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THE HERITAGE: 

John Curtin -Australian Prophet 

There are now a few biographies of John Curtin which 

record his thoughts and additionally, some collections 

of his writings and speeches in particular anthologies. 

Our task here is different to the others. It has been 

necessary to review yet again the life and the thought of 

Australia’s greatest son.  

We have been compelled to rebirth John Curtin for a 

new generation of Australian youth who scarce know 

him; but further, we advance his thought for that 

legion of fighters of all ages who have come to 

understand that a great national struggle has been 

underway for a long time now to ensure that Australia 

as conceived - is not lost. We have gone through the 

active life and the avid mind of John Curtin to 

assemble a collection of his words that serves a new 

struggle, of which we have no doubt, he would have 

approved. For we are his true sons and daughters. We 

live in his thought and he lives in our deeds. This book 

is also a resource for nationalist activists and editors 
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and authors, and researchers, such that they can short-

hand their way to an understanding of John Curtin. 

This book is an assembly of material by subject not 

really done before in any anthology of Curtin. That 

must be so, because our purpose is different. We seek 

to ground the Australian nationalist of our demanding 

time in the Australian nationalist movement of the 

past. In that sense, we understand that historical 

Australian nationalism had three core components: 

nativism, literary radical-nationalism and labourism.  

These three elements appeared as a chemical formula 

in John Curtin. In particular too, if our readers did not 

already suspect it, there will be much truth telling about 

a ‘brand-name’ (if we can use a modern phrase) 

misused today by a renegade and criminal entity called 

the Australian Labor Party. 

We have been selective in the materials offered, but 

also expansive. Of course, the full works of Curtin go 

beyond us. Yet, we have often been compelled to 

produce an entire article even if the kernel of it is but a 

few lines. We do this always for ‘context’ and perhaps 

too to show how complete a mind John Curtin 

possessed. Little subject matter was beyond this man 

who functioned as an ideologue and a man of action 

and who served several roles (newspaper editor, orator, 

organizer and parliamentarian) for his beloved labour 

movement. 
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The editing, arrangement of each chapter of the 

document is part chronological, part thematic. That 

seemed logical. It has also been necessary to assemble 

suitable illustrations not often used in connection with 

generalist works. We record of Curtin (if we can edit 

and paraphrase a text from another writer): 

Curtin was native-born (1885) and spent his childhood 

in Victoria, in Creswick and in Macedon. He attended 

public and Catholic parish primary schools and was a 

studious boy who continued to educate himself 

through wide reading after leaving school to join the 

workforce. At 14 he became a copyboy on The Age 

newspaper and then worked as a printer’s assistant on 

the short-lived ‘Rambler’.  

At 18 he became an estimates’ clerk at the Titan 

Manufacturing Company where he worked for eight 

years. John Curtin became the Victorian Organizing 

Secretary for the Timber Workers’ Union in 1911. In 

fact, he was such a popular speaker that workers from 

up to ten miles away would come to his lectures and he 

was its first Federal President in 1914. He was already a 

member and activist for the nationalist-minded 

Victorian Socialist Party and prior to membership of 

the Australian Labor Party was one of its primary 

organizers and agitators. He became an organizer for 

the Australian Workers’ Union in 1916.  As secretary of 

the Victorian Anti Conscription League in 1916, he was 

prominent in the movement opposing attempts by the 
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Federal government of W.M. Hughes to introduce 

compulsory military service. He was gaoled briefly for 

refusing to enlist. He married Elsie Needham in 1917 

and they had two children.  

There is an intriguing story which gives an insight into 

Curtin’s mindset. When he was a child one of his 

siblings came down with pneumonia in the middle of 

winter. Curtin would deliberately take a cold bath to 

share in his sibling’s sufferings, believing that sharing 

the ailment would weaken the suffering. It was an 

almost Buddhist attitude. Before becoming leader of 

the Labor Party in October1935, Curtin joked with one 

of his colleagues that he was “too much of a mystic to 

be elected leader.” 

Yet, by this time, he was an intellectual of a true status 

and his leadership of the Labor Party was providence. 

It was Destiny that in 1941 we received almost by 

accident, a prime minister who didn’t believe in the 

idea of imperial defence being adequate for Australia. 

He would put Australia First and defend it on that 

basis. John Curtin also planned for a post-war world, a 

system that would guarantee his holy ‘White Australia’ 

as a country of social justice and progress. But world 

forces were already against him and he became aware 

during the war of an ‘evil’ that was arising on American 

soil – of a new empire that threatened the identity of 

Australia and perhaps the whole world. We call John 

Curtin forward in our struggle. He is with us now to 
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serve our country. No copyright of any sort is claimed 

(how could it be?) and anything here can be used with 

or without acknowledgment.  Special style notes:  

In 1908, the Labour Party adopted for special tactical 

and ideological reasons, the American spelling of 

‘Labor’. In this work, I have used that spelling after 

that time but continue to refer to a ‘labour’ movement 

and use the proper English-spelling of ‘labour’ in 

reference to foreign workers’ movements. 

Kevin McCauley, Sydney, 2020. 
 

 

Curtin’s grave in Perth 
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This work is published in honour of Alexander F. Norwick who 

read its earlier proofs and who offered his ideas. 
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Foreword 
 

John Curtin, is said by many to be Australia’s ‘greatest 

Prime Minister’. However, that is to misread Curtin and 

place him within the bounds of Westminsterism. He was 

not merely an effective politician, nor just a great 

statesman. Rather, the evidence establishes he was one of 

the greatest figures of the Twentieth Century and for our 

country, a true national leader. 

He dedicated the last thirty years of his life to not only 

Australia’s welfare, but also for the cause of peace. Yet he 

was not a pacifist, as his life would show. He weighed the 

interests of peace against the legacy of our European 

Civilisation and our national requirements and identity. For 

example, in the later part of World War One, Curtin urged 

that a peace conference be convened to end the terrible war 

which he understood as destroying European Civilisation. 

Curtin was a harsh critic of the Treaty of Versailles which 

he correctly saw as sowing the seeds for another war. He 

criticised the use of black troops in the French Occupation 

of the Rhineland. He was also worried about a future race-
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war between what he called White Civilisation and Islam. 

He believed that altering Germany’s eastern border would 

only cause bitterness and also lay the basis for a new world 

war. 

Throughout the 1930s he urged the European nations to 

come together in peace. When war was declared in 1939, he 

was almost broken hearted. He believed it was still possible 

to end the war by a negotiated settlement and as late as 

1940 he called for a peace conference. Throughout 1941, 

Curtin became alarmed at the deterioration of the situation 

in the Pacific. He was worried about Roosevelt’s aggressive 

policies in retaliation against Japan and calculated that while 

Japan offered a challenge to Australia, war could be 

averted. He made friends with the new Japanese 

ambassador to Australia, who was a hard-line Japanese 

expansionist, but Curtin’s honesty and sincerity caused a 

great mellowing of his attitude.  

Both Curtin and this ambassador tried throughout 1941 to 

work out some sort of compromise between Japan and the 

Western powers. The ambassador actually warned Curtin 

that things had gone too far and hinted that war was 

inevitable. Curtin then warned the US of the Japanese 

ambassador’s remarks that war was to come. At this time, 

Curtin was still only the Leader of the Opposition and not 

Prime Minister, but he did acquire permission of Menzies 

as Prime Minister to engage in these discussions and he 

kept him informed of their progress. The Japanese 

ambassador praised Curtin to his Tokyo superiors. By the 
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time he became Prime Minister in November 1941, it was 

too late to avert war. What we are going to suggest here is 

controversial, but we believe the great tragedy that engulfed 

the Pacific, may, just may, have been prevented if Curtin 

had won the 1940 Federal election. We believe if he had 

become Prime Minister a year earlier, he would have had a 

year to work out a peace deal between the Japanese and the 

Western powers that would have avoided the Japanese 

attack upon Pearl Harbour. For Curtin, peace was the 

prerequisite to a great Australian national project, the 

creation of a new nation based upon European blood but 

located in the Pacific. Curtin never accepted the militarist 

ideal as apposite to Australia or its culture. He viewed the 

European militarism as anathema. In that way, he was 

decidedly Australian, although in the defence of the Nation 

itself, he was no pacifist. 

Here then, is the great man in his own words. Rather than 
repeating a biographical background, we present his 
thoughts in the immediacy they were intended that he now 
might speak to us again. That we might share his vision and 
passion for the Australian nation and its people from a time 
also fraught with peril.  
 
Dr. Jim Saleam PHD, Sydney, Australia, 2020 
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PART ONE 
 
 
 
 
 

The Fight Against Conscription In 
WW1 And Beyond 

 
 

t the height of World War One, a war that 
devastated European civilisation, the Prime 
Minister of Australia, W.M. Hughes, put forward a 

proposal to introduce conscription for overseas service. 
 
The Labor Party split on the issue. John Curtin was a harsh 
critic of the war. Curtin was selected to head the Anti 
Conscription cause and was made secretary of the 
movement. The proposal to introduce conscription was put 
to two referenda as Hughes did not have the numbers in 
the Senate to legislate it. Curtin threw himself into the 
campaign giving numerous speeches to the people, warning 
of the danger of conscription.  
 
If we read Curtin’s articles that were published in various 
labour newspapers including the Westralian Worker, we 
can see that Curtin used facts and figures to show that it 

A 
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was unnecessary to have conscription as the volunteer 
system was still working in supplying the Australian army 
with the necessary manpower.  
 
Indeed, a future leader of the Federal ALP, Dr. Evatt, went 
so far as to argue that elements in the Australian military 
deliberately deceived Prime Minister Hughes over the 
‘need’ for conscription. One aspect of the anti-conscription 
argument that the modern Left is highly sensitive to, is that 
the White Australia argument was the decisive catalyst that 
defeated conscription. There was real fear that if 
conscription was introduced, the government would bring 
in non-white workers to replace the Australians who would 
be sent overseas. 
 
Frank Anstey, Curtin’s mentor and a Labor member of 
parliament, suggested that the first referendum be called 
the ‘coloured labour referendum’. Many employers were on 
record as wishing to bring in large numbers of non-white 
workers who would be used to smash the trade union 
movement. Curtin would write on March 23 1917 that the 
election would have “deep significance for the white race”. 
Curtin also accused Hughes of wanting to replace 
“ANZACS with Chinese while the white sons of Australian 
mothers are fighting on the blood-soaked fields of France.” 
Curtin personally authorised the devastating ‘Keep 
Australia Free And White’ poster that sharply showed what 
the future could hold. 
 
And after the World War, Curtin continued to speak 
against war and for a policy that would preclude universal 
slaughter. 
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In the Second World War, Curtin’s view of conscription 
was governed by his model of Total War. In this war, there 
were no civilians. Yet even then, he differentiated between 
a volunteer army that could fight as the country might 
employ it, and a conscripted army that could fight only 
within the boundaries of Australia and its territories. 
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1.World War 1 
 

The world war sharpened the old socialist idea that 
imperialist war was a struggle for markets and resources, 
not for national survival. That idea inspired the principle 
that conscription could have a sinister purpose. This 
perception was fuelled too by the unions – with the fear the 
capitalists would replace Australian labour with non-
European labour. It might be reasonable to argue that the 
anti-conscription struggle was a type of ‘frustrated’ anti-
imperialist attack upon Australia’s relationship with the 
Empire and that nationalism underlay it. Whereas Ireland 
rose in 1916 and proclaimed the republic, Australia had its 
anti-conscription struggle that set out the notion that 
Australia had definite interests outside of the dominant 
imperial arrangement. 
 
 
“Every volunteer contemplates the possibility, and mayhap 
the probability, of a recourse to arms against a foreign host. 
But he does not contemplate being called on to shoot at his 
fellow-citizens . . . Despite the fact that the army is 
constituted to defend the citizenship we have the constant 
spectacle of its utilization against it. And, mark you, these 
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citizens who serve as targets for the bullets of the soldiers 
of the Empire - and for whose protection alone the law 
permits legal use - are men without stain. They are not 
robbers or thieves; neither do they rape women nor 
bludgeon youths. Every man of them contributes by his 
bone and marrow to the general subsistence. They are not 
outlaws of felons, and in no case have they been cited in 
the courts of the land for misdemeanour. Yet the soldiers 
of the Empire are deemed guilty of mutiny if they refrain 
from shooting men of their own colour and country, who, 
in addition to having done no wrong, are not even charged 
with law-breaking.” 
Timber Worker 
March 10 1914 

 
“So, I am told and disturbed and planning the way seems 
more difficult than it used to be. I have looked at the clock 
and it ticked me no comfort and I have turned over one or 
two books in a sort of help-me spirit and it is no good. Life 
at this point is dangerous.” 
Letter to friends, 1915 

 
“Ah! Yes! Capitalism is having its most splendid frolic and 
to the great carnival we are all welcomed. And they who 
stay away are quietly brought along. Here instead of bats 
and marbles and dolls and swings for blue eyed smiling 
gold locks there is shriek of shrapnel and scream of pain, 
and there is the swish of bullets and the thud of falling 
corpses. Instead of happy days and songs reaching to the 
sky there is twenty million men locked in drunken blood-
clasp at each other’s throat.” 
July 6 1915 
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2. The Anti-Conscription Campaign Of WW1 
 

In October 1915, Andrew Fisher resigned from parliament 
due to ill health. His successor William Morris Hughes had 
long advocated the notion of compulsion in military 
training. Now that the euphoria of the Gallipoli campaign 
had died away and the violent suppression of the Irish 
Easter Rebellion had aroused the anger of Irish-
background Australians towards Britain, there began a 
considerable decline in recruiting figures. The new Prime 
Minister ‘Billy’ Hughes was worried by this development 
and proposed conscription as the solution to the problem. 
When it became clear that the Parliament would not agree 
to this proposal, Hughes suggested holding a referendum 
to be put to the people. The referendum campaign was 
bitter and vicious. Just three days after Billy Hughes 
became Prime Minister, John Curtin delivered a speech for 
the Socialist Party’s lecture theatre entitled: “Socialism 
Verses The War.” Curtin warned his audience against being 
distracted by the war from the ‘fundamental principles of 
Socialism”. He argued that “none of the things the workers 
were striving for the abolition of unemployment, poverty, 
exploitation etc could be secured either by the triumph of 
the Allies or the Teutons in this war.” This would have to 
entail “the overthrow of the governments which buttress 
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the capitalist system” The only war to overcome the war 
was through a Social Revolution by the workers exerting 
their strength through the unions. The question that 
angered many Australians was how could Britain be 
fighting to defend Belgium on the one hand, while using 
the most brutal tactics to oppress Ireland on the other. The 
brutal execution of Irish prisoners by the British 
government was not lost on many Australians. The 
Congress of Australian Trade Unions which was assembled 
in Melbourne from 10 – 11 May 1916 moved a motion that 
opposed both military and industrial conscription 
describing it as a “bludgeon to break down the standard of 
the industrial classes” and calling on Australian workers - 
“To speak and act before the clock of trickery is permitted 
to strike the hour of doom”. However, the Congress 
declined to all for a General Strike in the event of 
conscription being imposed. 
 
Reaction to William Morris Hughes’s proposal was swift. 
Frank Tudor resigned from the Federal cabinet and the 
New South Wales Political Labour League and it expelled 
Hughes from the Labor Party. According to Curtin, 
Melbourne was the heart of the anti-war movement in 
Australia. In March 1916, R.S. Ross addressed an audience 
at the Socialist hall on the perils of conscription. Curtin 
moved a resolution and it was carried unanimously asking 
the Trades Hall Council to inform the Prime Minister of 
Australia and the Premier of Victoria that their failure to 
safeguard civilian rights left the Council to organize the 
protection of “the blood won liberties of the citizens.” 
Urged on by the VSP, the Trades Hall Council decided to 
act on the March 30 1916. Delegate Frank Hyatt moved 
“That the Council appoint a propaganda committee to 
bring the matter of conscription and the forthcoming 
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congress before the Australian Trade Unions.” The motion 
was passed and from this date the fight against conscription 
was extended amongst the mass of the workers. The inter-
State Trade Union anti Conscription Congress was called 
on May 10 1916. E.J, Holloway was appointed secretary of 
its national committee. The Labour Call noted: “Everyone 
will welcome the announcement that Jack Curtin has been 
appointed organizer of the National executive of the Inter-
State Trade Union Congress On Conscription. Curtin is at 
present operating with the energy of a tornado and is likely 
to do great things for the Anti Conscription movement, the 
one movement now days that matters. Ted Holloway is the 
secretary of the Executive and with might and main he is 
working night and day. Hurrah!” 
 
A manifesto was sent to all inter-State Labor Party and 
labour movement bodies emphasizing the National 
Committee’s policy was outright opposition to the 
conscription of life: “Under no circumstances must we 
agree on a compromise with the conscription of wealth. No 
amount of wealth sacrificed can be accepted as a set off 
against the compulsory sacrifice of human life. Taxation 
should be used as a means to pay for the war and to 
provide avenues of employment for those who have 
retired. This we believe would be a sufficient incentive to 
stimulate recruiting and to make the voluntary system a 
success. Dated July 18 1916, the manifesto was issued in 
defiance of the military authorities. It was seized by police 
in a midnight raid on the Trades Hall and the Labour Call 
on July 29. All editions of The Socialist of August 4 1916 
and the Labour Call of August 17 1916 were seized because 
they contained references to the suppressed manifesto. The 
the Labour Call was fined five pounds for printing the 
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manifesto. The National Executive of the Trade Union 
Anti Conscription Congress organized a meeting on the 
Yarra Bank at which Curtin spoke. Another meeting 
opposing Conscription at the Melbourne Exhibition 
Building drew a crowd of 20000. Curtin spoke for the 
Socialist Party on one Sunday and the Political Labour 
Council the next. The issue of conscription was drawing 
the labour movement other. The government issued a 
proclamation calling all singe men into camp.  Curtin spoke 
at a town hall meeting which demanded its repeal. The 
Trade Union Congress called for a one-day stop work on 
October 4. Printed at The Worker office in Brisbane and 
signed by Curtin as secretary, the message read: “Fighting 
gamely and against conscription, the industrial movement 
has realised that the proclamation of the government 
summoning single men into the camps really establishes 
conscription and believing the proclamation to be illegal as 
well as perilous and for many other weighty reasons, your 
All-Australian Congress Of Trade Unions that a protest 
must be done. The organizers then demanded, on that day 
not a cab, bus, train or tram should run, not a ship should 
sail. On that day, not a shop or factory or hotel or theatre 
should be open. On that day not a newspaper should come 
out, not a butchers’ bakers’ or grocery cart should be seen 
in the street and not a man of the all-powerful working 
class should be at work.” 
 
Curtin spoke at the final demonstration of the Political 
Labour Council and described the large gathering as the 
greatest thing the trade unions had done in Australian 
history. There were 40,000 people on the Yarra Bank. 
Despite the massive campaign, Victoria voted Yes to 
conscription, but with the emphatic no of New South 
Wales, the referendum was defeated.  A news item in the 
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Melbourne Age read: “John Curtin, secretary to the 
Woodworkers Union and prominent speaker in anti-
conscription circles has been arrested by plain clothes 
constable Dugdale of Brunswick on a commitment warrant 
in connection with a charge heard in the Local Court 
recently in which he was accused of having failed to enlist 
in accordance with Military Service Proclamation.” He was 
summonsed to appear in the court on November 24 but 
failed to appear in person, Mr. Cohen SM, sentenced him 
to three months imprisonment. When the action was 
brought to the notice of Mr F Trumble, acting Secretary of 
the Defence Department, he said steps would be taken to 
secure the release of Curtin in accordance with the usual 
procedure in such cases. 
 
Curtin’s own version, given in1918 in reply to an 
accusation by ex Labor Senator Paddy Lynch was reported 
in the Kalgoorlie Miner as follows: “When the Prime 
Minister issued his Proclamation calling men into camp, he 
‘the Speaker in common with others’, declared that the 
Proclamation was illegal. He had previously offered himself 
for active service and had been rejected, and he refused to 
go into camp as a conscript. On November 20, he left 
Melbourne to attend an important conference in Sydney. 
During his absence a summons for him was served at his 
mother’s house. When informed of the matter he 
instructed a lawyer to represent him and obtain a stay of 
proceedings. But the magistrate refused the application and 
sentenced him to three months imprisonment without 
hearing a word of defence. He returned to Melbourne and 
sometime afterwards was arrested while making a speech. 
He had been in gaol five days when the government of 
which Senator Lynch was a Member quashed the 
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conviction. Either the government had been in the wrong 
in quashing the conviction, or Senator Lynch was acting in 
a despicable manner in referring to a conviction.’” 
 
