Mrs Warburton's
interpretation of the lives of these women. Why should the Crompton girls want to
marry and leave Stonyfell? Could there be anywhere more perfect? However, it is
good to be reminded that the original recipe for Cooper's beer was Mrs Cooper's,

that it was Mary Penfold who made the wine at The Grange, and even to have
details of the real estate dealings of Ivy Laver of Fergusson Square. Information of
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this kind about the activities of women will continue to be disputed. Thefact that it
is recorded in such a source as this gives rise to hope that at least it will be referred to,

quoted, and repeated by future historians of Burnside.
Beverley Kingston,
School of History,

The University of New South Wales.

Defence Not Defiance: The Development of
Organised Labour in South Australia.
John Wanna. Adelaide College of the Arts and Education, 1981. x +166 pp. $6.00
This is the first in a new series of texts to be published by the Adelaide C.A.E.,
related primarily to the Social Sciences and Humanities and aimed at a wide
community readership. Some financial assistance for this volume was provided by
the Workers' Educational Association. If Wanna's book is an accurate foretaste of
things to come there can be little doubt that the new series will prove a resounding
success for its sponsors. The format itself is first class, offering pleasing print and
lay -out, a firm binding, plus splendid cartoons by Jim Cane. The rather murky
photographic reproductions fail to detract from the highly favourable impact of
this remarkably low priced production.
As for the contribution of the author, for the most part he achieves a provocative

tour de force. Wanna successfully pitches his discussion at the general reader,
adopting an educative role and employing a very simple, clear and concise style.
Footnotes are kept to a minimum while basic statistical and schematic data are
presented in a neat and easily decipherable fashion. Basically, the book divides into
two unequal parts. The first and larger is concerned with the area delineated in the
sub - title, i.e., the history of the South Australian labour movement. The main title
implies what a number of very distinguished Japanese visitors have been recently
publicly emphasising to apparently surprised groups of local businessmen, i.e.,

South Australian labour has traditionally been very quiescent; with isolated
exceptions it has proved anxious to co- operate with capital, whether local,
interstate, or overseas in origin. In demonstrating this thesis Wanna scarcely puts a
foot wrong. He illustrates en route the contrast which the experience of unions in
S.A. in the 1890s presented to that of their confrères in the three mainland eastern
colonies; the relations between the emergent Labor Party and its union backers; the
essential nature of South Australian economic development; the role of the state;
and the reasons for, and his view of the consequences of, the establishment and
growth of the arbitration system. Only one slightly jarring note presented itself in
this historical section. This occurred in Chapter Seven where a rather

unconvincing attempt to compare and contrast the 1930s Depression with the
State's present economic problems broke the hitherto smooth development of the
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author's arguments. In this way Wanna abruptly introduces the reader to the
constituting about one quarter of the text which
second section of the book
concerns itself with contemporary problems and the likely future trend of
industrial relations. It is this section which will most interest readers involved in

the practice or study of industrial relations and politics. In offering his own
forceful and provocative views the author naturally leaves himself open to the
criticism of those with different value bases for their analysis and prognostications.
Quite obviously in the practice of futurology even near - futurology you forms
your premise and you takes your choice. I found Wanna's argument and forecasts
highly stimulating, forcing me to check closely my own assumptions wherever I

questioned his conclusions. In this fascinating arena of subjective conjecture I
discovered two main areas where I diverged from Wanna's scenarios. The first

concerns his treatment of what he terms 'The Professional Creep', i.e., the
increasing importance of professional industrial relations 'experts'. As perhaps the
humorous term implies, Wanna does not approve of this trend particularly on
labour's side of the fence. While later placing something of an each -way bet on the
likely effects of such professionalisation he basically fears that it will lessen the say
of rank and file unionists in industrial relations. For example, with reference to
growing state assistance to professional training for union officials, he criticises the

Trade Union Training Authority (TUTA) as being 'potentially the most
significant agency whereby the state can effect the greater incorporation of labour
within capitalism' (p. 131). Perhaps he is simply out to alert his unionist readership
to some possible dangers but for my money the fears he articulates in this section
seriously underestimate the power and resilience of the rank and file.

The second area of disagreement is more general and amorphous. It rests on
Wanna's basic dilemma when advocating the best policies for industrial labour in
the 1980s. He is explicit throughout the book that he sees our present industrial
society, based as it is on 'private enterprise' with profits cushioned at every turn
by state assistance as an unfair and one -sided mechanism in which, for example,

arbitration works as a conscious damper on natural labour militancy and
radicalism. Wanna would, ideally, like to do away with the present system. This
basic opinion often forces him into an overly negative and Cassandra -like role. He
makes gloomy forecasts about the near - future and points to the many potential
dangers looming for workers and other have -nots in our society. Yet because of his
fundamental distaste for the system he finds difficulty in providing practical advice
to the unionists how best to operate within it. He offers general propositions such
as the need for more emphasis on shopfloor organisation but, for example, his view
of arbitration as a distrative sedative for workers prevents him from making prosaic
suggestions as to how labour may best use it. As we have seen in the TUTA
example, he remains highly critical of pragmatic efforts made by the unions
themselves to improve their arbitration performance. Further, after criticising
arbitration virtually from go -to -whoa, Wanna is equally critical of the major

realistic alternative in the short run, i.e., the observed trend towards extraabitrational bargaining. He decries this for its potential promotion of sectionalism

but again no practical solution to the dilemma is
among organised labour
provided. This 'heads they win, tails we lose' approach to labour's problems
surfaces at several other points including the author's comparative discussion of
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the unions' future dealings with the representatives of local and overseas capital.
Wanna argues convincingly that, by and large, local ('marsupial') capitalists really
appear to believe their own propaganda about what dangerous and destructive
fellows trade unionists are. Thus they oppose unionism. On the other hand the
more clear sighted representatives of overseas capital welcome unions and seek cooperation with union officials
but the author sees this as even more obnoxious
for it threatens any future hopes of fundamentally changing Australian society in
his preferred directions.
It would, however, be most unfair for any reviewer to concentrate on his own
subjective reaction to Wanna's brave and stimulating forecasts about the future of
industrial relations. I repeat, this is a first -class book which I am confident will
commend itself to the widest possible readership. The promoters of these 'Texts in
Humanities' deserve our hearty congratulations. I look forward with pleasurable

anticipation both to the next production in this series and also to any further
publications issuing from the invigorating pen of John Wanna.
Tom Sheridan,
Department of Economics,
University of Adelaide.

THE SOCIETY'S ACTIVITIES, 1981
The activities of the Society for 1981 were many and varied, and the Council has
been very pleased with the good response by members, as shown by the attendance
at the monthly meetings and on field trips. For a number of the meetings in the past
year we had over a hundred members present, and the question time at the end of

the evening's lecture indicated how varied is the expertise of society members.
Supper attendance was also encouraging, and enabled further discussion to take
place on the lecture itself, as well as on many topics associated with the objects of
the Society. The half hour at the conclusion of each meeting in the supper room is
an excellent opportunity for people to meet each other and to find out about the
activities of other members who also often represent other societies in South
Australia. It would seem that the first Friday of the month suits the majority of
members.
Our guest speakers for 1981 were as follows:

February Dr John Tregenza: The Visual Dimension of History: Compiling
the Historical Pictures Index.
March

Mr Guy Tunstill and Mr Ian Knowles: History as Presented

April

Through Aboriginal Music from Pre -White Contact to 1981.
Mr Brian Reader: Social and Regimental Dress in the Victorian Era.

May

Dr Ian Davey: Growing up in Hindmarsh at the Turn of the

June

Ms Christobel

Century.
Mattingley:

Time and Place: An Author's

Ingredients.

Ms Sue Marsden: Oral History: New Dimensions in History.
July
Dr Arnold Hunt: The Bible Christians in South Australia.
August
September Three Reports: The Historical Publications Committee Dr John
Dr Peter Howell; The History
Tregenza; The Jubilee 150 Board
Trust Dr Peter Cahalan.
October
November

Mr Garry LeDuff: T he Social Structure and Activities of the Institute
Movement in South Australia, 1836 -1890.

Professor Angus Sinclair: The City in Australian History:
Melbourne and Adelaide Compared.