John Curtin was one of the leading figures against 
conscription but the anti-conscriptionists had an uphill 
battle against Hughes as he had the War Precautions Act at 
his disposal to intimidate his opponents. News of anti-
conscription activities and resolutions were kept from the 
pages of newspapers, and those brave anti conscriptionists 
who spoke out against conscription were targeted. The 
Socialist Party had nine members prosecuted between June 
and October 1916 for serious offences. John Curtin’s 
friend Ross, the leading racial nationalist thinker in the 
VSP, was charged with publishing a pamphlet against 
conscription that was supposedly prejudicial to recruiting. 
Although he was acquitted of the charge, he was charged 
with failing to submit an article to the Censor. When the 
anti-conscriptionist resolutions of the Trade Union 
Congress in May were printed for distribution to the people 
in leaflet fashion, military police raided the Trades Hall in 
Melbourne and the offices of the Labour Call, taking away 
many thousands of leaflets. The VSP was also raided and 
more leaflets seized as Curtin’s close friend, E.J. Holloway 
recalled, “the raid and the ban were manna from heaven for 
our executive. Indifference in many was suddenly turned to 
curiosity and interest. All the world wanted copies and our 
work and our manifesto all took on the air of martyrdom in 
spite of ourselves.” The anti-conscriptionists argued that 
conscription would include industrial conscription with the 
government seeking power to force men to “work in 
factories, farms and mines under military law for military 
pay, on conditions prescribed by the military authorities”. It 
would leave striking workers open to court martial and 
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allow soldiers to break strikes with brutal force. In 
Brunswick, the anti-conscriptionists had their headquarters 
at the Saint Ambrose Young Men’s Club where a popular 
song was parodied for the anti-conscription cause and 
distributed widely. Among other things it warned of the 
“darkies around the door” which said straight out that the 
forced conscription of Australia’s manhood and their 
forced despatch to the European battlefield would 
necessitate the importation of non-European labourers to 
work the nation’s factories and farms”. The Soldiers would 
find, as the song suggested, that the White Australia they 
were fighting to preserve would be lost during their 
absence overseas. 
 
The anti-conscriptionist cause was building throughout 
Australia and Curtin was one of its leading figures. John 
Curtin was during the campaign very calm and cool under 
pressure. This was a very vicious and violent issue and acts 
of violence against the anti-conscriptionists did occur. His 
courage and his belief that conscription was wrong 
overcame his fears. With anti-conscriptionists drawing 
massive crowds throughout Australia, Curtin rose to 
greatness. His friends related that “although he was 
obviously worried at signs of violence, he reached the 
heights of eloquence and enthusiasm during the short 
weeks of campaigning. The Yarra Bank and its audiences 
stimulated him to brilliant oratory”. Curtin was one of the 
master-minds of the White Australia argument that was 
used with such devastation against William Morris Hughes 
as can be seen in the following leaflet: 
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“All the keys are responsive to my control, particularly the 
industrial policy we contemplate if the referendum should 
be declared carried. A majority vote in favour will not make 
conscription acceptable to the unions, and whatever 
happens the plebiscite is but an incident. If Hughes loses 
the referendum, he proposes a coup d’etat and if he wins, 
we propose one.” 
John Curtin quoted in, John Edwards, John Curtin’s War Vol 1. p.23 

 
“Civilisation is everywhere exhibiting a riot of brutal 
passion. Fraught with the greatest menace to human 
progress. “ 
Socialist article pre-World War One 

 
“Labor laid down the basis of an Australian economic 
security . . . aimed deliberately at the flood of imports 
flowing in from Germany and other European countries. 
But the crowd of Free-traders now included in the Fusion 
Conglomeration opposed the Labor policy and inferentially 
supported German trade activity in Australia to the 
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detriment of the toilers of the Commonwealth. . .Practically 
every inch of the German economic march in this country 
is due to the gang of importers and their political agents 
who prevented Australia erecting an effective tariff wall to 
compel the German traders. [to] stand outside. . . The men 
who imported goods from Germany, who sold German 
goods in Australia. . . who, as Parliamentarians, voted Free-
trade to help Germany cripple patriotic Australian 
manufacturers, are all unitedly denouncing Labor for being 
disloyal. The boot is on the other foot. The Fusion is the 
party of Prussians. Upon its head lies the charge of 
treachery to the highest and best interests of Australian 
nationality.” 
Westralian Worker 
April 20 1917 

. 
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3. Why Are Fusioneers Indefinite?  
 

“Mr. Hughes says that if the referendum is not carried 
conscription will be introduced into Australia and I deny 
their right to force conscription on me and the cause will 
be just if we rebel. The worst form of rebellion is that 
forced on men of a free and democratic country. 
Revolution in despotic countries is the necessary solution 
of their difficulties.” 
Curtin’s words said to be sedition in 1917: 
 
“A grave danger menaces the Australian working class. 
Men who for years have been loyal to the White Australia 
Policy are now evidencing the possession of views which 
cannot but excite the gravest disquietude. In another 
column we quote the sinister statement of Sir William 
Irvine, the real leader of the Fusion. Hereunder we print a 
letter sent by Senator P.J. Lynch on February 16 last to Mr. 
Macpherson, of 204 Queen Street, Bendigo. It is indeed a 
letter demanding the closets scrutiny. Here it is:  
 
“Department of Works and Railways, Melbourne February 
16 1917. Dear Mr. Macpherson, I have your further 
communication of the inst, and note you are about to take 
a big part in campaigning in Bendigo. It is very hard, at this 
distance, to say what references I made of Chinamen, or 
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how they could be beneficially employed in this country 
under war circumstances. But if you want to satisfy your 
enquiring friend about my attitude upon that question, it is 
this. I would be prepared to admit alien labour temporarily 
to this country rather than lose our independence for want 
of it. Let him remember the desperate position France has 
been forced into in this matter. She is employing alien 
labour, and in doing so is helping to fight Australia’s battles 
quite as much with it as with her own native-born sons. 
The insufferable audacity of these anti conscriptionists who 
dare to find fault with any suggestion of the kind, when 
they themselves were prepared to go to India, or anywhere 
else, for coloured labour to fight the battle of Australians in 
the present war! After having made that suggestion and 
publishing it to the world, they should be the last to 
mention the subject in any respect whatsoever. I hope you 
will be successful in your campaign, as the present struggle 
requires the fullest sympathy and unstinted effort of every 
patriotic Australian. Your faithfully, P.J. Lynch. “ 
 
When it was declared that Australian citizens were to be 
replaced by cheap alien labour the statement was 
everywhere denied. Now we have conclusive proof that the 
idea of substitution is not only entertained by men like 
Irving and the Bakhap – but is believed in by certain of the 
renegade labourites. The reference to India in the Senator’s 
letter is beside the question. India has a population of 333 
million and if, as part of the Empire, she had furnished 
troops in proportion to the number supplied by Australia 
there would be no shortage of men at the front. The whole 
point, however, that is involved is, that while the white 
sons of Australian mothers are fighting for the Empire on 
the bloodstained fields of France Senator Lynch, of the 
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Fusion, calmly suggests the importation of alien labour 
from Asia or Africa. When that happens Australia will have 
lost the war, and any politician claiming to stand for a win-
the-war programme and at the same time even a temporary 
relaxation of White Policy is – whatever else he may be – 
an enemy to Australia. 
 
It was not until the labour movement became a great force 
in Australian politics that the ideal of a White Australia was 
capable of realisation. And so deeply rooted in the hearts of 
the people has the conception of an Australia white and 
free become, that now, even the black labour brigade dares 
to not openly assert their hostility to it. But their 
subscription to it, as an essential condition at the basis of 
our social life, has never been voluntarily given – they hated 
it and they hate it now. In the party of black labour is now 
ranged up in support of the renegade Fusioneers. They are 
in coalition with the money kings and the food brigands to 
rout the organisation of the workers from its authority in 
the councils of the nation. And sinister declarations are 
daily forthcoming for representative leaders of the Fusion 
army to the effect that the White Australia Policy is not to 
remain unchallenged. Making oblique references, vaguely 
phrased, and loose in construction, all indicative of their 
readiness to thrust aside our settled principles of settlement 
by white men for men’s children. Irving has declared his 
acceptance of the idea that the White Australia must be 
abandoned. Senator P.J. Lynch has openly asserted that he 
favours the importation of alien labour. Hughes has 
wriggled on the issue like an impaled eel in the House of 
Representatives he said “The government will maintain the 
White Australia Policy if possible.” Note his qualification 
“If possible”. In his Bendigo policy speech, he omitted all 
reference to the question, and has therefore not committed 
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the Fusion government, if it should be returned, to refrain 
from acting on Lynch’s suggestion and import the Chinese. 
At Frankston, Fairbairn, a Fusioneer candidate for the 
Senate, was asked to define his attitude and that of his party 
towards the White Policy. Like his master, he wriggled. 
Nonetheless his answer was a clear-cut indication of the 
Fusionist leanings towards the importation and 
enslavement of cheap black labourers in substitution of 
white born Australians. This is what Fairbairn said, “That is 
a question relating to international politics, the problem is 
an extremely delicate one, but I am in favour but I am in 
favour of keeping Australia white – if it can be done. We 
depend on the power of Britain to defend us, but we 
should not forget the empty spaces in the north which it 
will be very hard to settle with white men”. Mark the 
qualifications – “if it can be done” and it will be “very hard 
to settle with white men.”  
 
De Largle and Henderson came to fight the election on the 
black ship. They are so inimical to the declared policy of 
the Australian labour movement as to treat with contempt 
the most vital of its cherished slogans. They are in political 
association with declared advocates of black labour and 
cannot escape contamination in consequence. They are not 
to be trusted. Hughes once told the Australian people to 
judge politicians by the company they kept. 
 
Buzacott, De Largle and Henderson are in the camp of the 
slave traders. Therefore, they must be defeated in order to 
make certain that the racial purity of the Commonwealth 
many not be tampered with. 
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4. Fusion Liars 
 

The win the war warriors, in their pseudo campaign in 
favour of the continuance of the civilisation in the 
Commonwealth happily assert that they are the saviours of 
mankind, and that the Labor party, controlled by the agents 
of Germany, the IWW of Chicago, and the secret juntas of 
Spain, are a regiment of disloyalists, who will devastate the 
Commonwealth, confiscate the vast areas of fertile lands 
for their own people and commit atrocities against non-
unionists with a vengeance without parallel in history. 
Frank Tudor is pictured in the shape of Atilla the Hun, and 
the horrors he is capable of, according to the win the war 
warriors, are unprintable! In all seriousness, the labour 
movement does not contemplate anything more drastic 
than legislating for the welfare of the people, as a whole, of 
the Commonwealth, and prosecuting the war until an 
honourable peace is proclaimed, though they propose to 
practise nothing but British methods. If the Labor party 
were so disloyal, why did Mr. Hughes invite them to join 
the National Cabinet. 
 
W.M. Hughes has told us that the Fusion government is 
not a poor man’s government. Therefore, the electors of 
Australia must remember that, should the Hughes-Cook 
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gang be returned to power, no fresh legislation of a truly 
national character will be placed on the statute book by 
them. Not being a poor man’s government, they will use 
their best endeavours to whittle away what legislation has 
been passed by the Labor Party for the benefit of the 
toiling masses in Australia. Having two votes to everyone 
possessed by the Hughes party, the Cookites can now 
indicate the policy of triple fusion. By voting for the 
Hughesites, you are also voting for the Cookites, we cannot 
believe the people will run the risk of returning a Liberal-
Conservative government, which will undoubtedly repeal 
the humanitarian and progressive legislation placed on the 
statute book by the Australian Labour Party. 1. When 
Stubbs, Labor member for Subiaco, left Australia to fight, 
he willed his parliamentary salary to the charitable 
institutions in his electorate. 2 Burchett has not done to our 
knowledge, nor has any of the other “win the war 
members”. Burchett will collect, in addition to his seven-
pound odd military pay his twelve pound as parliamentary 
screw each week. 
 
Where is White Australia today? In his policy speech 
delivered to the Liberals of Bendigo, Hughes omitted this 
question altogether. A few months ago, he used to tell us of 
millions of yellow hordes waiting for the signal to invade 
us. Now he is silent on the matter. Hughes is a man of 
boogies. He is the true boogie man of Australia. The 
German invasion boogie used to be ever uppermost in the 
wee Welshman’s mind. “If the British navy loses one battle, 
said Malti, ‘we are done’. Where is the invasion how now? 
Irvine and Hughes tried to gain votes by frightening the 
weak-kneed citizens. The whole bag of ‘win the warites’ are 
scare crows and boogie makers. Their political existence 



26 

depends upon inventing scare heads. But their real aim is 
pay and place. Do not be deceived. They are the …. () …..   
of society. Turn them down with a bump on May 5. 
Westralian Worker  
April 27 1917 

 
“Governments which could raise millions for the 
prosecution of this fearful war by merely lifting their little 
finger, when confronted with the problem of saving from 
semi starvation the many millions of their people existing in 
abject poverty could do nothing but unearth reports from 
pigeon holes to prove their utter inability to improve the 
situation of the people.” 
John Curtin, Speech, June1917 

 
 



27 

 
 
 
 
 
 

5. Labor Wants A Fair Contest 
 

Now that the Cook-Irvine domination of the Federal 
Cabinet is clearly established we can look forward to a 
series of regulations absolutely destructive of the civic 
liberties of the people. Already rumors are in circulation 
respecting a restoration of the political censorship 
instituted by Hughes in the last campaign and vetoed by 
Parliament at the earliest opportunity given it. The 
notorious use of the War Precautions Act indulged in by 
Hughes when last fighting for his own way is certainly 
justification for our belief that in the struggle about to 
open, serious impediments will be put in the way of the 
Labor Press throughout Australia. This campaign is fraught 
with tremendous and deep significance to the future of the 
white race. 
 
It involves all that is left of working-class economic and 
political organisation now on the earth. There are proposals 
that have already been discussed by the Cabinet and the 
Legislature which Australia does not know anything about.  
If the election is to elicit the deliberate decision of the men 
and women of the Commonwealth it is an essential 
condition to the verdict that the Government shall allow 
the Press to fully inform the public respecting all the 
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matters in which our fate is involved. The policy of 
suppressing vital aspects of the problem of Australia's 
present and future difficulties is a wanton injury to the 
community and a denial of the unfettered liberty of the 
people to be their own rulers. The men now governing 
Australia are not wiser or more loyal than thousands of 
citizens they presume to speak for. They are in office to-
day in open defiance of the popular verdict as expressed at 
the ballot-box and confirmed by a plebiscite of the whole 
body politic. For them to impose shackles on the Press and 
limit the subjects for public judgment is a gross act of 
usurpation entirely unwarranted. 
 
And we know that however much Hughes may have 
desired to play the role of dictator in the Cabinet of Labor 
he was to a great extent held in check by the influence of 
his colleagues. But in the end, they had to leave him 
because his acts were too outrageous for any democrat to 
stand. Now in the company of avowed enemies of Labor 
and democracy, his disposition to play the tyrant will be 
encouraged rather than retarded. The man who ordered 
that nothing should be published respecting the 
proceedings of conferences of Labor bodies he attended 
other than the report prepared by himself is not the man to 
stop at half measures. Backed by Cook and Irvine and 
egged on by Watt, it is clear that before the election is over 
Australia will again experience the weight of the iron heel. 
 
Only the other day something took place in the Senate the 
people know nothing about. In reply to a question by 
Senator Mullan the Minister of Defence (Senator Pearce) 
stated that the censor had been authorised or instructed to 
suppress or defer publication of the invitation from the 
Imperial Government to Australia to send a representative 
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to the Imperial War Conference and that it was not 
intended to make the reason for the action public. With a 
military censorship no sane person can take exception. It is 
stupid for the Cabinet to hold that the Labor papers in 
Australia are capable of publishing news calculated to give 
information to the enemy. In the first place our news in 
respect to military affairs comes from the Defence 
Department itself. It is generally old when we get it. And 
very often the dogs in the street bark information days 
previously to the Department releasing it for general 
circulation in the Press.   
 
But we do not seek earlier publication of military news; all 
that is desired is that we may deal with political issues now 
confronting the nation and demanding early solution. If 
Australia is not to be governed by the people, then of 
course there is reason for the employment of a civil 
censorship similar to that of Russia. But we are either a 
democracy or we are not. And if what the people say is to 
rule, then the information upon which the people give their 
verdict must be full and complete.  
 
Although the referendum of October 28 last is months old 
it is not yet possible for the people to learn all the 
circumstances connected with its conduct. We publish 
reports of speeches from time to time, but they are very 
unsatisfactory and in no way present the whole position. If 
similar repression is to be exercised in connection with the 
election about to be fought, then it will be impossible to 
ensure a verdict based on a clear comprehension of all that 
is at stake. There are peace terms, relations with various 
neutral and allied powers, trade facilities between various 
countries, the question of annexation in the Pacific - all the 
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implications attachable to the evolution of new world-
powers since the war commenced - and the undoubted 
economic changes taking place and to take place in the 
Commonwealth. The voice of the people should be heard 
regarding these questions. 
 
Peace is not a subject for conservative politicians to 
negotiate on their own without reference to the people as a 
whole. We have heard a lot about what our terms shall be 
but the fact remains that neither the Australian Parliament 
or the electors have ever yet had a formal discussion of the 
question let alone come to a decision. We have read what 
some newspapers say, but they are not the voice of 
Australia. And if - as should be the case - the next 
Parliament is to consider peace terms the people ought to 
have placed before them at the election the attitude 
candidates take upon the question. 
 
Then there is the issue of indentured labour. By what 
authority is it held no discussion must take place upon this 
question. Is it not now notorious that the labour problem is 
the great difficulty of every country? How shall the war 
debt be paid except by enormously increased production? 
And Australia has vast areas waiting for exploitation. What 
kind of labour is to be applied to them? We want to know! 
We want to know prior to the election so the country may 
decide the question and not the political agents of the 
profiteers. Thus, it must be apparent that the people owe it 
to themselves to insist on absolutely freeing the Press and 
platform from any political interference. Let candidates win 
votes by the validity of their principles and the soundness 
of their policy. Shouting down a speaker will not win the 
war. 
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Shutting one’s eyes and living in a world of fiction created 
by journalistic tales on the one hand and suppressed facts 
on the other will not win it either. Let the Cabinet take its 
repressive hand from off our pens and remove the gag 
between our lips. Then Australia will learn where it stands 
and make ready with its determination.” 
Westralian Worker 
March 23, 1917 

 

 
Authorised By John Curtin 
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6. War And Famine 

 
These are in very truth the days that try men’s souls. Here 
is twentieth century civilisation - the apex of all progress, 
with machinery, knowledge, culture and achievement 
unparalleled in all the years of man's existence -and its 
supreme fact is the magnitude of its sorrow and the 
poignancy of its despair. All the great patriotic newspapers 
- in all the countries - the eminent politicians, and the 
eloquent heroes of political battlefields extol the sword and 
despise the plough. Instead of seeking to make the earth 
fruitful of golden grain, they would have it a vast theatre of 
death. For them the child’s sob in the darkness is the signal 
of glorious victory, and the widow's prayer in the long vigils 
of the silent watch but a song which echoes in their hearts 
as angels’ music. Everywhere death reigns triumphant and 
the delirium of killing has taken the place of ordered sanity 
and human concord. 
 
It is time we gave it thought. Who are these monarchs, 
ministers and wretches, that they thus sport with the lives 
and fortunes of the people?  Is it they who gave breath to 
man, that they thus dare take it from him? Did they give 
growth to the plants of the earth, that they may trample 
them beneath their iron heels? Have they toiled and spun, 
worked and striven, in the noon-day heat, the winter’s cold, 
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the pitiless storm, and the parched wind, that they thus blot 
out in an hour the works of centuries? Who are these 
brigands of Europe, now devouring the multitudes? Who 
are they who wantonly strut forth and order civilisation to 
die on the fields of bloody struggle because they so ordain 
it? 
 
War is hell! Nothing can redeem or extenuate its frightful 
villainy. For war means misery without end for the great 
mass in every land, and means power - riches and dominate 
on - for the few who order and profit by it. For centuries a 
comparative handful of men in each generation have 
determined how the rest shall live. Each nation has had, 
and still has, its little group of rulers. These rulers are ever 
engaged warring with each other. Betimes they are 
manufacturers in search of markets; anon they are 
Alexanders, Hannibals, Napoleons, and Kaisers, seeking 
universal sovereignty; again, they are ironmasters, financial 
kings, traders and the what-nots of our capitalist society. In 
all times and guises the armies and navies of the world have 
been the means with which they fought their way to what 
their biographers describe as victory. The tide of battle - 
howsoever it ebbed and flowed - always gave them a 
chance of triumph; to the multitudes over whom they were 
in authority it offered but the certainty of frightful loss. 
 
And to-day in every land disaster dire and dreadful has 
spread itself like a decimating pestilence. Not only is there 
agony in the trenches and upon the quarter-decks of the 
great fleets, but there is travail, gaunt and terrible, in every 
slum, on every pavement in the troubled cities amid the 
teeming life of every far-off State and wherever the foot of 
man treads the universe. Bread is dear, meat is scarce, and 
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the pressure of the struggle for subsistence grows in 
intensity. In the shadows of the great war looms the grisly 
spectre of famine. Soon its icy grip will fasten itself round 
the hearts of the poor and in the market places of the earth 
the souls of men and women will, ere long, be offering as 
of old their frightful bargains. 
 
This is the pass to which three years of international 
fratricide has brought humanity. The enormous economic 
exactions of the war - the terrible depletion of the armies of 
production in all countries - could not but ultimately 
involve so seriously a diminution in the world-harvests as 
to leave them unequal to the subsistence necessities of 
mankind. And throughout the whole of Europe there is 
now feverish organisation with a view to grappling with the 
problem of hunger. But it is organisation directed by the 
forces responsible for the menace.   
 
It will suit their needs and not the needs of the world. 
Throughout all the wars of history famine followed in the 
footsteps of the great armies. It was as close to the hosts of 
conquerors as they came from the fields of triumph, as it 
was rapid in flying with the stricken legions of the 
vanquished. War produced famine in the years that have 
gone as certainly as though it had it in its marrow. And 
now, once again, there rises above the noise of the battle-
clash the piercing shriek of starvation. The war is not only 
pushing back the frontiers it is besieging the impoverished 
homes of the race. 
 
It can now be said the giant furnace of battle has consumed 
the social life of the poor. Each day it has been waged has 
witnessed an augmentation of the authority of the few and 
an unmistakable waning-away of the freedom of the mass. 
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If ever there was a time when the government of the earth 
was vested in a numerically insignificant group that time is 
now. It matters not what form the rulership of a country 
may assume, in its essence it is a complete negation of 
democracy. That is why the declarations of peace, the 
determination of the manner in which armies shall be 
mobilised, the principles for which they shall do battle, the 
venue where they shall be plunged into the bloody strife, 
are all issues which the peoples of the earth are helpless and 
voiceless in deciding. 
 
In addition to the resuscitation of despotic rule, the civil 
life of the nations has been given over to the piratical 
depredations of organised theft. Vast as is the demand of 
the war for munitions and requirements - and tremendous 
though be its depletions of the economic substance of the 
earth - it would still be possible for the civil populations, 
outside the main spheres of military combat, to make good 
the greater part of the food deficiency. But the 
Governments have given industry over as a free gift to the 
enemies of society.  Upon the fields of war men are being 
killed by hundreds of thousands, and far away from the 
scenes of carnage, the peaceful pursuits of industry are 
despoiled by the twin-devils of interest and profit. The 
rulers of the earth who could not avert the terrible calamity 
of blood give another demonstration of their social menace 
to the people by permitting the mines, fields, and 
workshops minister to the predatory interests of privilege, 
instead of being devoted to the needs of the famine-
pinched peoples of the earth. Their capacity to meet the 
requirements of the age is reduced to worse than nothing 
because of the class-domination for which they stand. 
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Therefore, in war and peace their continued existence is 
fraught with potential and active danger. The war happened 
because it was in the power of a few men to make war. 
Thus, in all places the obligation is more democracy and 
less absolutism; more control - political, social, and 
economic - by the wage-worker, and no control whatever 
by those whom the sequel of war could advantage. 
 
When war becomes unprofitable it will pass from the earth. 
And it can never be other than a source of gain to some, 
while the industrial life of the world is conditioned by the 
exploiting decrees of capitalism. Hence it follows that the 
twin-destroyers of war and hunger can only disappear from 
a civilisation they have well-night eclipsed, by the gathering 
together in a definitely bonded fraternity of those who in all 
countries to-day, suffer oppression and social injustice. 
Westralian Worker 
June 15 1917 
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7. Australia Keeps The Pact 
  

There is a vast amount of talk being indulged in about what 
is vaguely described as our “obligation”. We want to know 
with more definiteness what is meant by this word 
‘obligation’. Does it consist of anything a platform-patriot 
chooses to wildly promise? Is it a computation that changes 
in character and extent whenever anybody wants to find 
fault with the policy successfully operating? It is not.  
 
The people who speak of obligation should let us know 
precisely what the obligation amounts to. Then having it 
before us, we are able to judge how far it is reasonable, and 
to what extent, if at all, we are in a position to enter into it. 
And having done so, it is then for us to see we adhere to it. 
Now, what are the facts in this case?  What is the extent of 
Australia's contract, in respect to men? It is not difficult for 
us to set out the position clearly, because the evidence is 
readily available. 
 
In October, 1916, W M Hughes produced what he 
described as the request of the Imperial War Council.  Here 
are his words as uttered at Bendigo, 16/10/16: - 
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Great Britain has asked us to keep the Five Divisions now 
in France, comprising one hundred thousand men, at their 
full fighting strength. That is a clear and easily-
understandable proposition. Whatever there is in the way 
of an Australian obligation in this war, it is set out in those 
words. But there may be some who contend the request of 
Great Britain was subsequently varied. If that is so no 
publication of the altered request has been forthcoming. 
On the contrary, it has been confirmed in a variety of ways. 
 
For instance, the Federal election of May last was fought by 
the present Win-the-War Government on the distinct 
understanding that our obligation - to continue using the 
expression - was made up of five fighting divisions in 
France. In the very speech in which the Prime Minister 
announced the present single-men conscription, he used 
these words: - 
 
At the last Federal election, the Nationalist Party stood 
openly and frankly for the Empire, for the crushing of 
German militarism, AND FOR THE MAINTENANCE 
OF THE FIVE AUSTRALIAN DIVISIONS AT THEIR 
FULL FIGHTING STRENGTH. 
 
There we have as late as November 12 last an authoritative 
declaration of what our obligation consists.  The question 
to be answered, then, is has Australia at present enlisted 
enough men to maintain Five Divisions at their full fighting 
strength? We give the answer in the words of Senator 
Pearce as spoken at Sydney on October 31 last: - 
 
Five Australian Divisions were on the West Front, and the 
equivalent of one Australian Mounted Division on the 
frontiers of Egypt, with airmen on the West Front, and in 
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Mesopotamia, and a wireless unit serving under the 
Government of India. That seems clear enough for 
anything. And so that no mistake may be made regarding 
the strength of the Divisions, we quote the following 
passage from the same speech: - 
 
Although recently enlistments had not been equal to 
casualties, NO AUSTRALIAN DIVISION WAS 
BROUGHT DOWN BELOW STRENGTH. During the 
period they had not been fighting, a reservoir had been 
built up, from which we were able to maintain the strength 
of the Divisions, replacing the casualties after the great 
battles, and to-day those Divisions are again being replaced 
from the reservoir. The RESERVOIR WAS NOT YET 
DRY. 
 
And in case doubt should still exist we will conclude this 
article with a calculation based not upon the Five Divisions, 
but upon six. And to further demonstrate the absolute 
baselessness of the assertion that voluntarism has failed we 
will deal only with the embarkations and the men in camp 
in Australia, vide Major-General Legge’s official analysis of 
November 23 last. 
 
First of all, the Major-General accounts for the Australian 
Army thus: - 
 
Embarkations, 298,436 
In Australian Camps, 16,571 
Non-Effective Enlistments, 67,857 
Total Enlistments, 382,864 
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We venture the view that it must stagger the public to 
know that 67,000 men had passed the recruiting officers as 
fit for oversea service and were for various reasons 
subsequently discharged. It is true some died and others 
developed infirmity. But the total is enormous, and in our 
opinion calls for some investigation. 
 
Let us, however, keep to the ‘effective’ enlistments. These 
amount to 298,436 embarkations and 16,571 in Australian 
camps. The total is 315,007. These figures relate to the 
position down to October this year. Now, the casualties to 
November 12, 1917, total 114,747. Of that number 74,852 
represented those reported as wounded or sick. Sixty per 
cent of that number return to the ranks according to the 
estimates of the Defence Department. Thus, the total 
unable to return to ranks is 69,836. 
 
The facts are now established enabling us to conclude the 
inquiry. Let us set them out in simple form. 
Total Effective Enlistments , 315,007 
Men for Five Divisions in France, 100,000 
Men for One Division elsewhere, 20,000 
Men to replace casualties unable return to ranks, 69,836 
189,836 
Balance, 125,171 
 
There we leave the position. Instead of arguing on the total 
enlistments, we have argued on the number officially given 
as effective. Instead of confining ourselves to the Five 
Divisions which Mr Hughes said was what Great Britain 
had asked us to maintain, we have argued on Six Divisions.  
And if 7,000 men a month will reinforce our armies 
wherever they are operating, there remain 125,000 men, 
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who have been accepted with which to reinforce them, 
which is nearly 18 months’ supply. 
 
We submit the pledge has been kept in its entirety. 
Voluntarism has not failed. Conscription should be voted 
to oblivion.” 
J Curtin, 40 Stirling Street, Perth. 
Westralian Worker 
November 30, 1917 
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8. The Creed Of Moloch 

 

Do you know that the results of the Wealth Census have 
quite recently been published? 
 
Do you know that 15,181 PERSONS HAVE DIRECT 
OWNERSHIP OF $420,000,000 OF THE NATION'S 
WEALTH? 
 
Do you know that their interest in trust estates for future 
realisation, their interest in the assets of insurance 
companies, and their interests in the assets of industrial 
companies ‘in excess of aggregate shown in individual 
returns’ totals another $140,000,000? 
 
THE GRAND TOTAL OF WEALTH POSSESSED BY 
THESE FAVOURED 15,000 IS $560,000,000. 
 
THESE FAVORED 15,000 OWN NEARLY ONE-
HALF OF THE FREEHOLD LANDS OF AUSTRALIA. 
 
They are the predominant partners in the mineral and 
metallurgical resources of this continent; coal, copper, 
silver, lead, tin, spelter are in the main their properties. 
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They are the proprietors of the great pastoral resources of 
Australia. 
 
They are the proprietors of the great dailies, grinding out 
opinions for the protection of their predatory interests. 
 
They are the owners of the sea-going transport services of 
Australia.  They are your import and export masters, the 
directors of your banks, the controllers of your savings. 
 
They number 15,000. 
 
THEY ARE LESS THAN ONE PER CENT OF YOUR 
ADULT CITIZENS. 
THEY OWN ONE-THIRD OF THE TOTAL WEALTH 
OF AUSTRALIA. 
 
They are the Push Hards for conscription but they don't 
want the principle applied to their properties.   
 
They are the backbone and the spinal marrow of the 
Conscription Conspiracy but THEY WILL NOT LAY 
THEIR WORLDLY POSSESSIONS UPON THE 
ALTAR OF THE NATION that defends their piled 
millions. 
 
They want the conscription of flesh and blood--your blood 
and your flesh.   
 
They want the protection of their property, their profits, 
their perquisites, and want it without sacrifice of their 
immense domains, their vast accumulations. 
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These are the people of whom W M Hughes said 
(November, 1915) - 
 
‘Under cover of war they are dipping their hands deep into 
the pockets of the people.’ 
 
It is for these he now proposes to conscript you. 
 
These are the people of whom he said: - 
 
‘They control the necessaries of life and charge the people 
what they please.’ 
 
It is for these he now asks you to fight, while they draw the 
blood of profit from those you leave behind. 
 
These are the people of whom he said: - 
 
The only patriotism they understand is that which fills their 
pockets and empties those of the people.’ 
 
IT IS FOR THESE PARASITES HE NOW PROPOSES 
TO TAKE YOUR LIBERTY AND YOUR LIFE. 
 
You the majority; you the mass vote; you who are asked to 
bleed and rot and die – 
 
TRY CONSCRIPTION ON THE COMBINES, TRY IT 
ON THE FAVORED 15,000; TRY IT ON THEIR 
$560,000,000 OF WEALTH; THEN YOU WILL SEE 
WHERE THEIR PATRIOTISM STARTS, AND 
WHERE IT FINISHES. 
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NATIONALISE THEIR WEALTH AS THEY 
PROPOSE TO NATIONALISE MEN. 
 
PUT THE BRAND OF PUBLIC OWNERSHIP ON 
THEIR PROPERTIES AS THEY WOULD PUT IT ON 
HUMAN FLESH. 
 
PUT THEIR LAND AND MINES AND MILLS AND 
SHIPS TO NATIONAL SERVICE.  
 
DIVERT THEIR DIVIDENDS TO NATIONAL 
SERVICE; STOP THEIR PLUNDERING; AND MAKE 
THEM SACRIFICE TO THE NATION THEIR 
ABUNDANCE.   
 
UTILISE THEIR WEALTH FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE DEPENDANTS OF THE DEAD SOLDIERS. 
 
SACRIFICE THEIR WEALTH UPON THE ALTAR OF 
THOSE WHO COME ALIVE FROM BATTLEFIELDS. 
 
SACRIFICE THEIR PROPERTIES AS THEY WOULD 
SACRIFICE MEN'S LIVES. 
 
SACRIFICE IT UPON THE ALTARS OF THE 
CRUCIFIED AND CRIPPLED NATION.   
 
SACRIFICE IT UPON THE ALTAR OF 
RECONSTRUCTION--UPON THE ALTARS OF 
EQUITY AND JUSTICE.” 
J Curtin, 40 Stirling Street, Perth. 
Westralian Worker 
December 19 1917 
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9. Labor And Peace 
 

There is a revolutionary ferment. Out of it comes stronger 
and more insistent each day a demand for the formulation 
of Peace Terms. Every country in Europe is more or less in 
the throes of a working-class demand for peace by 
negotiation rather than a prolongation of the effort to force 
a military decision. 
 
This week resolutions have been carried by the engineers 
on the Clyde, the munition workers at Woolwich, and a 
representative Labour gathering in Manchester for a further 
diplomatic effort conducted in the light of day to stop the 
war. And these English meetings are symptomatic of a 
situation which is not only universal but is becoming the 
dominant feature of the war outlook. 
 
The conference at Brest Litovsk of itself is a notable step 
towards the termination of the bloody struggle. Taken in 
conjunction with the recent utterances of Lloyd-George 
and President Wilson, its importance becomes almost 
epochal. It seems pretty clear that annexation has been 
abandoned as a precedent circumstance to peace by 
practically all the belligerents. 
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It is safe to say that the governing class in each of the 
hostile countries would prefer a military decision if it could 
be secured. In fact, the only justification for a continuance 
of the war from their standpoint is that a decision by might 
of arms is the best ending possible. To that attitude it 
seems the workers of all the countries are no longer willing 
to subscribe. They perceive that military decisions are not 
permanent and that if this war is to be the last war, 
something more than victory on the field of battle is 
required. From this belief has sprung the suggestion for a 
League of Nations to maintain international order. Its 
practicality in our opinion depends entirely on the future 
strength of the working-class international. 
 
And there is abundant evidence, even at this stage, for 
believing that so far from having been killed as the result of 
the war, the International of Labor will emerge as the 
supreme spiritual force in world politics. Such conferences 
as have recently been held, limited as they have been in 
representation by war-circumstances, reveal to the 
uninformed a remarkable allegiance to the principles of 
international discussion. The September, 1917, convention 
at London of National Federations of the Trades Unions of 
the Entente Powers was attended by representatives from 
France, Italy, Belgium, Canada, America, Serbia, and Great 
Britain. Its deliberations indicate in striking fashion the 
Trades Union attitude towards the war. Take the speech of 
M Jouhaux, secretary to the French Confederation 
Generale du Travail: -  
 
‘There was no difficulty in showing they were not out to 
favor the interests of the Central Powers. ... They (the 
French) were willing to fight on, but a bad effect might be 
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produced if anything was done that could make them think 
there was unnecessary neglect of any hope of peace.’ 
 
The speech manifested the resolution of the French 
Unionists to fight the war to a finish. But it had to be 
shown that the patriotism of the French workers was not 
being imposed on to prolong the war without reason.  
Jouhaux's declaration that peace possibilities should not be 
neglected is not an evidence of war-weariness, but of clear-
sighted vision. They will stand the strain of the war 
willingly. But there must not be any failure to fully employ 
every road offering to end it. 
 
Jouhaux left his mark on the delegates. His references to 
the position of Unionism are pregnant with suggestion. 
Contrasted with the speeches of Hughes and Scaddan his 
keen appreciation of the working-class attitude stands out 
like a mountain in a sea of mine dumps.  
 
Here is a passage: - 
 
‘The working classes viewed the war, and the consequences 
of the war, with a great deal of apprehension, lest in some 
way or other what they had won by class organisation, the 
strength they had acquired, should be destroyed as one of 
the effects of the war.’ 
 
The evidence in the case has gone far to justify the 
Frenchman's fears. His apprehension is quickened by the 
obvious preparations of the Employers’ Associations for 
the peace regime. In a thousand ways in all the countries 
the anti-Labour phalanx has got itself ready. It is apparent 
that the status of the Trades Unions after the war is even 
now an important feature of the peace discussions. No 
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matter what belligerent we have in mind, the only social 
force against Imperialism in that country will be Organised 
Labour. The experience of Germany prior to August, 1914, 
will be the experience of the world from now on. 
 
In this connection Jouhaux takes an emphatic position. 
Speaking of the reason for French Trades Union support 
for the war, he said: - 
 
‘They (the French Unions) did not rally to their 
Government as allies to the capitalism of their country.  On 
the contrary, it was their resolve to be made free to 
organise their Trades Unions and to continue the struggle 
against the tyranny and the oppression of capitalism. They 
were ready to fight for their country and for their Trade 
Union principles, but they were not ready to fight for the 
advantage of capitalism and reaction.’ 
 
That passage contains the whole attitude of Labor towards 
the war.  From an understanding of it can alone proceed 
any appreciation of where Labor stands in the Peace 
overtures. Whatever be the issue internationally, there must 
not be a weakening of Trades Unionism. The defeat of the 
militaristic authority responsible for the conversion of 
Europe to a shamble will not be affected if - whatever else 
happens - Labour is ground to the dust as the sole and 
stricken bearer of the burden of victory. 
 
For triumph, however great and glorious has its price. 
There is a bill to foot for the prosecution of the war 
independent of what the plenipotentiaries will decide. Who 
is to pay it? Men should not be penalised for the liquidation 
of war obligations. Upon wealth and property should that 
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responsibility devolve. But the possessors of property and 
the monopolists of wealth occupy the places where what is 
called the national policy is determined. Their voice is 
heard in the pronouncements of Governments. That is why 
the Bolshevik peace terms are not acceptable to capitalism. 
And it further explains the quickening movement of Labor 
in respect to the peace settlement. 
 
One thing is clear so far as Australia is concerned. No man, 
or group of men, should be permitted speak in our name 
without authority. If the Commonwealth is to participate in 
any discussion, there must be a clear-cut mandate from the 
people upon the kind of policy we stand to. 
 
Privilege and usurpation begot the war. Labor is apparently 
going to end it. And already its voice is rising clear above 
the clamour of the Cabinets. 
Westralian Worker 
January 25 1918 

 
. 
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10. A Final Word To Laborites 
 

There are many good battlers still in the ranks of the Labor 
Movement who are inclined to support the proposed 
system of compulsory reinforcements, believing that it will 
not act detrimentally to Labor ideals. 
 
Let us dispel that notion. 
 
As the ‘Australian Worker’ recently pointed out, if 
conscription is carried, no matter in how mild a form, the 
whole of Labor's energies for the next few years will be 
needed to combat the expansion of militarism, instead of in 
furthering democratic ideals. 
 
The coming two or three years are of vital import to the 
workers and the soldiers of Australia.   
 
Society, as Lloyd-George pointed out some two months 
back, is now in a molten state, and it is in the hands of the 
people to stamp upon it whatever conditions they please. 
 
The next few years are too vital to democracy to waste in 
fighting militarism in our midst. 
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As to militarism abroad, it must be remembered that the 
question to be decided on Thursday is NOT whether 
Australia shall continue to fight Germany or pull out of the 
war. Conscriptionists tell you that this is so - but they said 
the same 15 months ago. 
 
The question is whether we shall continue to send a regular 
stream under the voluntary system or bundle practically the 
whole of our non-exempted manhood in under 
conscription.  Laborites should bear in mind that a NO 
vote now will be a vote of protect against the present 
administration in not checking the shameful robbery of the 
people through high prices. 
 
To-day we have only one method of protest - the voluntary 
system. That is the lever by which democracy can 
accomplish much. 
 
Turn down conscription, and if recruits are needed the 
Federal authorities will be compelled to tackle the problems 
that militate against recruiting--the high cost of living, the 
repatriation of returned men, and the lifting of the burden 
of taxation from the workers, including, of course, the 
small business man, on to the shoulders of those best able 
to bear it - Big Business, the financial institutions, and the 
exploiters generally. 
 
Make no mistake about it. THAT IS THE TRUE 
POSITION. 
 
Recruits can still be got either way. WEALTH PREFERS 
THE CONSCRIPTION WAY--IT SAVES SHYLOCK 
MUCH MONISH--and the interest is rising!  
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WHICH WAY DO YOU, AS A LABORITE, PREFER? 
 
Remember, the young men--most of them brothers of 
those at the front, ARE NOT COWARDS.  They will fight 
and fight readily, if wealth is made to bear its share. 
 