December An Evening with the Burnside Historical Society: starting with a
twilight walk around Burnside, and continuing with an address by
Mrs Elizabeth Warburton: Brothers by Chance.
Our field trips started in January with a picnic lunch in the Botanic Gardens to

celebrate Australia Day, followed by a guided tour through the Gardens. In
February, Dr Peter Howell conducted an afternoon tour to two Victorian mansions
Cummins and Paringa Hall. In perfect weather about 120 people arrived to see
these two lovely old homes. Ms Maud McBriar took members on a tour to Hallett
Cove, with an informative walk through the Conservation Park, at the beginning
of May. Finally, in October, Ms Annely Aeuckens and Mr Gordon Young took a
coach load of members around Lobethal while the recent research on this area was
discussed. Later in the afternoon Mr Royce Wells met the coach, and members were
shown the mines area on Golden Hill. The Council expresses its sincere thanks to
all these people who gave of their time and knowledge so willingly and helpfully
during the year. It is this enthusiasm that made the programme such a success for
the Society.
At the Annual General Meeting in April it was announced that the Society was

1
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now an incorporated body. In order to complete these procedures several minor
changes in the Constitution had been previously passed. The title of the Society is
now The Historical Society of South Australia Inc.
Journal No. 9 was published at the end of 1981, and the Council thanks Dr John
Playford for his energic organisation of this time consuming task. The Journal
meets a great need in publishing material on South Australian history, and the
Society acknowledges the help of two grants given by the Commonwealth and State
Governments respectively towards this publication. It is hoped that two issues will
be published in 1982; the material is ready but it will depend on the ability of the
Society to raise additional funds to make a second issue possible.
The new Council for 1981 left the Executive unchanged except for the retirement
of Ms Sue Marsden, who had been vice president. Her position was filled by Mr

Dick Kearns; I continued as president, while Ms Stephanie Moss, and Mrs Enid
Ulbrich continued as secretary and treasurer respectively. Dr Peter Cahalan and Mr
Peter Crush also retired. The eight Council members were Mr Peter Donovan, Ms
Elizabeth Durward, Mr Ron Gibbs, Dr Peter Howell, Mrs Elizabeth Kwan, Mr
Chris Nance, Mr Rob Nicol, and Mr Brian Samuels; while ex- officio members were

Dr John Playford (Journal editor), and Ms Annely Aeuckens (Newsletter editor).

Two further ex- officio members were appointed during the year: Miss Tess
Donnellan (minute secretary), and Ms Maggie Ragless (field trip organiser). The
Council thanks the retiring members for their services to the Society. It also extends
thanks to the Libraries Board of South Australia for the use of the Old Chess Room
in the Institute Building for the Council meetings each month during the year, and
for being able to keep our records and files in this room.
A number of sub committees have been at work during the year, on such matters
as possible publications by the Society, the 1982 programme, membership, and so
on. Council members have given of their time and problem solving abilities readily

to foster the welfare of the Society. In addition, Council members have been
involved in a number of other important commit tees and boards. Dr Peter Howell

continues as a member of the Jubilee 150 Board; and I have been a committee

member of the History and Conservation Executive, and the Historical
Publications Committee since the beginning of the year. Mr Chris Nance was
appointed as secretary to the Historical Publications Committee, and as the
executive officer of the History and Conservation Executive early in 1981; and Mr

Brian Samuels was appointed as Information Officer with the History Trust in
June 1981.

The Council wishes to congratulate Dr John Tregenza on his appointment in
November 1981 to the position of Historian with the History Trust of South
Australia. Throughout 1981, Dr Tregenza, in an honorary capacity, was chairman
of the Historical Publications Committee, and presented a detailed submission to
the Jubilee 150 Board in December outlining possible publications for 1986.
The 1982 programme is already well underway, and has been proving as great a

stimulus to members as that of 1981. As retiring president I wish to offer my
warmest thanks to all members of the Council; they have been supportive,
innovative, fun, and conscientious, and have made my two years as President
extremely rewarding. I wish also to thank the members of the Society for their
kindness, interest, and reciprocity throughout this time
episode in my history.

it has been a memorable

HELEN PEARCE
President
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