Vote NO against conscription and let the Government 
understand in no unmistakable manner that it must do ITS 
bit towards recruiting. 
 
Again, vote NO! 
 
J Curtin, 40 Stirling Street, Perth. 
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11. Government by Parliament  
 

With amazing affrontery the Nationalists announce that 
immediately the fore-doomed No-Confidence motion of 
Tudor’s has been defeated; the Federal Parliament will 
adjourn until after Easter. We enter our emphatic and 
determined protest against any such abrogation of the 
prescribed functions of the Legislature as this outrageous 
proposal involves. 
 
The National Cabinet has got it into its muddled head that 
Australia need no longer be governed by Act of Parliament. 
Apparently, the interminable gazettal of regulations is to 
continue, and Hughes - or whoever else it is - is to, in 
effect, perpetuate the orgy of rule-by-printing-press which 
has brought the Commonwealth to the status of a country 
nominally democratic but actually bureaucratic. 
 
It is time the National Legislature took hold of its authority 
with both hands and proceeded to the conduct of the 
nation's affairs. It is nowhere set out in the Australian 
constitution that a Junto of eleven Cabinet Ministers shall 
govern without reference to the sovereign Legislature.  
 
As a fact the constitution specifically denotes the two 
Houses -Representatives and Senate - as solely authorised 
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to enact proposals binding on the electors. Of late that 
provision has been more honoured in the breach than in 
the observance. 
 
To the usurpation by Ministers of functions properly 
exercisable by the Parliament, Australia owes the tangled 
skein which is dangled before it as a win-the-war policy.  
Since May the 5th of last year one looks in vain for any 
solitary proposal formulated by Cabinet for adoption by the 
Legislature which would, if enacted, have enabled the 
Commonwealth to more easily surmount the problems 
confronting it. Outside of the farcical War Time Profits Act 
no legislature dealing with the war has been attempted by 
the Government. Whatever it has sought to do, has been 
attempted under regulations drafted by itself and revised by 
nobody. For all the Parliament has dealt with no Parliament 
need exist. 
 
No amount of special pleading can justify radical 
departures in public policy by Ministerial ukase. No 
emergency can arise so precipitately as to make impossible 
Parliamentary determination of some kind.  And, however 
bad the decision of the Parliament might be, it will be a 
thousand times more acceptable to the community than the 
preposterous rule of regulation. 
 
Take the referendum. Here was a vital proceeding of the 
Australian people ordered by the dictatorial Act of the 
Cabinet. The constituted Parliament of the nation was 
ignored both with respect to the decision to take the 
referendum and in regard to all the matters involved in the 
form the referendum assumed. Men and women to whom 
the Parliament of the Commonwealth had assured full 
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citizenship rights, who by the fact of their Australian birth 
could not be disfranchised by any democratically 
constituted Legislature anywhere found themselves 
deprived of their civic rights simply because a group of 
men assuming authority decided certain votes should be 
disallowed. 
 
It is a sovereign principle of the constitution that no 
taxation shall be imposed and no expenditure of the public 
revenues permissible except by vote of Parliament. This 
principle is of the very spine and marrow of the people’s 
liberties. Yet Hughes has spent on a second referendum 
something up to 100,000 pounds without the authorisation 
of Parliament. Why he should have introduced a 
Referendum Bill for the 1916 plebiscite cannot be 
explained by any other reason than that the law made such 
a course necessary. And if Parliamentary authority was 
needed for the first referendum it was also needed for that 
of December 20. On the other hand, if such authority was 
unnecessary what sort of fooling is it that occupies the 
attention of the Legislature for nothing? 
 
This paper points out that a section of the Australian 
Defence Act says that should Parliament not be sitting at 
the time war is declared it must be immediately summoned. 
The intention is obvious. War is too serious a business to 
be left to a group of Ministers to manage on their own. So 
long as the people are the sovereign power the elected 
Parliament of their choice and nothing else should 
determine all the matters involved in the conduct of the 
war. For fleets of ships to be bought, policy establishments 
to be founded, new conditions of press censorship laid 
down, alterations be made in the law respecting public 
speech, and a thousand and one other fundamental 
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abrogations or extensions of the existing law be resolved 
on by the mere decree of Ministers is not to be longer 
tolerated. 
 
And as far as we know these decrees are not the work of 
Ministers in Cabinet assembled. Day after day the 
announcement was made that as the result of a meeting of 
the Executive new regulations had been gazetted. It was 
notorious that no meeting of the kind could have been held 
as Ministers were scattered all over the Commonwealth. 
The day the disfranchisement regulation was proclaimed 
Hughes and Groom were in Queensland, Forrest and 
Pearce in Western Australia, Russell and Watt in Victoria, 
Cook and Millen in New South Wales, Jensen was in 
Tasmania and Glynn in South Australia.  No such ‘scatter-
ones’ of the Cabinet can be regarded as a bona fide 
meeting. 
 
Government by the Legislature must be restored. The 
constituted authority of the nation must no longer left to 
the dictatorial presumption of Hughes and one or more 
colleagues. To further stumble along in the belief that this 
sort of thing is a ‘National’ policy and is a win-the-war 
scheme cannot but lead Australia to the vortex of chaos. 
Here we are in the fourth year of a war which shows no 
more symptoms of cessation now than when it started. 
Less in fact. Yet money is being borrowed with taxation 
privileges as though IT were the thing to consider and not 
the war. 
 
The rate of interest is far higher than any flotations of the 
peace period. Why this should be so only love for the 
piracy practices of Shylock can explain. It is now suggested 
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that high as the interest is, it should be increased. We ask 
the Parliament to consider this question seriously. If it 
proposes an increase of anything, let it increase the pay of 
the soldiers, extend the allowances to soldiers' dependents, 
and set itself in earnest to the task of overcoming the 
economic hindrances to enlistment. 
 
But to adjourn until after Easter! The proposal fills us with 
stupefaction. This Parliament was constituted in May of last 
year to enact a nation-saving policy. It had to solve the 
problems of war and economic organisation. The few 
sittings of 1917 were barren of accomplishment. The 
braggart bombast of the politicians controlling the 
Parliament have yet to be redeemed. Something has to be 
done - more than has ever been attempted, let alone already 
done - for the soldiers seeking employment. A 
comprehensive organisation and utilisation of our resources 
has to be at once considered. 
 
And these things are expected of the Legislature. We do 
not ask Hughes or Forrest to alone grapple with them. 
Neither are we ready to entrust them solely to Hughes and 
Forrest. One hundred and eleven men sit in the Federal 
Parliament. They are paid 600 pounds per annum to 
manage Australia. It is a scandal that they should calmly 
adjourn from week to week, fiddling and fooling while the 
country is left to the domination of puny-minded despots. 
Let the regulations be thrown into the waste paper basket. 
If amendments or extensions of the laws are essential for 
the safety of the country, let Parliament enact such 
amendments and extensions. Else we cease to be a 
democracy.” 
Westralian Worker 
January 18 1918 
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12. The People And The Peace Congress 
 

The war has raged for nearly three and a half years, and 
never yet has the populace in any country excepting Russia 
expressed itself in regard to war problems.  Always has 
each nation been spoken for by its politicians and 
Governments. 
 
The hour has come to bring an end to this un-
representation of the multitude, and to asset the dictum 
that no man shall be allowed to act in respect to war-peace 
negotiations without having been directly elected from, and 
authorised by, the people as a whole. 
 
As we stand, it is impossible to indicate what position 
Australia takes regarding a basis of peace. So far, no 
Parliamentary discussion has taken place. Questions of vital 
significance have neither been asked nor answered.  Are we 
in favour of the annexation or the restoration of the 
territories captured by Australian troops from Germany? 
Parliament has had nothing to say on the question. 
 
The problem of peace calls for immediate and full 
discussion. It needs discussion at public meetings, street 
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corners and in all the electorates. It should be discussed 
there before it is discussed in Parliament. 
 
A general election should be fought upon the proposals for 
peace each man or woman is prepared to accept. Peace and 
war should not be for Parliaments and Government to 
determine; they are for the multitude to make or end. 
 
Are we to restore German New Guinea to the Germans? 
Shall Germany restore Belgium o the Belgians and evacuate 
all the territories forcibly occupied at the point of the 
bayonet? Is Australia in favour of re-establishing the status 
quo prior to August, 1914, or, if not, what is it in favour of? 
 
Australia wants to know what proposals for peace an 
Australian delegation is to be commissioned to advocate at 
the Peace Conference Mr Hughes is rumoured to be about 
to attend. It wants to know, because it is idle to entrust the 
settlement of the war to politicians representing interests 
which made the international condition from which war 
was a certain development. 
 
Because the people are to be the supreme rulers in the days 
to come, they demand now a full knowledge of what is 
involved at any Imperial or other conference, and quite 
irrespective of the personnel of such conference. 
 
And the implications attachable to the present position are, 
if anything, more serious than the position itself. Arising 
out of the strictly war problems are a number of others of 
vast social significance. Involved in the problem of 
recruiting is that of employment. Involved in that of peace 
is the problem of economic re-organisation. 
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For each new social difficulty, the war has produced, and 
peace will accentuate, there is a remedy to be found and 
applied. What are these remedies? 
 
Already in every country the Pontius Pilates of the capitalist 
law are busily preparing the crucifixion of Labor. Gaols are 
opening wide their doors to admit stalwart defenders of the 
industrial unions, and enactments are either being legislated 
or regulated to stiffen up the power of suppression. 
 
The enemies of progress within each State are even now at 
work fashioning the mechanism of social tyranny. 
Renegade politicians and consistent Conservatives have 
united to dam back the flood tide of democratic uprising 
now threatening to submerge the citadels of Mammon. 
 
Their last desperate throw for continued mastership is 
bound up in keeping the people out of the peace 
negotiations. 
 
And it is here where the multitude must insist on its voice 
being heard. That is why Australia as a front-rank 
democracy has to urgently determine its proposals for the 
cessation of the frightful conflict now devastating 
civilisation and imperilling posterity. 
 
Any peace which does not postulate the internal supremacy 
of the masses and which leaves the government of nations 
very much what it was prior to August, 1914, cannot 
extirpate militarism. Armies and navies and all the 
accoutrements of war are not the essential issues we require 
to deal with. They are but the instruments whereby a given 
policy is applied.  There never can be any abatement in the 
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frenzied fever of armaments until the spirit of war is itself 
prostrate at the feet of an enlightened democracy. 
 
However much the present fighting efficiency of Germany 
may be shattered as the outcome of Allied batterings, 
German militarism will survive as a potential and active 
menace to world peace unless the economic basis of the 
German war spirit is extinguished. And what applies to 
Germany in this case applies with equal validity to every 
other country where a war spirit may be said to prevail. All 
the guns in the universe will not accomplish the change. 
Only a transfer of authority from the Junkers who rule to 
the proletariat who are ruled, will do that. 
 
It is very obvious that powerful influences are already at 
work which, deliberately seeking the preservation of class 
dominion outside of Germany, unconsciously strengthen 
its perpetuation within. The international group of 
financiers which sat in Switzerland last year was a sinister 
gathering. It was attended, we are told, by French, British, 
and German representatives. 
 
This conference deliberately acted in the interests of the 
great capitalists of all countries. 
 
Above and beyond everything it considered the importance 
of arresting the growth of international socialism and 
checking the rising tide of revolution throughout all 
Europe.   
 
Aiming specifically at the conservation of financial 
despotism the congress was a defiant challenge to the 
people of every country, belligerent or neutral. 
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Adherence to the social order which begot the war, cannot 
enable the world being made safe for democracy. Vast 
overhauls of the machinery of government in every country 
are an essential prelude to the ensuring of a permanent 
peace.  All the vested interests fattening on war or the 
prospect of war need to be wiped from the earth.  The 
makers of guns and floaters of loans constitute dual alliance 
even now insinuating themselves in the preliminary 
discussions associated with peace. Irrespective of where 
they are located, they constitute an influence more fruitful 
of war than anything else that can be named. 
 
The distinction drawn by Woodrow Wilson between the 
Junker Government and the people of Germany demands 
universal application. Otherwise the world will not be made 
safe for democracy. The victor will be Shylock. 
Westralian Worker 
February 15 1918 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



64 

 
 
 
 
 
 

13. The Imperial Conference And the White 
Policy 

 
Despite the dissension in the Nationalist camp and the 
demand by certain politicians that a meeting of the Federal 
parliamentary party - not the Parliament - shall be held 
prior to the departure of the delegation to the Imperial 
Conference, it seems abundantly clear that no opportunity 
is to be given the Australian Legislature to instruct the 
delegates as to the attitude they shall adopt towards 
conference discussions. Up to date no intimation has been 
given respecting the business to be considered. In this 
connexion the conference will not differ from any of its 
predecessors. The gathering held last year - and which 
Hughes was to attend but could not, owing to the Ready-
Earle affair - was not preceded by any Dominion 
consideration of the agenda paper. 
 
When reports reached the Commonwealth as to the 
decisions of the 1917 Conference it was at once apparent 
that an attempt had been made to entrench on essentially 
autonomous powers secured to the Dominions in their 
written Constitutions. For example, the conference 
resolved that ‘future admissions of Indians for labor or 
settlement should, if possible, be regulated on lines similar 



CURTIN’S CALL – THE HERITAGE     BOOK 2     THE FIGHT 

AGAINST CONSCRIPTION 

65 

to and not less favorable than those governing any other 
Asiatic race.’ In addition, the various Dominion 
Governments were recommended to favorably consider 
proposals in respect to emigration from India. It was 
declared that admitted Indians should be allowed to bring 
in their wives and minor children. 
 
These amazing interferences with the domestic affairs of 
Australia - for Australia is the only country involved in the 
proposed changes in immigration laws - were resolved on 
at an Imperial Conference allegedly convened to consider 
problems connected with the war. Everywhere the public 
was told the organisation of resources for the purpose of 
strengthening the offensive against the Central Powers, was 
what the conference had to deal with. No man in this 
country for a moment believed that far-reaching 
abrogations were to be suggested in the established laws of 
the Commonwealth. The revelations made subsequent to 
the conference may well warrant close attention being 
bestowed on the approaching gathering at which it is 
understood Mr Hughes and Joseph Cook are to be present 
as representing Australia. 
 
Neither of these men are imbued with the spirit of 
Australian nationality. Both have fought for a war policy 
which has on two occasions been decisively rejected by the 
citizenship under circumstances of tremendous disability. 
They are at present definitely associated in politics with 
interests that have sucked the people bloodless - the phrase 
is Mr Hughes's - and are waging relentless war on the 
structure and institutions of Labor and Trades Union 
Organisation. And neither have been selected by the 
Parliament of the country for the position they have 
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allotted to themselves. On the contrary these two men are 
the principals in a Government that has reduced the 
deliberative status of the Federal Legislature to a farce. In 
twenty-four months out of thirty-one it has under their 
auspices been in recess. Such observances as have been cast 
upon the community have been imposed not by statute but 
by bureaucratic regulation. 
 
Under such circumstances these two delegates to the 
conference can no more interpret the soul and purpose of 
the people for whom they will profess to speak than can 
the ‘Sunday Times’ speak for the teeming multitudes of 
Russia. Hughes and Cook are alien to the heart of Australia. 
They construe the voluntary readiness to assist Belgium 
and France drive back an invader, as willingness to 
establish in the Commonwealth the speed-up hells of 
Chicago and the indentured labor conditions of Fiji and 
Papua. As a fact, so satisfied are they that such is the war-
policy of the Commonwealth that they have organised 
card-systems and union-smashing bureaux to facilitate the 
transition from the standards of social decency fixed by 
white men for white men to the level they consider good 
enough for Maltese and the gentlemen the Bishop of 
Bunbury proposes introducing in thousands. 
 
But the truth is very much the other way. Despite the 
declaration of Lloyd-George that it has already been 
decided to make important changes in regard to the 
Imperial regulation of the various Dominions constituting 
the Empire, Australia will not readily surrender the 
exclusive authority she now exercises over life and labour 
within the Commonwealth. No Imperial  
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Conference howsoever constituted has any title to encroach 
howsoever slightly on the complete local autonomy of any 
of the seven Legislatures governing the country. It is true 
that certain well organised groups of profiteers would 
welcome Imperial ordinances dealing with labour in 
Australia and the surrounding islands. Already vampire 
corporations such as the Colonial Sugar Refining Company 
have trafficked infamously in indentured Indian labour in 
the Pacific Islands. It is certain that what it has done there, 
it - to say nothing of others - is very willing to be allowed 
do in the tropical areas of the Commonwealth itself. To 
what extent the Bishop of Bunbury is an ignorant meddler 
or an inspired advocate is at present difficult to determine. 
All that is clear is that his recent speech elicited the high 
approbation of the ‘Pastoralists’ Review’ and other 
newspaper organs favourable to the overthrow of the 
extant racial policy. 
 
How far the forthcoming conference will review or extend 
the recommendations of that of 1917 is at present a matter 
for speculation. That it will seek in some way to elaborate 
the original proposals may be accepted as certain. The very 
essence of any scheme of Imperial Federation postulates 
interference of some kind in the domestic affairs of the 
constituent dominions. It is in the fact of Australia's 
delegation being present, and in all probability tacitly 
acquiescent in the ultimate programme of the conference, 
which calls at once for a definite demand that the 
Parliament and not merely the Nationalist caucus, shall be 
consulted before the delegation departs.  
 
It is not enough that Hughes and Cook shall receive the 
instructions of Sir William Irvine and Mr Edmund Jowett, 
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the Cattle King. We can fully understand the kind of 
Australian sentiment such a meeting would stand for. It will 
be the sentiment which has inspired the Hughes 
Government since the day Hughes finally abandoned the 
party with which all his useful work has been associated. 
There will be vast consideration given projects of wealth 
appropriation and cuttings-in for Big Business and very 
little, if any, concern manifested for the thousands who toil 
and moil that the nation might live. 
 
The war has brought vast gains to the pirates of Capitalism. 
They are now planning at a multiplicity of conferences 
further coups at Labor’s expense in the years ahead. In 
every country they find in the Governments of nations 
pliant tools for the accomplishment of their predatory 
purposes. It is our task to see to it they do not forge new 
and additional means of impoverishing the many and 
enriching the few. That is why the voice of Australia must 
not be stilled when Imperial plotting are in train.” 
Westralian Worker  
March 8 1918 

 
The nation whose citizens cannot think soon ceases to have 
citizens, and its people become slaves. 
 
But though unexpressed is dead; it can add no life to the 
community. To be of value thought must be uttered or 
expressed or externalised in some form or other. . . What a 
long and fierce struggle it has been to obtain the right to 
freely utter our thoughts without the fear of incurring the 
wrath and punishment of the powerful?  
 
It is true we have ascended to great heights—but are we 
not in imminent danger of falling down from them. . . 
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Once the high authorities set the example of stifling though 
and speech the multitude are bound to follow. 
Westralian Worker 
April 19 1918 
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14. The Struggle For Peace 
 

The longer the ghastly struggle rages the more plain 
becomes the choice. Each new offensive is an illuminant of 
the black tragedy paralysing civilisation. We are - all of us - 
at the cross-roads of prolonged war and worse ruin, or 
peace at once as the result of negotiation. The pushing-
forwards of the Central Powers this spring proceeds from 
the same impulse which begat the 1917 offensive of the 
Allies. It comes from the pursuit of the mirage of peace as 
the fruit of military supremacy. Hindenburg believes that 
his hour has come now, even as the men with 
Hindenburg’s passion controlling the Allied war policy 
believe theirs will dawn when America becomes an 
effective field force somewhere about the end of 1919. 
This dream is as idle as it is evil. Any success that may 
attend it commits the world to a worse heritage than 
anything it has previously known. All the causes which 
made the present stupendous fratricide possible will, if this 
dream be realised, be perpetuated to the consummation of 
worse disorders and more terrible barbarities than even 
those of the past three and three-quarter years. 
 
For a war to be a people’s war it must be a war fought in 
the people's interest. It must not allow one single purpose 
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foreign to the essentials of a people’s peace to figure as an 
issue. Every statement of war purpose furnished the enemy 
must contain, and only contain, the things which when 
secured, either by battle or agreement, are in spirit and 
reality vital principles to the triumph in every land, and 
under every government, of the teeming masses who up to 
now have been the pawns wherewith ambitious rulers have 
fought their way to glory. Thus the people cannot win the 
war if its cessation is bound up with territorial adjustments 
and trade bargains; the people cannot win if on the morrow 
of the last rifle shot they exchange one over-lord for 
another; neither can they win if for ever and a day bowed 
backs and gaunt penury constitute the price which ‘victory’ 
has postulated. 
 
The truth is that nowhere yet have the terms requisite to a 
people's peace been formulated. All we have so far had at 
the best is a glittering string of empty platitudes; at the 
worst we have had undisguised projects of annexation and 
international greed. The peace the German Government 
seeks is one which will add to its dominions the iron and 
coal deposits of Northern France, the rich areas and open 
ports of Belgium and a new economic dominion stretching 
towards the Persian Gulf. Should peace come the way the 
Government of France works for it, there is to be gained 
the Western Rhine Valley and Alsace-Lorraine. The Italian 
Government is struggling for a victory which will give it 
territorial gains at the expense of Austria and the rulers of 
the latter strive for peace at the expense of Serbia. So that 
every belligerent may be involved in the general purpose, 
Mr Lloyd-George has all too often stressed his resolution 
to cling to the captured German colonies and thus placed 
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Britain in the bargain room with the rest of the European 
bidders. 
 
Let it be said once and for all that a people’s peace is 
entirely the antithesis of any and every policy of territorial 
and financial barter - of grab here and concession there. 
These entanglements have no moral basis or sanction 
whatever, and belong to the old dynastic theory that war is 
a legitimate method of national aggrandisement. A 
democratic peace programme - that is a people's peace - is a 
programme the democracies believe in. It is not one 
manufactured by the oligarchies. Neither is it a theoretical 
chess equipment with which enemies of democracy within 
the nation may play the game of mastership to finality on 
the wider board of universal domination. 
 
The struggle between the world-projects of Hindenburg 
and the marketing-monopoly sought by the Paris 
Conference resolutions, to take but an example, is not a 
conflict between democracy and despotism - its 
determination does not carry in its womb the new order 
which the stricken millions are famishing for the sight of. 
The sufferings and discomfort of the tortured peoples will 
not be diminished a fraction by the knowledge that the 
great manufacturers are to have as the reward of the blood 
that has flowed and the lives that are spent, new auction-
marts with the prospect of greater profits in the new world 
than were possible in the old. To incorporate any such 
stipulation in the conditions whereby the frenzy of war 
shall cease is to foully disease the peace era at its very birth. 
No matter how long or short the compact would endure, it 
could never be more than a ghoulish spectre grinning 
nightly at the bedside of the peoples it can but ultimately 
precipitate again at each other's throats. For peace to be 
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peace there must end not only the madness of international 
war but the haggling rivalries of mammon as well. All the 
old diplomatic finessing over spheres of influence, alliances 
and treaties connected with the balance of power, the 
blocking of a rival here and the isolation of another there 
were the seed from which the grim reaper has gathered the 
greatest harvest of death recorded in universal history. To 
carry them over in any form into the post-war era is but to 
re-produce the conditions out of which war comes as an 
automatic certainty. 
 
A military triumph for either of the belligerents does not 
ensure a people's peace. It means only that the present war 
shall end on such conditions as the victorious coalition 
imposes. These conditions are not the issues for which the 
peoples have gone forth to battle. Their incentive has been 
the indicated purposes of the enemy declarations and not 
the projects of their own rulers. The men from the four 
quarters of the globe who have rallied to the Allies standard 
did not do so because they wanted to secure the Trentino 
for Italy or were particularly concerned for the 
dismemberment of Turkey or the worthwhileness of the 
trade boycott. Similarly, it is reasonable to assume that the 
peoples, as distinct from the ruling caste, in the Central 
Powers did not go to war to compass the brutal purposes 
of the Kaiser and his gang of huxters. They were kept in 
ignorance (as the whole world of the common people is 
still kept in ignorance) of the diplomatic history which led 
up to the war. They, like ourselves, were suddenly 
precipitated into a war in the making of which they had no 
part nor lot. They were lied to, they were deceived, they 
were tricked. They were told that a ring of unscrupulous 
enemies had plotted to destroy their country. They saw, 
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gathering on their Eastern frontier, the hosts of the most 
infernal despotism that has darkened the modern world. 
What is more, they believed that, unless they rallied to their 
Government, the Powers allied against them would destroy 
them, would deprive them of territory legitimately and 
racially theirs, would shut them out of the world’s markets 
and generally reduce them to the status of a subordinate 
nation. 
 
Only this very week M. Branting, the Swedish Socialist 
leader, announced that six registered copies of the 
Entente’s Labour manifesto, addressed to German Socialist 
leaders, were intercepted in Germany, and that all 
references to the manifesto were suppressed rigorously. 
The Junkers are fearful of what would happen in their own 
country if the German people only knew the truth and the 
whole truth in respect to the war-purposes of Kaiserdom. 
On our part the Government prohibits the reception of 
manifestos issued by German socialists and refused to 
permit working-class delegates from Britain meeting 
representatives of the German trade unions at Stockholm. 
Had that conference been held any subsequent suppression 
of Allied Labour manifestos in Germany would be 
unavailing. Once the representatives of the peoples of the 
belligerents ascertain what it is each at heart is fighting for, 
neither one nor the other would be prepared to continue 
the frightful massacre which goes on only because the fell 
purposes of capitalism keep the warring populations in 
ignorance. 
Westralian Worker 
May 31 1918 
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15. Fighting For Freedom 

 
I glanced at the cell information card, fitted in its docket on 
the wall. It read as follows: - 
 
Division, B. 
No. of prisoner, 59. 
Date of conviction, 1916. 
Length of sentence, 15 years penal servitude. 
 
There was Donald Grant, whose wondrous eloquence and 
passionate sincerity had stirred the very souls of tens of 
thousands - Donald Grant, a helpless, listless prisoner. 
 
He greeted me with the query, ‘What are you doing here?’ 
‘War Precautions - Billy Hughes,’ was my laconic reply.  
 
His face lighted up with the old fire, and, for a moment, he 
was the Donald Grant I used to know. But it faded away 
and left him what he was - Convict B59, of Long Bay 
Penitentiary. 
 
I suggested the possibility of an early freedom. He only 
smiled in a weary sort of way. ‘Yes, in 1931’, he said - 
(From Vance Marshall's book, ‘Gaol from Within.’) 
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If the Australian public knew - or would believe - what the 
insides of Australian gaols are like, they would not even 
allow the damnedest criminal to rot within their walls. Is it 
known that prisoners are compelled to eat putrid and 
stinking meat, served in a dirty tin, and garnished with 
rotten potatoes? Is it known that a prison cell is, as Oscar 
Wilde said in ‘The Ballad of Reading Gaol,’ ‘a foul and dark 
latrine - that for the first two months of his confinement 
the prisoner spends 22 hours out of 24 with no other 
object of contemplation than a stinking slop-pail, which is 
changed but once a day? Is it known that a prisoner is 
supplied with a hair-brush in mockery of his shaven scalp, 
but derisively refused a tooth-brush wherewith he might 
cleanse from his mouth the remnants of the filthy offal 
supplied as food?’ 
 
Such were things in Victorian prisons twelve years ago, 
when the Victorian Socialist Party was fighting for the right 
to hold public meetings under similar conditions to other 
bodies. The conservative Colonial Secretary of the day 
(Sammie Gillot, who was shortly afterwards ‘Brussels-
carpeted’) was horrified when informed upon the matter. 
But the same thing pertains today, in Victoria, in N.S.W., 
and throughout the Commonwealth. It is not too much to 
say that the administrators and understrappers - from 
highest to lowest - engaged in the penal establishments of 
Australia are, with very few exceptions, the most brutally 
degraded class in the country. 
 
 
‘And they do well to hide their hell,  
For in it things are done 
That Son of God or Son of Man 
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Should never look upon.’ 
 
What a pity Billy Hughes doesn’t sample ‘three months 
hard’ - for, say, unfair competition with Judas. 
 
Vance Marshall’s book leaves us almost with a feeling of 
reproach that we, too, are not in gaol, for under the tyranny 
of regulations now aping Law in Australia, our prisons 
become holy places. So said Byron, in ‘The Castle of 
Chillon.’ 
 
‘Eternal spirit of the chainless Mind! 
Brightest in dungeons, Liberty, thou art - 
For there thy habitation is the heart - 
The heart which love of thee alone can bind; 
 
And when thy sons to fetters are consigned, 
To fetters, and the damp vault's sunless gloom, 
Their country conquers with their martyrdom, 
And Freedom's flame finds wings on every wind. 
 
Chillon! Thy prison is a holy place, 
And they sad boor an altar, for ’twas trod, 
Until his very steps have left a trace. 
 
Worn as if thy cold pavement were a sod, 
By, Bonnivard! May none those marks efface! For they 
appeal from tyranny to God.’ 
- Byron 
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16. Imperialism Bars The Way 
 

President Wilson, in a letter to the President of the United 
Press, at the end of January, wrote that America ‘is offering 
in every proposal she makes to give the most sacred 
pledges on her own part that she will in no case be the 
aggressor against the political independence or the 
territorial integrity of any other State or Nation. At the 
same time she is proposing and insisting upon similar 
pledges from all the world’s nations who have its peace at 
heart, and are willing to associate themselves for the 
maintenance of peace.’ This declaration is in keeping with 
the crystal-clear and logical formulae expressed in the 
phrase: ‘Peace without annexations, without punitive 
indemnities, and with the right of self-determination of 
peoples.’ Any group of men anywhere - in Germany or 
outside it - who war for anything other than this definite 
purpose are not seeking a people's peace.  They are the 
apostles of an Imperialism which has brought civilisation to 
its greatest catastrophe, and which will go on bringing it to 
even worse passes than the black chaos of our own day. 
The future peace of the world is bound up in an absolute 
repudiation of every project of annexation and national 
aggrandisement. On the part of Germany there must be an 
unloading of the dream of Mittel Europa; on the part of the 
Allies there must be a complete withdrawal of the stupid 
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and mischievous secret treaties. It is these projects which 
keep the war going. In Berlin the workers are told that 
France is to get the Western Rhine Valley; in Buda-Pesth 
the bogey is that Italy is to sink her claws in Dalmatia and 
Adalia; in London the gospel is the predatory purposes of 
the German Junkers. Each Government points to the 
territorial projects of the enemy as its justification for all it 
does. 
 
What each should do is to repudiate the published accounts 
of its own contemplated grabbings. 
 
Once that is done neither Berlin nor anywhere else will 
have a battle cry left. 
 
The peoples want a people’s peace. They want one that is 
based on broad and straight principles.  Why cannot the 
Governments face the situation now in the spirit of the 
alleged democracy they all profess to be fighting for? 
General Smuts - and he is a member of the War Cabinet - 
has declared unequivocally against annexations and 
indemnities. A majority resolution has been carried in the 
German Reichstag in favour of peace conditioned by the 
same stipulation. How is it in the face of these 
pronouncements that all the Governments refuse to meet 
in open conference? Why do they in addition proscribe 
international conventions of the workers as at Stockholm? 
From Smuts also comes the statement that a decisive 
victory is not possible for either group of nations. That 
admission is not only a complete and unanswerable 
justification for peace by negotiation; it is an open 
impeachment of the Governments every day their failure to 
negotiate prolongs a war which cannot be ended until they 
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do negotiate. Why then, should the frightful struggle 
continue? The answer is that the Governments are so 
saturated with the old diplomatic traditions and policy that 
they can only conceive of two possible kinds of peace. One 
peace is of dictation and the other of barter. It is only the 
movement of Labor that dares to dream of a peace 
founded on anything better than bargains based on the war 
map.  Every professional diplomatist, and every statesman 
who has submitted to the atmosphere of a Foreign Office, 
thinks in terms of ‘the great game of the balance of power’ 
in which peoples and provinces are bartered about like 
pawns and chattels. And it is because of this that a war 
which ‘cannot result in a decisive victory for any group of 
nations’, is prolonged in the hope that one or other of the 
bidders will be advantageously placed in the auction room 
when the sale of lands and peoples is duly opened. 
 
To expect a people’s peace to emerge from such a 
proceeding is as profitable as baying at the moon. The end 
to the war which the millions long for is to come from 
themselves. The diplomacy which made the ghastly 
business is now running it. All over Europe democracy has 
been made a by-word. It has no place in the conduct of the 
war or in its determination. Every important act connected 
with the frightful massacre is resolved on by a few men. 
Inner Cabinets dominate the Parliaments and any working-
class discussion or criticism is labelled ‘enemy propaganda’. 
Germany suppresses the Labour manifestos originating in 
Allied countries and the Allies suppress Labour manifestos 
originating in Germany. Both sets of rulers prohibit any 
international relationship between the teeming multitudes 
who are paying in blood and tears the colossal price the 
casualty lists only partly reveal. They do during the war 
what they did before the war. Whatever else may be in 
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doubt about the war, it is clear that the peoples of Europe, 
who are the chief suffers from its horrors, had themselves 
no hand in it. Neither have they had a hand so far in 
drafting the Government peace pronouncements or in 
shaping the declarations of war aims. They have the 
fighting to do, but they are not consulted regarding the 
things for which the struggle goes on. Sophistry would 
have us believe that a democracy which is ignored and spat 
upon during the war is to become all-powerful because of 
it. There has never been a vainer delusion. The truth is that 
within each nation the ruling caste recognises that its own 
brand of Imperialism goes down unless its special 
annexationist projects succeed. German militarism perishes 
by a non-annexation peace and so does the imperialism of 
every other belligerent. That is why the diplomats are 
hostile to the abandonment of their secret purposes. Such a 
proceeding would mean for Russia, whether the monarchy 
is restored or not, the abandonment of Pan-Slavish aims in 
Austria and the idea of obtaining Constantinople. It means 
for Italy the abandonment of her supremacy in the Adriatic 
by seizing Dalmatia. It means for France that if parts of 
Alsace-Lorraine are returned to France it is not by right of 
conquest or re-conquest that she will get them, as under the 
system of Louis XIV, or Napoleon, or Bismarck, but by the 
choice of the people who live in those countries. It means 
for England a settlement of Africa and Turkey not by 
conquest, but by international agreement. With it must 
disappear the German clutch on Belgium and her dream of 
supremacy over the Balkans. 
 
It is the world projects of the various diplomats which bang 
the door on a people’s peace. The traditional authority of a 
few rulers accustomed to meet in secret conclave and 
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commit the nation to hidden purposes, is in decisive 
struggle with democracy for the soul of the world. No 
longer is the great war confined to ghastly collisions of men 
and guns on the frontiers of Europe. Its counterpart is 
being waged in the public life of each of the warring 
populations. 
 
The silence which for nearly four years has been considered 
the highest working-class patriotism is now seen to be the 
veriest treason to posterity. Democracy cannot win the war 
if any group of land and trade hagglers win it. There must 
be no parcelling out of territories and no monopoly 
barricading of markets. Immediately the peoples are able to 
force the Governments of the belligerents to a sincere 
acceptance of such a peace, the war must end. Until they 
do no peoples’ peace can ever come. The war will drag on 
until one group of ambitious masters has “its way”. Any 
such termination does not make the world safe for 
democracy. It leaves democracy a sham and a delusion no 
better than the autocracies which preceded it. 
Westralian Worker 
June 7 1918 
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17. Labor The Only Peace Party 

 
The real stumbling block in the way of an early peace is 
that the diplomats have their eyes fixed on what is to 
happen in the era supervening on the cessation of 
hostilities. Their objective is a post-war condition which 
gives them economic advantage. In this matter both of the 
great belligerents are at one. They each seek a peace which 
will prove to their enemy an occasion of commercial 
disability during the period of re-construction. Practically 
all the recent diplomatic declarations involve an argument 
about colonies, harbors and frontiers. On the part of 
Germany there is the demand that her lost colonies shall be 
restored and that certain occupied naval strongholds now 
held by Britain shall be internationalised. On the other 
hand, there is on the part of Britain a stipulation that 
Germany shall, in effect, be walled up within definite limits 
in the heart of Europe. Just as the Pan-Germans persist in 
their mad lust for a road through the Balkans opening a 
way to the great economic resources of Persia and the near 
East, so the imperialists in the counsels of Britain adhere to 
their secret projects of trade monopoly and the devitalising 
of a great rival. 
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It is a remarkable fact that while the greater part of the 
uproar of war is concentrated on the West front, the real 
obstacles to peace are to be found elsewhere. Germany is 
willing to evacuate France and Belgium; there have been 
more or less open hints regarding a willingness to consider 
the question of Alsace-Lorraine. But there has been no 
basis of agreement yet suggested in the ‘long-distance’ 
peace speeches of Ministers or Chancellors regarding the 
Balkans and the lands and peoples contiguous to the east 
and south-east frontiers of Germany. 
 
It seems clear that the war to end war has now assumed the 
character of a gigantic contest concerning mastership over 
lands and resources vital to any policy of supremacy in the 
world-market when the war has ended. The Paris 
resolutions are explicable in the light of this reasoning, as 
are the bellicose speeches of W M Hughes regarding the 
trade boycott. Whatever else may be in doubt it is obvious 
that capitalism is not to abandon its purposes merely 
because the war has to be prolonged in order to achieve 
them. 
 
Of the men controlling the Foreign Offices of the 
belligerents there can be said to be much in common. Each 
of them stands for a peace with “victory”. Each is 
determined on ending the war only when terms acceptable 
to themselves have been realised. They are working on the 
hypothesis of a restoration of the diplomatic practices 
which ruled Europe for fifty years prior to the war and 
nursed it to its tragic outbreak. Whether it be Mr Balfour or 
the German Chancellor who is speaking we get practically 
the same utterance of ideas. The difference is entirely a 
question of which group of rulers shall rule. Neither of 
them offers hope of an early peace, and neither can 
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guarantee a permanent peace even when it does come. 
Their philosophy is that of the old doctrine of the balance 
of power adapted to the new conditions. It will produce 
alliances of Governments the counterpart of those which 
grew up during the epoch of the armed truce and which are 
to-day locked in deadly struggle. But it will not give to 
civilisation any unity of peoples. No such concept as that of 
international democracy or a Parliament of Man can ever 
emerge from such an origin. 
 
The realisation of this terrible futility of the imperialists has 
at last come to the Labour Parties of the universe. No 
sooner has the “soul” of the war become manifest than 
they have written in the clearest of understandable language 
their irrevocable antagonism to what it is now and what it 
connotes in the years to come. The purpose of Labour 
admits of no misunderstanding. It objects to ‘spheres of 
influence’ being made the occasion of any protraction of 
the struggle and insists that the ‘fundamental purpose is 
that the world may henceforth be made safe for 
democracy’. And Labour not only declares that it will give 
consideration to nothing but the problem of salvation for 
democracy, but in fixing the culpability for the war Labor 
asserts ‘it is clear the peoples of Europe, who are 
necessarily the chief sufferers from its horrors, had 
themselves no hand in it.’ In effect Laboru lays it down that 
democracy has its hands absolutely clean of any 
responsibility for what has happened. That gives the world 
an international party which is untainted by complicity in 
the causes of the war and is thus able to work for its speedy  
ending. 
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Thus, the conflict which one group of imperialists wages 
against another is not stood for by the party of the people 
anywhere. Such support as Labor has given the 
Governments has been in resistance to the predatory 
purposes of the enemy rulers and not in endorsement of 
the capitalist  
projects nourished at the bosom of its own Ministers. To 
overcome both is now the strident slogan of the reuniting 
peoples. Each attempt to bring about an understanding 
among the peoples has yielded definite advances towards 
an international unity. What the Governments cannot do 
because of their antagonistic aims, the peoples can do 
because of their community of interests and oneness of 
goal. The one sole road to peace is that being travelled by 
the parties of Labour in every country. Keeping in accord 
with its traditional hatred of militarism and of the 
aggressive and despotic purposes which militarism made 
possible, the International of Labour works for the triumph 
of the peoples' cause in every land. It is not sufficient that 
one group of militarists should periodically master another.  
The whole scheme of rule by might must pass from the 
earth if peace is to be unshakeably enthroned. The union of 
the peoples is the cry which rises high above the horror of 
the battlefield. Anything less than a complete union of all 
the peoples does not ensure a democratic peace. It merely 
gives the world over for a time to the exploitation of one or 
other group of military captains who, having won by the 
sword, may only reign by the sword. 
 
Peace must therefore be a peace conceived in the spine and 
marrow of the peoples' interests. A capitalist peace no 
matter how the military decision goes, will only lead to the 
accentuation of the disorders which for long years palsied 
the social life and constituted the material out of which 
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privilege fashioned the earth in its own likeness. If we are 
ever to escape from the horrors of the old world, we must, 
in the words of Labour's policy of re-construction, insure 
that what is built up is a new social order, based not on 
fighting but on fraternity - not on the competitive struggle 
for the means of bare life, but on a deliberately planned co-
operation in production and distribution for the benefit of 
all - not on an enforced dominion over subject races, 
subject colonies, subject classes or a subject sex, but, in 
industry as well as in government, on that equal freedom, 
that general consciousness of consent, and that widest 
possible participation in power, both economic and 
political, which is characteristic of democracy.  There must 
be no governmental diplomacy when the war is over - there 
must be a democratic League of Peoples. The post-war 
vision of the diplomats must not come to fruition. 
 
The challenge to it is many-sided. Not only are the 
speeches of men like McDonald, Henderson and 
Lansdowne symptomatic of the growing opposition in 
Britain, but the articles in the radical German press indicate 
the wide-spread rejection of the philosophy of force. Every 
attempt to associate Woodrow Wilson with the 
annexationists has signally failed.  He ‘will take nothing out 
of the war.’ It is the position taken up by the Socialist 
memorandum now subscribed to throughout Europe. 
Should it happen that the International Socialist 
Conference meets this side of the declaration of peace by 
the Governments, the old diplomacy will be given its 
death-blow. 
Westralian Worker 
August 30 1918 
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e  
Electo
ral roll  

Ballot
s 
issued  

For  Against  
Infor
mal  Vote  %  Vote  %  

New 
South 
Wales  

1,055,9
86  

858,39
9  

356,80
5  

42.9
2  

474,54
4  

57.
08  

27,050  

Victoria  
824,97
2  

696,68
4  

353,93
0  

51.8
8  

328,21
6  

48.1
2  

14,538  

Queensl
and  

366,04
2  

309,92
1  

144,20
0  

47.7
1  

158,05
1  

52.
29  

7,670  

South 
Australia  

262,78
1  

211,25
2  

87,924  
42.4
4  

119,23
6  

57.
56  

4,092  

Western 
Australia  

167,60
2  

140,64
8  

94,069  
69.
71  

40,884  
30.2
9  

5,695  

Tasmani
a  

107,87
5  

88,231  48,493  
56.1
7  

37,833  
43.8
3  

1,905  

Federal 
Territori
es  

4,572  3,468  2,136  
62.
73  

1,269  
37.2
7  

63  

Total†  
2,789,8
30  

2,308,6
03  

1,087,5
57  

48.3
9  

1,160,0
33  

51.6
1  

61,013  

†Including 133,813 votes by members of the Australian 
Imperial Force, of which 72,399 were for, 58,894 against, 
and 2,520 informal.  

Results  
Obtained majority in three States and an overall minority 
of 72 476 votes.[44] 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Australian_conscription_referendum,_1916#cite_note-44
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1916 result 
 

State 
On  
rolls  

Ballot
s  
issued  

For  Against  
Info
rmal  

Re
sult   %   %  

New 
South 
Wales 

1,055
,883  

853,8
94  

341,2
56 

41.1
6%  

487,7
74  

58.8
4% 

24,8
64  

No  

Victoria 

807,3
31 

678,8
06  

329,7
72 

49.7
9%  

332,4
90  

50.2
1% 

16,5
44  

No  

Queensla
nd 

378,3
78  

310,1
64  

132,7
71 

44.0
2%  

168,8
75  

55.9
8% 

8,51
8  

No  

South 
Australia 

261,6
61  

197,9
70  

86,66
3 

44.9
0%  

106,3
64  

55.1
0% 

4,94
3  

No  

Western 
Australia 

162,3
47  

135,5
93  

84,11
6 

64.3
9%  

46,52
2  

35.6
1% 

4,95
5  

Yes  

Tasmania 

106,8
03 

78,79
2  

38,88
1 

50.2
4%  

38,50
2  

49.7
6% 

1,40
9  

Yes  

Northern 
Territory 
and 
Federal 
Capital 
Territory 

4,037  3,002  1,700 
58.2
2%  

1,220  
41.7
8% 

82  Yes  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_South_Wales
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_South_Wales
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_South_Wales
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Victoria,_Australia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Queensland
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Queensland
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/South_Australia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/South_Australia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_Australia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_Australia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tasmania
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Northern_Territory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Northern_Territory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Australian_Capital_Territory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Australian_Capital_Territory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Australian_Capital_Territory


90 

Total for 
Commo
nwealth 

2,776
,440  

2,258,
221*  

1,015
,159 

46.2
1%  

1,181
,747  

53.7
9% 

61,3
15  

No  

Obtained majority in two States and the Territories 
and an overall minority of 166,588 votes.[12]  

 

Not carried   

* Including 199 677 votes by members of the Australian 
Imperial Force, of which 103 789 were for, 93 910 against, 
and 1978 informal.  
1917 result. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Australian_conscription_referendum,_1917#cite_note-12
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PART TWO 

 
 
 
 
 

Post World War 1 

 
 

ohn Curtin’s essential nationalism had been inspired by 
the Great War. He was a man who put ‘Australia first’. 
For Curtin, compulsory service overseas could only be 

understood as a matter that the individual had to weigh up 
and determine how he would be in Australia’s service, but 
the issue ran very deep and reflected the growing belief that 
any service overseas was simply not the Australian national 
interest. After the Great War, Curtin laid out he basis of his 
Australia first nationalism and isolationism and his belief 
that service to Australia meant service in our immediate 
area. Curtin did a systematic examination of imperial and 
other nations’ policies in the region and elsewhere in the 

J 
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1920s that served him well as war approached in the late 
1930s. The conscripted army of 1942 would only serve in 
Australia and its off shore territories. That was indeed an 
expression of his model of Australian independence and his 
faith that war as it was – might represent the attempt of 
capitalism to expand its influence in blood. 
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1. The Scarecrows Lose Their Potency 
 

A score of years ago British Labour faced the people with 
candidates in only fifteen constituencies; of this meagre 
host but two survived to take their seats in the House of 
Commons. So feeble was the attempt to secure direct 
legislative representation for the workers, and so decisively 
adverse the decision of the electorates, that at once the 
pundits rose up and delivered judgment. They said that 
Britain was not only a country of stable government, but of 
clearly defined party organisation; that any efforts to 
change the Parliamentary alternatives as offered by the 
traditional groups of Whigs and Tories could never 
succeed; and that it was obvious the innate conservatism of 
the working-classes was itself the insuperable barrier to any 
radical disturbance in the settled order of the political 
institutions. 
 
And yet within one generation that which was but the 
vision of the dreaming few has become the common 
purpose of millions.  Labor has now its place in the 
Commons as the effective party of the Opposition; it not 
only changes the whole perspective of politics in that it has 
ceased to be a game of ‘ins’ and ‘outs’ played by groups 
standing fundamentally for the same thing, but has 
revolutionised the Parliamentary issues to the extent that 



CURTIN’S CALL – THE HERITAGE     BOOK 2     THE FIGHT 

AGAINST CONSCRIPTION 

95 

they now involve an entirely new alignment of classes.  
Never was there such an epochal development. 
 
Contrast the khaki election with that of last week. In 
December, 1918, the glories of war were in the ascendant; 
the popular mind, inflamed by a venal press, would tolerate 
nothing but the most blatant jingoism; it demanded the 
‘peace of victory,’ and shouted down the Labour valiant 
who endeavoured to save the nation from the economic 
disasters which were an inevitable result of the profiteers’ 
conquest. Men like Snowden and McDonald were beaten 
with ignominy, only the sycophants of the party and the 
philosophy of the Money Power were successful. So 
menacing was the situation that Romain Rolland declared 
that the tide of reaction was rising over all the world and 
that the new world for the people - that promise of the 
years of war - was but the baseless fabric of a dream. 
 
Yet events accomplished what argument vainly attempted. 
The masses that had voted in the imperialists, could not 
escape the policy the imperialists gave them. The German 
indemnity which enriched the speculators in money and the 
gamblers on the exchanges, impoverished the artisans and 
the trading shopkeepers; paralysed industry, created 
unparalleled unemployment and misery, and produced a 
social condition in which enormous Government doles 
were the insurance premiums which the wealthy had to pay 
in order to avert revolution. Naturally enough the 
Government of Lloyd George, which had reduced the 
living standard of the workers, and which had also imposed 
tremendous taxes on the rich, could not survive an election. 
The workers would assail it hip and thigh, and the landed 
aristocracy as well as the war plutocracy could not 
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countenance its continuance in office. Hence the 
overthrow of George by his own followers, and the 
appearance of the Tories at the polls under a new 
leadership and absolved from the sins of their former 
accomplice. 
 
That the disintegration of the Coalition was unfortunate for 
Labour is clear. The records of the by-elections testify that 
as between the Government responsible for Versailles and 
the Party that had opposed the Punic treaty there would 
have resulted a complete reversal of the 1918 verdict. 
 
The cables tell us of Labour’s tremendous struggle against 
the bogey-mongers. There, as here, ‘Bolshevism’, 
‘Communism,’ and the ‘Red’ herring were plastered all over 
the place.  Men and newspapers that had fiercely 
denounced Labor at every previous election were prone to 
dwell on the ‘sanity and good sense of the old Labor Party’; 
renegades also played their ignoble part in the crusade of 
calumny. All over the world the corrupting power of 
money seduces from their fidelity those who were once the 
reddest of the Red - men who, like Senator Pearce, were 
wont on May Day to orate about the overthrow of 
wagedom and capitalism and who now brazenly deny that 
they ever advocated socialisation. But it is very clear that 
suffering and wronged community is not willing to lend too 
ready an ear to those who having forsworn themselves 
slander the cause they have abandoned. The fate of Mr 
Havelock Wilson is in this respect very significant. 
 
Yet there was no equivocation in the clearness of Labor’s 
policy.  Although the Australian press endeavoured to 
make it appear that the party would not take the 
responsibility of opposing the Lloyd George policy of war 
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in the Balkans, the latest news shows quite clearly that 
British Labour moved promptly to meet the menace of 
new war. ‘Stop the War’ meetings were held throughout the 
length and breadth of the country. At the Trade Union 
Conference, held at London on September 18, the 
following resolution was unanimously adopted: ‘That we 
very strongly protest against the action of the Government 
in sending troops to Constantinople, and we pledge 
ourselves that, so far as we are concerned, not a man, nor a 
ship, nor ammunition shall leave this country in support of 
that war.’ The country knew this determination, and by its 
vote of more than four millions for Labour candidates last 
week backed it to the full. 
 
The chief satisfaction that is to be derived from the result is 
that, like at East Perth last Saturday, the people can no 
longer be intimidated into voting against Labor, merely 
because certain absurd bogeys are shouted by those who 
have a live interest in maintaining in office Governments 
that serve not the masses, but the peculators. Mr Simons 
sang the same song as Mr Lloyd George. The country was 
menaced by a policy ‘made-in-Moscow’; Labor was ‘in the 
hands of extremists that would wreck everything and 
destroy civilisation’! Three years ago, the oracle worked; to-
day an entirely different outlook exists, if not towards 
Moscow, at least towards the party of the great capitalists. 
The electors have discovered that in order to protect 
themselves they do not need to hand the State over to the 
agents of money-grabbers and captains of profit. It is a 
signal step forward. 
 
Labor can contemplate its more recent appeals to the 
people with a sense of having initiated for itself a new and a 
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better era, in which its policy has a chance of being judged 
on its merits, rather than in accordance with the false labels 
put upon it by those whose supreme fear is that their policy 
will one day be carefully scrutinised.” 
Westralian Worker 
November 24 1922 

 
 
“For not only did the war mean debts for the country.  It 
also meant vast profits for the rich.   
 
Side by side with the growth of interest there is to be 
recorded huge gains for the financial institutions.  Under 
every other economic system, war placed the yoke of 
slavery on the conquered foreigner.  Under capitalism, war 
is made the instrument of the enslavement of men of 
kindred race and blood.  So says Frank Anstey, MHR.  The 
recent ‘financial policy’ of the States and of the Federation, 
acting and re-acting accumulatively upon each other, drives 
them into larger and larger applications for loans from local 
and oversea pawn-brokers, giving to financial magnates and 
banking corporations an ever-increasing strangle-hold upon 
the industries of the Australian nation. 
 
And this is true of every country. No matter what nation is 
considered -victorious Allies or defeated Germany- its 
industry is subject to the tribute exacted by the 
bondholders. And this yearly appropriation to glut the maw 
of Mammon fattens on what it gets - at the end of each 
year there is more due than when the year started. 
Civilisation pays this year something like two thousand one 
hundred million pounds in interest. The year before the 
war three hundred million was taken. In seven years, the 
burden has been multiplied seven times. 
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Who is to pay it? That is the question the workers have to 
answer to-morrow. Are they to sweat and grime, to have 
less wages, a lowered social order, domestic 
impoverishment, and misery? If they are not, then they 
must vote for Labor, the party that ‘by new ways will seek 
to save a civilisation whose old methods have brought 
catastrophe.’ 
Westralian Worker 
December 15 1922  
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2. Capitalism Is A Robber’s Mechanism 
 

What is called the economic crisis is not a new phase of 
capitalism; but an accentuation of the disorder in its nature. 
Under the present industrial system booms and slumps 
follow one another like waves and troughs in a heavy sea. 
In the time of rising prices, the profit the employer takes 
from those who labour in his establishments may be 
increased tenfold, thirtyfold, and by the expansion of his 
business he may add to these gains almost indefinitely. 
These huge profits in industry are not all employed in 
augmenting industrial capital. In recent years they have 
almost invariably become financial capital, and have found 
investment in Government securities, entitling their holder 
to a big guaranteed income drawn from taxation without 
risk of slump. Thus, the profits made in industry during the 
last era of high prices - profits in which the workers on an 
arbitration-fixed cost of living wage did not share - have 
enabled the capitalist to shut down his establishment, 
dismiss his employees to the ranks of the wage-less 
unemployed, and still enjoy an income greater than he drew 
from industry prior to the boom. 
 
In 1914 financial capital had an income of three hundred 
million in interest on the world debt. For this year its 
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income from this source has increased to two thousand one 
hundred million. As a result the industrial and trading 
capitalists who made vast fortunes during the last decade 
may now shut down their lead and tin mines, their timber 
mills and ship yards, their foundries and manufacturing 
plants, and yet, as the London press admits, ‘buy 1,000 
guinea fur coats for their wives and look forward to the 
most brilliant social season since King George was 
crowned.’ Let the workers, face to face with threats of 
reduced wages or starvation, realise that the invested 
moneys of the employers in war and peace loans--monies 
for the most part made out of profiteering while the nation 
was at war--enable them to cease production and yet 
remain richer than in 1914.  
 
To the workers the war brought misery and tears; it left to 
them a legacy of debt and impoverishment; and it has 
reduced the workers of Europe to a condition little better 
than slavery. But for the men who made money out of it by 
high prices it was the greatest feast ever set before vultures 
in the history of man. Before the war capitalism was largely 
a source of profit to those operating industries. So long as 
the boom continued industrial captains waxed fat. But the 
tide of their prosperity has ebbed. The chaos of war has 
been added to by the anarchy of peace. It was a war of 
gold, of coal, of steel, of economic mastership. 
 
The treaties written at its close specify not human rights, 
liberty, freedom, justice, but so many locomotives, so many 
million tons of coal, so many millions of monies - all to 
pass from one nation to the other. Every victorious nation, 
according to the Peace Terms, is entitled to receive gigantic 
importations of goods. The position now is that not one of 
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them will admit them. One half the world is heavily 
indebted to the other half. 
 
The goods the debtors produce is not marketable because 
the creditor is himself overstocked. And the goods the 
debtors want they cannot get because they cannot pay for 
them, as the only payment they could make is an exchange 
of commodities, and the creditor nations do not want 
goods. To talk of reduced wages as being a remedy for this 
paralysis of industry is absurd. The countries that have 
already substantially reduced wages have not solved their 
problems, even in degree. No matter what the wage-level 
may be, high or low, the relationship of nations to each 
other will not be altered. 
 
Consider the two principal factors in world production - 
Europe and America! Europe owes America thousands of 
millions in payment for the flood of munitions, goods and 
equipment which was poured into the consuming fires of 
war, but which was not paid for. For Europe to reverse this 
flow and pour back to America a flood of goods, 
equipment, etc, would be so destructive to the economic 
life of America that the latter will not have it. So, with 
Australia and Germany. Germany owes us the indemnity 
Mr Hughes boasted so much about. Germany proposes to 
pay in exports to Australia. But Mr Hughes erects an anti-
dumping wall to prevent Germany paying in goods. The 
result is that although the world is short of supplies to an 
alarming extent, countries are shutting down their factories, 
lessening their own production of supplies and shutting out 
the supplies other countries want to land. 
 
We have reached a climax in capitalist economics. No 
longer can industry function on a capitalist basis. To point 
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out that it has broken down as a world system is merely to 
state the obvious. What next then? Obviously diminished 
production means a lessened world aggregate income. The 
money-power in this crisis will get its pound of flesh out of 
the authority of the State. It will induce (or compel) the 
State to reduce all expenditure except expenditure on 
interest; it will induce (or compel) the State to balance the 
national ledger by making revenue meet outgoings, or by 
bringing down outgoings to revenue; even armaments may 
be reduced for ten years as the Washington Conference has 
agreed. Only one item of the States’ disbursements is 
sacred - that paid to Shylock. 
 
Inevitably the other classes will wage an intense struggle to 
determine their respective shares of what is left. The 
money-power would prefer that an agreement to accept the 
situation should be arrived at as being safer for it than a 
class conflict with the danger of revolution in its wake. 
Hence round-table conferences, where industrial captains 
in bondage to Shylock may endeavour to arrange a basis 
with the workers, and thus enter on an era of cheap 
production, low profits for industry, low wages and low 
standards of life for the masses and a golden stream of 
usury ever pouting into the lap of Mammon. 
 
Labor’s reply is clear! It is no longer willing to be the beast 
of toil on whose back luxury and privilege dally in the 
sunshine of riches. It knows the world is poor. Not because 
wealth in abundance has not been produced, but because 
robbery has despoiled it of its fruits. And the robbers must 
be overthrown or the earth will grow in poverty. That is 
Labor’s thought. This paper prays that very soon it will be 
Labor’s decision. 
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Westralian Worker 
February 17 1922 
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3. Australian Labor’s Opportunity 
 

That the war to end war was a wash out, should be clear by 
now even to the most wall-eyed visionary. As a matter of 
fact, the Treaty of Versailles is breeding wars and rumours 
of wars even faster than the exhausted nations can seize 
their opportunities. In Europe at the present moment there 
are the makings of at least five sizeable wars. The League of 
Nations, that grandiose project for the prevention of future 
wars, has shown itself to be merely the instrument of the 
dominant powers. The pseudo-legality of its decisions is 
simply adding insult to injury and breeding further 
bitterness. 
 
All this is disturbing enough for a country whose prosperity 
depends largely on a peaceful and prosperous world 
market. But thanks to the blind partiality of the press, 
Australians are still without knowledge of two still more 
alarming factors in the situation. First, it is not yet realised 
to what an extent Australia is tied to the chariot wheel of 
British Imperialism. Nevertheless, it is a fact - obvious at 
any rate to foreign powers - that Australia is literally part 
and parcel of the British Empire, a fact which the flag-
flapping jingoes and imperialists of Australia are only too 
eager to acclaim and advertise. But what does that fact 
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mean in the eyes of the world? It means that in the event of 
Great Britain being involved in war Australia will also be 
automatically drawn in. It may be argued that the consent 
of Parliament is necessary. 
 
Constitutionally that is not so, and it should be 
remembered that in actual fact Hughes didn’t hesitate to 
disregard both Parliament and his own Cabinet when he 
accepted Lloyd-George’s melodramatic appeal last year. At 
any rate, there is no doubt that the outside world looks on 
Australia as part and parcel of the British Empire and will 
act accordingly. A mere declaration of neutrality, therefore, 
will not affect the position one way or another. When war 
has once broken out it will be too late to evade the 
consequences of subservience to Downing-street. Do it 
now! 
 
The second and most serious factor in the world situation 
is the slowly emerging fact that the centre of gravity - and 
therefore the danger spot - is shifting from West to East. 
Economic interests are moving away from the anarchy and 
chaos in Europe towards the vast potentialities of the East. 
Strategy is the servant of economic interest. Hence the 
insistence on the control of the Dardanelles, hence the 
occupation of Mesopotamia continued in face of violent 
opposition from the harassed taxpayer. Mesopotamia, it is 
said, possesses wealth enough to pay for the war six times 
over. By this time a strong smell of oil will have assailed the 
nostrils of the most innocent reader. The possession of oil 
is nine-tenths the law of survival. And as history repeats 
itself, the war of iron and steel will probably be followed by 
a war of oil. If further proof were needed, the spending of 
millions on the Singapore base should settle the argument. 
For a glance at the map will show that Singapore is 
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admirably placed to protect the oil wells of Malay and the 
Dutch East Indies. 
 
In the opinion of the strategists of Whitehall, the next war 
will be fought in the Pacific for the control of the world’s 
oil supplies. And it is worth noting that though the experts 
are generally wrong, in this case they are in a position to 
prove themselves right. If they will it, it will be so. They are 
fast making inevitable the war they profess to fear. But it 
takes two to make a quarrel, and at least two nations to 
make a war. Who then is the expected opponent? It is 
perhaps only natural that the Australian press has jumped 
to a conclusion which accords with their prejudices. Years 
of virulent propaganda have not been without effect. The 
obvious enemy in Australian eyes is Japan, and it is 
presumed that Singapore is intended as a protection for 
Australia against the teeming millions of little yellow men. 
 
It may be that the strategists of Downing-street are as blind 
to facts as the staff of the Sydney ‘Bulletin.’ It is more 
probable that the preparations are purely defensive and not 
directed against any particular opponent. However that may 
be it is possible to examine the facts and draw a fairly 
accurate conclusion.   First, then, let us examine the 
position of Japan. Is she either anxious or able to undertake 
an attack on Australia? To start with, her anxiety is at least 
open to doubt. She has, much nearer at hand and much 
more easily conquerable, territory at least as rich in essential 
raw materials as Australia. Moreover, if she can secure and 
control sources of raw material close at hand, there will be 
no necessity for her to export population. They can be 
supported at home by industrial expansion just as are the 
populations of Great Britain and Belgium.  
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Turning to a more vital question of her ability to challenge 
the might of Great Britain, it must surely be admitted that 
any such challenge from Japan would be a reckless gamble 
probably ending in national suicide. Japan has neither the 
financial nor the material resources to carry on a great war. 
For coal and iron, she is largely dependent on China, whose 
intense hatred only awaits an opportunity to burst into 
active revolt. 
 
By her acceptance of the Washington agreement Japan has 
placed herself in a position of permanent naval inferiority. 
Lastly, she must realise that an attack on Australia would 
almost certainly provoke retaliation by the United States. 
On the whole it is most unlikely that Japan will venture, at 
any rate for some time to come to challenge the dominance 
of Great Britain.  
 
A study of recent history should enable us to make a better 
guess at Britain’s probable antagonist in the Pacific. We 
know that war is simply the last phase of capitalist and 
imperialist competition. When two great powers meet, each 
in search of fresh markets and fresh sources of raw 
material, the sequel is inevitable. 
 
Thus, the commercial rivalry of Rome and Carthage led to 
the final destruction of the latter. In more recent times 
Great Britain has fought and defeated in turn Holland, 
France, and Germany. Today she stands without a rival in 
Europe. But across the Atlantic a great capitalist power has 
grown up. Already she is reaching out for new fields to 
conquer. The American Empire has entered the world 
arena, and sooner or later the two great capitalist and 
imperialist powers will find themselves face to face. Then 
will begin the struggle for world domination. 
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This struggle may be hastened or delayed by factors not 
foreseen, but unless co-operative principles supersede the 
competitive system of to-day the struggle is inevitable. The 
present British control of oil supplies outside of the rapidly 
failing American supplies seems likely to hasten the event. 
No Australian can view with complacency the possibility of 
such a struggle even if his own country were not directly 
involved. The exhaustion of the combatants would give to 
the third power of the Pacific an opportunity which does 
not exist while Britain and America are still at the height of 
their power. On the other hand, the probable participation 
of Australia in such a struggle cannot be envisaged without 
dread and shrinking. 
 
Is there then no alternative? Must Australia remain a 
helpless pawn in this grim and fearful game? We believe 
that the struggle can be delayed and may possibly be 
delayed long enough for new ideas of international relations 
to prevail. We believe, too, that Australia, as the weakest of 
the Pacific nations and the one most likely to feel the direct 
effects of such a struggle, has an opportunity such as may 
never occur again. 
 
A policy of complete naval disarmament would certainly 
postpone the struggle. At present the powers are by their 
preparedness policy, drifting rapidly into war. But take away 
the temptation by removing the weapons, and peaceful 
counsels may prevail. The technical difficulties and the risks 
are considerable, but not insuperable, while the dangers of 
the present policy are far greater. But can Australia exert 
sufficient influence on imperial and world policy to secure a 
genuine disarmament conference for the Pacific? We 
believe she can. At the moment public opinion in America 
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is overwhelmingly pacific. It needs only a stimulus to 
arouse a campaign which would force the US Government 
to take action. The same is true of the masses of Great 
Britain. Moreover, for the first time in her history Australia 
has a very definite pull in the councils of Downing-Street. 
Great Britain needs her active support and co-operation 
and cannot afford to offend her. Once Britain and America 
showed themselves in earnest over disarmament, Japan 
would not dare to stand out. 
 
Here, then is Australia’s opportunity and above all the 
opportunity of Australian Labor. Labor must hurry on the 
Pan-Pacific Labour Congress endorsed by the Trades 
Union Congress 
Westralian Worker 
June 1 1923 
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4. A Gospel Fraught With Evil 
 

For some weeks past Professor Murdoch of the Perth 
University has been writing a weekly column for the ‘West 
Australian’ upon ‘Life and Letters.’ The articles on the 
whole have been entertaining, instructive, and interesting. 
An exception, however, must be made to the one published 
last Saturday. The article reeked with the gospel of hate. 
Hate the Germans: ‘the murderer nation,’ ‘Germany knows 
how to whine,’ ‘France calls her bluff,’ ‘German’s 
homicidal-mania,’ ‘the Germans are a militarist people.’ 
 
Each line of the professor’s article was poisoned with a fear 
that the world might forget, and that the wounds of 1914-
18 might heal too quickly. Germany must not be forgiven is 
his plea. Why should not Germany be forgiven? An ex-
Premier of Italy, Francesco Nitti, says: - 
 
‘The European war was made inevitable sooner or later by 
the lack of unity between the three empires of Russia, 
Germany, and Austria-Hungary, all three of which were in 
the power of a few irresponsible individuals; by the conflict 
between Russia and Austria-Hungary for the hegemony of 
the Balkans; by the cynicism with which Russia exercised 
corruption and instigated revolts; by the state of French 
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opinion after 1870; by Italy’s rash adventure in Libya; and 
by Germany’s fatal error of aiming at the supremacy of the 
seas, a supremacy which England, quite rightly, could never 
tolerate because, as she was an island state, it threatened 
her very existence. To attribute all the responsibility to 
Germany is a gross breach of good faith and a violation of 
the truth.’ 
 
‘A few irresponsible individuals’ dragged Germany and 
Austria-Hungary into the war. And what has been the cost 
to those nations:  Men killed, 2,000,000; wounded, 
4,000,000; navy destroyed, colonies confiscated, 
transferable wealth removed, shipping seized, credit system 
smashed, foreign commercial organisation extinguished.  
While the Versailles surgeons were at work, they saw to it 
that 15 per cent of Germany’s most fertile agricultural lands 
were taken from her, great numbers of milking cows and 
other livestock, four-fifths of her iron ore, and four-fifths 
of her zinc. Also, since Versailles, Germany has been 
deprived of the coalfields of the Saar and the Ruhr. 
 
Having vivisected Germany and Austria, can further 
reparations be expected? Mutilated and tortured as 
Germany is, Prof Murdoch has the bile to sneer at ‘the 
whining of Germany.’ Excruciating torment is now being 
suffered by over 60 million people because of the sins of ‘a 
few irresponsibles.’ The ‘irresponsibles’ have been cast out, 
but though blood comes from the eyes of millions of 
German workers, their wives and their kiddies, professors 
in European countries still ask for another twist of the 
screw. ‘Individual German business men are today 
accumulating vast fortunes,’ says Prof Murdoch. 
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Of course, they are, just the same as Armenian Jews are 
making money out of the crucifixion of Armenia, just as 
British capitalists made vast fortunes (vide the ‘West 
Australian’) by shipping - through neutral countries - goods 
to Germany during 1914-18, just as Australian coal barons 
made money shipping coal to the German cruisers 
‘Scharnhorst’ and the ‘Gneisnau’ during 1914. 
 
How much more punishment does Professor Murdoch 
wish to see inflicted upon the inhabitants of Germany, and 
through them workers elsewhere? Will he set out in black 
and white what he thinks would be a fair thing? Should 
every man, woman and child be given the lash, or should 
the punishment be internal - an increase of the gnawing 
pang of hunger and the debility following upon insufficient 
nourishment. It’s a fair question, and an answer to it would 
be interesting. For how many more years should Germany 
suffer before she expiates the sin of endeavouring to 
compete with the Entente of 1904? 
 
If there is any worth at all in an old precept that had some 
slight vogue prior to 1914. ‘Do unto others as you would 
have them do unto you,’ a peep into the past is of interest 
at this stage, for if the Hun is entirely outside the pale of 
civilisation and forgiveness, then for the sake of British 
pride let it not be said that in victory the British are more 
arrogant and inhuman than the Hun. 
 
What did Germany do to France after Waterloo? 
 
‘Imperial France had invaded almost all the countries of 
Europe, had destroyed all national Governments, expelled 
ancient dynasties, and caused the deaths of millions. She 
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had raised Napoleon’s relatives and confidants to the 
dignity of kings and princes. She had ruined the finances of 
almost every country. She had forced them all into lengthy 
wars and had threatened the very existence of England. Yet 
the victors inflicted on her no greater penalty than the 
restoration of her pre-war boundaries, a moderate 
indemnity, and a brief military occupation. More important 
still, her good relations with the victorious countries were 
restored; her armaments were not limited. She quickly 
recovered her great position in international politics hand 
in hand with her enemies of yesterday.’ 
 
When Germany invaded France in 1870, she contented 
herself with two provinces and an indemnity that was paid 
within two or three years. She did not take France’s 
colonies, her fleet, or her transferable wealth. She did not 
destroy France’s trade, nor did she insist upon disarming 
France. She did not savagely attempt to extirpate France 
from Europe. Compare the treatment Germany gave with 
the treatment Germany received: 
 
‘Germany,’ says Nitti, ‘laid down her arms overcome more 
by famine than by military force at a time when the solemn 
pledges of the entente and the solemn declarations of 
Wilson promised a just peace and equal treatment for 
victors and vanquished.  
 
Afterwards, as a result of the treaties, Germany was 
dismembered, and tortured like no other country in 
modern history. Her territory has been usurped and allotted 
haphazard. Not one Alsace-Lorraine has been created, but 
four or five. Purely German territories, as to which no one 
had ever dared to dispute, have been allotted at the will of 
the conquerors to people who do not know how to govern 
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themselves and who have now to govern the most cultured 
races of Europe.  Germany has been deprived on every side 
of her very oldest German territories and absurd customs 
unions have been created. Some parts of Germany, torn off 
at random, are incorporated in the customs system of the 
victors. After all the transferable wealth, the colonies, and 
the merchant ships have been taken from Germany, as 
much of her raw materials as possible has also been taken - 
coal, iron, potassium, lead, zinc, etc. Contrary to all 
international rules, the private property of German citizens 
in the victorious countries has been sequestrated; the 
harbors, rivers, canals, and all the means of communication 
of Germany are under control. Germany is divided into 
two parts having no communication with each other. An 
army of occupation is established on the Rhine to 
guarantee the payment of an indemnity so fantastic and 
absurd that it will never be paid; and it costs Germany 
more than the whole German army and fleet before the 
war.’ 
 
But Germany must not be forgiven, says Professor 
Murdoch. She is ‘the murderer nation,’ she ‘whines’, she is 
‘militarist,’ no ‘change of heart’ has taken place. As for her 
militarism, here is an unpleasant fact for the Professor to 
digest: - 
 
On May 7 in the House of Commons the Under Secretary 
of State for War in reply to a question, said: ‘War material 
surrendered to the Inter-Allied Military Commission of 
Control up to April 12, 1923, indicates 4,560,861 small 
arms, 87,950 machine guns, 33,571 guns, and 11,616 trench 
mortars. Our military advisers are satisfied that the 
provisions of the treaty with regard to the surrender of 
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arms and munitions have been carried out to such an 
extent as to ensure that at the present time Germany is 
effectively disarmed.’ 
 
And as for her change of heart, is it to be wondered at if 
bitterness is now taking the place of the hope and trust in 
Wilson's Fourteen Points which filled the minds of 
Germans in 1918, a hope and trust that have been cynically 
and ruthlessly betrayed. ‘The right of the peoples to choose 
their own form of Government’, yet that right is denied 
German Austria to federate with Germany, the German 
population of the Southern Tyrol with Austria, the 
Bohemian Germans with Austria, the Transylvanian 
Magyars with Hungary, the Bulgarians of Macedonia of the 
Dobrudja and of Western Thrace with Bulgaria, the Serbs 
of the Serbian Banat with Yugo-Slavia, the Lithuanians and 
the Ukrainians for freedom from Polish dominion. A M 
Bose, writing in ‘Foreign Affairs’ (April, 1923) says: - 
 
‘I can bear personal witness to the great wave of 
democratic and pacifist impulse that was surging in the 
breast of the German people, and I maintain that at that 
great psychological period (1919) it would have been an 
easy task to have won the German nation for pacifism, for 
internationalism, and lasting peace. To the Germans the 
Fourteen Points of Wilson became like a Magna Charta of 
human liberty and international justice. 
 
They knew it by heart.  They carried it inscribed in letters 
of gold in their red banners that fluttered everywhere where 
there was a gathering of men. But that great period ... came 
and passed by ... Before the Englishman in his self-
righteousness throws scorn at the unreformable German 
mentality - that is turning again to thoughts of war and 
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revenge, and seems apparently to have learned nothing 
from the late war - I ask him in all seriousness: Would he 
not have reacted in the same way as the German is now 
doing, in case his country had been humiliated and 
trampled underfoot and treated as a helot nation as 
Germany has been treated by the Allies during the last 
three years.  Does it not follow as surely as night follows 
the day that such treatment as has been systematically 
meted out to Germany ever since she laid down her arms 
can lead to no other result but to force her ultimately to 
lose all faith in international justice and equity, and drive 
her into the arms of militarism again? And does it not 
speak volumes as to the hypocrisy and intellectual 
dishonesty on our part to feign surprise and consternation 
at the harvest that Allied diplomacy of the last three years is 
now reaping in Europe?’ 
 
Lloyd George confirms this by saying: - ‘The national spirit 
of Germany, which for four years I saw humbled and 
broken, has for the first time since the armistice been 
aroused by the French action.’  
 
“A change of heart,” indeed! Suppose a German Junker 
and a German Socialist-Pacifist present themselves to the 
aristocracy and bourgeoisie of England. Which one would 
be preferred if preference had to be made? Can the 
Professor guess? 
 
‘Change of heart’! Britain is spending more on armaments 
than she spent in 1914.  Any change of heart about that? 
During the war, England and Japan were allies; after the 
war they ceased to become allies, and Britain commenced 
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building a naval base at Singapore. How is that for change 
of heart? 
Let us have some more of this ‘change of heart’ can’t. It 
makes good reading. There was Russia. When Kerensky 
was thrown aside in 1917 and the Bolsheviks took charge, 
they talked Brotherhood and Fraternity. What happened to 
them?  Denekin, Koltchak and Wrangel were supplied with 
men and money by the Allies to try to destroy Russia and 
put to the sword the fools whose hearts were soft enough 
to talk peace on earth, goodwill toward all men. Nitti 
knows something about Russia, and he has this to say: - 
 
‘Russia, after many errors and Communistic follies, is 
returning toward a Capitalistic Government, but her hatred 
is growing more and more bitter toward those ... who took 
advantage of her fall -- the fall of a friendly people -to 
attempt to restore the most brutal absolutism by 
reactionary armies, and then attempted to impose a system 
of capitulations in order to obtain the monopoly of her 
raw-materials! In the future ... Bolshevism ...will have the 
glory of having defended the Russian people and of having 
renounced every offer of credit rather than forfeit or curtail 
Russian liberty in the face of the foreigner.’ 
 
Instead of soft-heartedness, Russia is now swinging to the 
other extreme. A recent visitor whose credentials are above 
reproach, Lieut-Comdr the Hon J M Kenworthy, RN, MP, 
says: - 
 
‘This new nationalism is, in my opinion, going too far. The 
Red Army is becoming the Russian Army; the Red Navy 
the Russian Navy. The New Imperialism, and even 
Chauvinism, is beginning to manifest itself especially in the 
younger men and women. Internationalism is becoming 
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once more unpopular; a rather exaggerated patriotism is 
beginning to raise its head.’ 
 
What has taken place in Russia has doubtless taken place in 
Germany also. ‘A change of heart’ was interpreted as 
weakness, and advantage was taken of it. It clearly does not 
pay any European nation to get a soft feeling round the 
heart nowadays. The soft-hearted nation not only loses its 
watch and chain, but political garroters are apt to cut it 
open and look for its kidney fat. 
 
Professor Murdoch says: -  
 
‘I did not dream that I would ever live to read in the 
leading columns of a Perth newspaper the announcement 
that if the Ruhr occupation should lead to war the British 
Empire would doubtless go into that war on the side of 
Germany and against France. But I did not live to read that, 
and to hear people all round me sympathising with poor, 
patient Germany, and crying out upon greedy and 
quarrelsome France. I say frankly that this kind of thing 
makes me sick.’ 
 
Perhaps there are in England a number of students of 
world affairs who are sicker than Professor Murdoch. At 
present England has only 35 squadrons of 12 aeroplanes 
each, the French have 140 squadrons of nine each, and by 
the end of 1925 expect to have 220 squadrons. 
 
‘There is no attempt,’ says the Manchester Weekly 
Guardian of June 29, 1923, ‘or necessity to conceal the fact 
that it is the great superiority of the French in aeroplane 
strength that has led to the increase in the British 
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programme - a melancholy indication of the post-war 
condition of Europe.’ 
 
France, it should be remembered, also has more 
submarines than England, and it was France at the 
Washington Disarmament Conference that would have 
nothing to do with proposals to restrict submarine building. 
While the menace of France stares England in the face, we 
have the British Under-Secretary of State for War stating 
that Germany has been ‘effectively disarmed.’ 
 
Professor Murdoch says ‘every nation is bound to protect 
itself against obvious and terrible dangers.’ Exactly, that is 
why England is speeding up her air defence force. “The 
French,” says the Professor, “are a peace-loving people.”  
And Mark Anthony said, ‘So are they all, all honourable 
men.’ Despite France’s ghastly war record for a thousand 
years, there is no room to doubt that the French prefer 
peace to war. The French are a sane people, and all sane 
people desire comfort and quiet to fire and sword. What 
drives nations to war is economic necessity - the cause of 
nearly all wars! A need for raw materials or for increased 
trade. It was this economic need that caused one of 
France’s clutching hands to fall on the Saar and the other 
to fall on the Ruhr. 
 
And sad to relate it is the same force that is daily widening 
the gap between England and France. Though a thousand 
professors preach the gospel of hating Germany and 
pitying France, it will be of no avail. Sentiment cannot stop 
an economic movement any more than a gramophone can 
stop a steam roller. 
England’s welfare depends on trade. The Ruhr occupation 
has paralysed Europe. England has over a million men out 
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of work, and it is costing 2,000,000 a week or more to feed 
them. England can’t afford to pay that awful sum of money 
each week in order to retain the friendship of a country that 
Professor Murdoch styles ‘our friend, our tried and trusty 
ally.’ 
 
It is vital to England that trade be restored quickly in 
Europe. France stands in the way of that consummation. 
France, not Germany, is keeping over a million Englishmen 
out of employment, is causing misery in every town in 
England, is converting great factories into sepulchres and is 
responsible for the migration to Canada and America of 
England’s best artisans. 
 
Although France has not fired a shot across the Channel, 
her economic policy is killing England. There was Austria. 
In 1914 a vast Empire, progressive and opulent. No army 
invaded it, yet what is Austria to-day? A cemetery. England 
sees the fate of Austria - killed by economic strangulation. 
An Empire in the dust, within a few years. England grows 
desperate. France instinctively realises the havoc she is 
causing, and what does our ‘tried and trusty ally’ do? Builds 
two thousand aeroplanes. 
 
Don't sympathise with Germany, it makes Professor 
Murdoch sick. Let your thoughts dwell rather on our 
‘trusty’ ally, it makes the Professor feel better. Don’t think 
about the starvation and misery being suffered by 
England's factory workers; that's what the Professor calls 
‘morbid sentimentalism’; think only of 1914-18 and ‘all that 
France (in the fateful years) meant for us and civilisation’. 
Lloyd George, in the House of Commons on February 19, 
pierced such humbug to the heart when he said: 
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‘Friendship with France does not mean that you must 
approve of every act of every French Ministry which puts 
in jeopardy the peace of the world.’ 
 
Professor Murdoch complains that vivisected and mangled 
Germany has not paid to France the fantastic indemnity 
decided upon at Versailles. To which Lloyd George replies: 
‘There was nothing in the reparations situation that 
demanded such a violent step as that which France has 
taken.’ 
 
Professor Murdoch ought to stick to review of novels and 
poems; he is obviously out of his element when he ventures 
in the realm of world politics. 
Westralian Worker 
August 24 1923 

 
 
All the burdens of the war in all the countries were levied 
on the masses, the wealthy factions – and never forget, war 
enriches as well as it impoverishes – were apparently 
determined to hold their gains at any cost, and irrespective 
of the national solvency, or insolvency, and therefore 
manoeuvred a so-called peace, which, whatever its 
justification as a means of punishment for Germany, 
became a source of aggravated misery for millions 
embracing every race, and engulfing victor and vanquished 
in what threatened to become common ruin. 
 
John Curtin, Interviewed in the Westralian Worker 1924 
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5. Imperialism And Neutrality Will Not Mix 
 

Referring to the South African debate and to General JB 
Hertzog’s insistence that the Imperial Conference 
pronouncement concerning Dominion autonomy involved 
the right of neutrality in the event of Britain being at war, 
the Dominions Office does not deny the contention, but 
draws attention to the contingent possibility of an enemy 
disregarding neutrality in such circumstances. Other 
authorities recall the late Sir Wilfred Laurier’s famous 
declaration, ‘When Britain is at war, Canada is at war.’  - 
cable. 
 
Thus, the question as to what our ‘Dominion status’ 
amounts to depends, in the last resort, on the attitude of an 
enemy belligerent. This view, which is now avowed by the 
Dominions Office and by certain ‘other authorities,’ is 
exactly what we said on the subject at the same time that 
Prime Minister Bruce was so busily and long-windedly 
‘explaining’ the subject after his return from the Imperial 
Conference. Just why the said authorities did not spring 
this view on Bruce at that time, and why they choose to 
spring it on Hertzog now is not clear, but it is likely enough 
to be connected with the fact that Bruce is a sort of white-
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haired boy in Imperialist circles, while Hertzog is somewhat 
suspect. 
 
At all events, the incident shows conclusively that all the 
Conference discussions and determinations and all Bruce’s 
speeches on the subject, here and elsewhere, have meant 
nothing. The position is exactly as it was before Bruce was 
heard of, and is clear enough, despite the maze of 
Imperialist subtlety in which it has been involved. So long 
as we are part of the British Empire, we are at war when 
Britain is at war. A mere assertion that we are neutral will 
have no effect on an enemy who sees some military or 
other advantage in attacking us. 
 
To secure such immunity it would be necessary to go 
further and declare our independence. It may be argued 
that even such a declaration might not give us immunity, 
but our position would be just the same as that of the rest 
of the small Powers - all run a certain risk in a world like 
this. The real point is that without a declaration of 
independence our assertion of neutrality would carry no 
weight whatever with a foe who could reach us. In short 
Imperialism and neutrality do not mix. 
 
But we may be sure that the Imperialists do not intend to 
permit the neutrality question to arise in this manner if they 
can help it. The model Imperialist, General Smuts, Leader 
of the Opposition in the South African Parliament, told the 
House in the course of the debate, that ‘when the testing 
time came public opinion would move with an instinctive 
and irresistible force.’ That is to say it is expected that when 
Britain again becomes involved in war, no matter what the 
reason, public opinion in the ‘Dominions’ is to be 
stampeded in the usual fashion. As to the means of 
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accomplishing this, there are many ways of working on the 
minds of the younger generation with either a very dim 
recollection of the late war or none at all. 
 
One, which is all too popular at present, is indicated in the 
cables of the same date as General Smuts' pronouncement. 
In the House of Commons, a Labor member, Lieut-
Commander Kenworthy ‘protested against the Admiralty 
assisting in the making of so-called war films, such as ‘The 
battle of Cornel.’ This play-acting and tomfoolery were a 
prostitution of the King’s uniform for the purpose of 
making propaganda films. So, if by devious means of this 
sort the public mind is prepared beforehand, it is expected 
that it will enter the future maelstrom which is being 
prepared for it ‘with an instinctive and irresistible force,’ 
and neither raise inconvenient neutrality questions nor 
discuss our ‘status’ at an unsuitable time. 
 
To summarise the whole matter: If we desire the Empire to 
continue to exist there are two alternatives: Either we 
follow Britain into all the wars, big and small, in which the 
aggressive policy, or want of policy, of its Tory rulers 
involve them, or we give an unmistakable hint that we have 
got to know beforehand where that policy is taking us, and 
why, even if this course involves the removal of Sir Austen 
Chamberlain from the Foreign Office and of Mr Baldwin 
from the Premiership. 
Westralian Worker 
March 23 1928 
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6. Not An Occasion For International 
Complications 

 
Prime Minister Bruce has apparently broken out in a fresh 
place.  Speaking at Drummoyne, NSW, he asserted that ‘the 
Labor Party had abandoned the White Australia policy... 
That was shown by the visit of an Australian trade union 
delegate to the Near East recently. Endeavours were even 
made to hold a conference in Sydney, to which delegates 
would be invited without regard to colour. He could say 
frankly that he was not going to allow that conference to be 
held in Sydney.’ 
 
No doubt the conference which all this fuss is about is the 
Pan-Pacific Labour Congress, which met at Shanghai 
recently. But in that case either Bruce or the ‘West’ is very 
much mixed in the geography of the affair. In Britain they 
call China, Japan and thereabouts the ‘Far East’. We in this 
country might reasonably refer to it as ‘the North’, but 
nowhere is it known as the ‘Near East’. That designation is 
reserved for the Balkans and the Eastern end of the 
Mediterranean generally. But let it pass. 
 
The meeting held at Shanghai has had a good deal of 
criticism aimed at it already because an Australian delegate 
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sat in conference with Chinese, Japanese and Filipinos. The 
Australian was not the only white man present, and even if 
he had been, it is not easy to see what that has got to do 
with ‘throwing the White Australia policy into the 
wastepaper basket,’ as Bruce accused the Labor Party of 
doing in another part of his speech. 
 
These people and several more coloured, or partly 
coloured, nations live in the Pacific, or round its edges, and 
it is not clear why they should be excluded from a Pan-
Pacific Congress. If Bruce imagines that adherence to the 
White Australia ideal necessitates us being contemptuous 
of or at enmity with our coloured neighbours, then he is so 
much in the wrong as to constitute a national danger of the 
first magnitude. 
 
It cannot be too emphatically affirmed that this is not the 
way to maintain the white ideal, but that while we rigidly 
uphold our own right to decide who shall or shall not enter 
and settle in this country we also recognise the rights of the 
Asiatic nations in their own lands and wish to be friendly 
with them and are willing to meet and discuss with them 
questions of mutual interest.   
 
If we are honest and consistent in the matter there is no 
visible reason why we should not be able to carry out our 
policy in peace. If we are truculent, and follow the Brucian 
methods, then sooner or later we will strike trouble -and 
the numbers anyhow are badly against us. We do not 
exclude them because they are necessarily inferior, but 
merely because, owing to the unlikeness of the conditions 
we and they have lived under for so many generations, they 
are different. It is true that the civilisation of to-day, or at 
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least the superstructure thereof, is mainly European. But 
civilisation is an unstable and alternating phenomenon and 
there have been times when the Asiatic has been further 
advanced than his Western brother. In any case modern 
communications are so swift and so easy that we must 
cultivate international co-operation in every way we can or 
the increased contact will only lead to increased friction, 
with consequences disastrous to everybody concerned. 
Westralian Worker 
June 22 1928 

 
 
Curtin And Billy Hughes: 
 
Billy Hughes sent for John Curtin during the Conscription 
Referenda but it is not known what passed between them 
except for one exchange: 
 
Hughes: ‘You don’t like me, do you? I know you don’t (I 
have been reading some of your articles. Why do you attack 
me so bitterly?’ 
 
Curtin: ‘You are trying to smash the Labor Party.’ 
 
Hughes said: ‘I couldn’t do that no one can smash the 
Labor Party. I couldn’t. You couldn’t. Not even some of 
the people in it now.’ 
 
Curtin always admired Billy Hughes. Billy was a fighter who 
stood by his principles.  
 
In 1945, Hughes warned Curtin, then the PM. Hughes said: 
‘Don’t try to come back because you feel better. What do 
you know about it? Take things easy – there’s a long way to 
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go yet. The end of the war is receding rather than coming 
nearer. Things are going smoothly. Don’t worry for as I say 
you have nothing to worry about. Take life calmly – the 
rest will add years to your life. When all is said and done 
epitaphs, even the most glorious and tombstones the most 
imposing are poor substitutes for life. Living you may do 
much to guide Australia safely into harbour – dead you’ll 
just add one more of the statues that flank the King’s Hall. 
Rest and resting, relax and repose. Laugh for as I have said, 
this is a luxury you can well afford.’ 
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7. Labor’s Peace Gathering 
 

Thirty-three million people had been stricken down by 
death, casualties and disease by the last war, and it was 
impossible to compute the biological losses alone, of such a 
catastrophe. The last war had been a clash between white 
people, some of whom had called in coloured races to help 
them. The Nordic races are responsible for all that is best 
in Literature, Art and Science. A clash between these races 
(which had produced civilisation) was described as Civil 
War; it was suggested that the world could not afford to 
indulge in the wholesale destruction of these types of men, 
if we valued Civilisation and did not desire to be ‘an echo 
down the ages,’ as other Civilisations had been. The greed 
for profits makes aggression, and aggression makes wars. 
We should denounce poisoned gases in warfare, and 
advocate a world economy which would secure to all a full 
and beneficent life which would make profit-making 
impossible. 
Westralian Worker  
November 20 1931 

 
My aim is to revive the spirit and unity of the Labor 
movement, to renew and to vitalize its sobriety and 
common sense so that it may once again serve the needs of 
Australia in an era in which the portents of evil are grave 
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and numerous. Australia is face to face with a grave 
international instability, a disordered economic situation, 
and conflict between the Commonwealth and States in 
regard to Constitutional powers and functions. There is the 
absence of opportunity and training for employment of 
youth, and vast numbers of our population are on part time 
or the dole. Secondary industries are menaced by 
decadence in world standards and primary producers are 
harassed by depression debts, accumulated inside burdens 
and market derangements. Yet above all, we must have 
preparedness against foreign aggression.” 
Speech after elected Labor leader, 1935 
 
 
As I interpret the desire of the Australian labour movement 
it is that no Australians shall be embroiled in war other 
than in the defence of Australia against a foreign aggressor. 
We cannot expect nations to refrain from attacking us in 
Australia if at the same time we become collaborators in 
attacks waged by European powers. The present position is 
that Australia is invited to become an associate, not with 
the world at large, but only a part of the rest of the world, 
in economic and financial acts of aggression against Italy. 
How far they can be effective without ultimate recourse to 
war is a matter only for time to determine, but there is, a 
apart from the question of these measures leading to war, 
the highest constitutional authority for declaring that in 
themselves they involve war.”  
John Curtin, letter to the Sydney Morning Herald, 22 October 1935 

 
The Labor Party declares that war is not a remedy for the 
disease of war. Australia, having regard to the need for its 
own safety, cannot become an arbitrator of causes beyond 
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its competence to resolve. Australia’s contribution to the 
progress of civilisation should be a reaffirmation of its 
refusal to regard war in any event as a remedy for 
international disputes. My party and I will oppose this 
measure because it will embroil Australia in European 
disturbances and conflicts and makes a party to whatever 
war may rage in Europe, irrespective of its origin. We 
should not be dragged willy-nilly into every European 
dispute. We should be the sovereign judges of what we 
should and should not do.  
 
The dependence on Australia on the competence, let alone 
the readiness, of British statesmen to send forces to our aid 
is dangerous a hazard upon which to found Australian 
defence policy. 
 
He concluded: 1. A really effective central system of 
imperial defence with the Royal Australian Navy as a unit 
thereof does not meet requirements for Australia’s safety. 
Local defence must supplement it. 2. Australia must have a 
greater degree of self-containment and self-reliance in 
defence than it has obtained hitherto. 3. The principal 
means available to us for attaining greater local security are 
land and air forces. 4. Our land forces should be organized, 
equipped and trained on such a basis as will enable them, if 
necessary, to expand quickly into a field force that will 
compel an enemy to use its maximum available shipping 
when it would be inferior to our force before a second 
convoy of reinforcements arrived. 5. Our air force should 
be developed on the basis of the tasks required to be 
performed in reconnaissance and as a striking force, and 
later in direct conjunction with land forces. 6. the 
Development of our capacity to produce munitions locally, 
both by the munitions factories and elsewhere, is an 
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essential element in the attainment of self-reliance, the true 
basis of Australian defence should be the development of 
our industrial capacity to supply every requirement of our 
forces. 
Commonwealth Parliamentary Debates Vol 152, p 1554 
 
Not only is the road to peace beset by political banditry and 
the foes of economic progress, but also, by resisting 
reforms, the reactionaries become the foster parents of 
internal revolution and world war. Denying their people, 
the hopes of a better life and improved social conditions, 
they induce abroad confusion, distrust and the fear of war. 
That is my challenge to those in Australia who would like 
things to remain as they are because they are deemed to be 
safe. I think that the wiser conception animating 
statesmanship in this parliament is that we should move 
steadily forward, and that, as between the interests of 
progress and the conservation of vested interests, we 
should not hesitate to say that in any section of the 
community which finds the present orientation of things 
most lucrative should not be permitted to achieve their 
purpose at the expense of the well-being of the 
Commonwealth as a whole. Hence all governments are 
faced with the facts that emerge from the failure of 
civilisation, particularly since the great war to redeem the 
general expectation that, in making the world safe for 
democracy, a new era would open to the common people. 
This country faces problems of very great importance. We 
have most certainly to consider the peace and the safety of 
Australia, as well as the relevant matter of the economic 
wellbeing of the people as a whole. The High 
Commissioner for Australia, Mr. Bruce, speaking quite 
recently at the assembly of the League Of Nations, said that 
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economic questions were at the root of the whole of the 
malaise of the world. He went on to refer to the abundant 
production of the world as well as the poverty that exists 
even in the richest countries, and said that unless the causes 
of unrest were removed there would be social upheaval, 
and appalling disaster which would destroy civilisation. 
 
Australia must proceed to put into preparation such steps 
as we consider proper in order to prepare ourselves for a 
tapering down of the national income and for the probable 
impact of the reduced expenditure upon rearmament in the 
world, at least for a period – for how long or how short a 
time I cannot say. However, public works should be made 
available in the event of unemployment rising in the next 
two or three years.”  
Commonwealth Parliamentary Debates Vol 155 p. 54 
 
“Our view, based upon an acute realization of all that has 
happened to Australia in the last twenty-five years, is that 
the wise policy for this Dominion is that it should not be 
embroiled in the disputes of Europe. I have said before and 
I say now that we have not the power to solve or appease 
them, and we should not risk the lives of our own people in 
an endeavour to achieve what appears to be doubtfully 
possible. The wars of Europe are a quagmire in which we 
should not allow our resources, our strength, our vitality to 
be sunk almost, it may be, to the point of complete 
disappearance. Our first duty is to Australia.”  
Commonwealth Parliamentary Debates Vol. 157, pp 236 - 238 
 
I am shocked and dismayed that at this stage in our 
civilisation recourse to force has been made by the Nazi 
government of Germany. To dwell on what the future 
holds is only to provide food for conjecture. Our 
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immediate task is that of implementing, by the proper 
democratic machinery of parliament, those measures 
necessary for the national welfare.” 
John Curtin, quoted Sydney Morning Herald December 6 1939 

 
 
The following resolution was made by the Executive of the 
ALP and endorsed unanimously by caucus: 
 
The Australian Labor Party affirms its traditional horror of 
war and its belief that international disputes should be 
settled by arbitration. It deplores the fact that force instead 
of negotiation and discussion has plunged the peoples into 
war. It believes that resistance to force and armed 
aggression is inevitable. If attacks on free and independent 
peoples are to be averted. In this crisis, facing the reality of 
war, the Labor Party stands for its platform. That platform 
is clear, we4 stand for the maintenance of Australian as an 
integral part of the British Commonwealth of Nations. 
Therefore, the party will do all that is possible to safeguard 
Australia, and, at the same time having regard to its 
platform, will do its utmost to maintain the integrity of the 
British Commonwealth. As to the conduct of Australian 
affairs during this unhappy period, the Australian Labor 
party will preserve its separate entity. It will give support to 
measures having for their object the welfare and safety of 
the Australian People and the British Commonwealth of 
Nations. We take the view that these measures should 
include the include the immediate control by the 
Commonwealth government of all essential raw materials, 
and the redemption by the government of the factories 
associated with the production of munitions and war 
equipment. There must be a rigid control of commodity 
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prices and house rents, so that war profiteering will become 
impossible. Interest rates must be kept within bounds and 
the monetary system readjusted so that the national debt be 
kept as low as possible. The democratic rights of the people 
must be safe guarded to the maximum. The very minimum 
of interference with the civic liberties of the people should 
be the objective of the government in carrying through its 
measures for national security. To ensure this be done, it is 
essential that the Parliament of the Commonwealth 
remains in Session. 
 
The Labor Party’s ‘traditional opposition’ to conscription 
for service. The other was the question of sending 
Australian troops and consequently war supplies to 
Europe. He went on to say that Australian resources 
should be kept in Australia. “Our immense area and 
tremendous coastline automatically limit our resources to 
such an extent that the maximum of our manpower 
constitutes the minimum required for our own safety.” He 
went on to say: “In fighting for freedom our own liberties 
must be nonetheless preserved.” 
 
He wanted measures to protect Australia from war 
profiteering: ‘We must remove the profit from defence, not 
less than from war’. 
John Curtin, on ABC radio, September 10 1939 

 
 
The paramount thing in this war is that, however the war 
ends, its termination must see in Australia a united, well 
organized, clear-thinking labour movement, so that the 
trophies of victory won’t just be for non-workers. War 
might smash this party again – conscription would tear us 
apart as before – we may get our political opportunity and 
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wedges will be driven in our ranks by every militant, every 
militarist, every politician, every opportunist. We – 
Australia – you – the party – me – the movement – we’re 
all threatened. There’s a shadow over the world – 
civilisation is tearing itself to pieces and nothing we can do 
will aid survival – our movement will crumble – just as we 
are building the party again. So, we must give all we can to 
the immediate fight for government, in political victory 
may come a last desperate chance.” 
Sydney University, November 30 1939 
 
 
The government of all the people, for all the people, should 
intern the enemies of the people, confiscate the food they 
hold, and generally treat them as foes more unscrupulous 
than any to be met at Ypres or Suez. Landholders who do 
not use the land as it should be used, should be calmly 
dispossessed. Every assault on the Commonwealth must be 
repelled and whether it comes in the form of sword and 
bayonet or famine and destitution, the obligation of the 
government is to meet the emergency. 
 
We have, it is true, to fight for our liberties – the full right 
to think and to speak – on the foreign fields of battle. But 
there is also need to fight for them nearer home. And, 
indeed, unless our liberties are respected and secured right 
here in Australia, there is grave danger that they may be lost 
forever both here and abroad. 
 
War is not a reason for handing the nation over to the 
capitalists. They are not more patriotic or capable than we 
are ourselves. To accept the thesis that Labour cannot 
govern in wartime is to abandon every claim that Labour 
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has to rule. Just as we are the party of progress before the 
war, so we are the party of security during the war. 
 
The Empire is sufficiently cohesive as things are to meet all 
the requirements of the public good. Any innovation in the 
shape of a super imperial legislature called by whatever 
name its protagonists regard as most alluring, cannot but 
function as an over-riding authority whose interferences 
with popular self-government anywhere must inevitably 
disintegrate what is at present an unwritten alliance of 
potentially free commonwealths.  
 
Australia isn’t Australia anymore since the war. It is merely 
is a pup of Great Britain. Once we had dreams of a 
nationality of our own, of developing our customs and 
institutions, of individualising ourselves with harmony with 
true ideas of progress, of battling our own way onward and 
discovering what destiny had in store for us. Our artists, 
literati and public men were beginning to be comparable 
with all that the older civilisations could boast of, not, we 
admit, in he finished product, but in what was what was 
being shadowed forth, in the promise of the future if not in 
the present. We were developing a patriotism of a natural 
and rational kind. We loved Australia for many reasons. It 
was our homeland. To the true Australian, there was ever – 
and still is – the glamour of mystery and attraction covering 
our great plains, our hills and our gullies cloved with the 
noble eucalyptus, our wide stretched deserts barren 
vegetation, but often rich in useful minerals, and the long 
wash of the Australian seas – these all woke echoes of an 
affection which is the genesis of true patriotism. 
 
The very atmosphere now reeks with talk of ‘mandates’, of 
imperial conferences, of our perpetual dependence on 
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Britain, of vast schemes for defence, of armies and navies 
of constant flitting of Australian politicians to London, 
London has become the capital of Australia, imperial 
federation is in the air. Nothing important can be done 
without reference to Britain – why? Not because of a quite 
natural and justifiable friendship with England, but rather 
because of the stranglehold that Britain has on Australia 
from the political and economic standpoint. 
 
To whom does this Empire we hear so much about 
belong? Certainly, it does not belong to Australia. The 
simple fact is that we ourselves are a debtor nation. A payer 
not a receiver of tribute. It can hardly be said even to 
belong to the inhabitants of Britain itself, for almost all of 
them have no larger share in the Empire than had the 
Romans of the time of Tiberius Gracchus, who were called 
‘masters of the world’ while they had not a foot of ground 
in their possession. 
 
In time of peace, the status question amounts to nothing. 
In times of war comes it estimate’ If we are free to decide, 
as the Imperial Conference affirms, then we will be free to 
remain neutral if so disposed, in case of Britain engaging in 
war. But if Britain’s enemy saw the slightest military 
advantage in ignoring our neutrality he would do so. We 
should have then to choose between abandoning our 
neutrality or of declaring our complete independence in 
order to preserve it. Either step proves equality within the 
Empire to be a myth.  
 
The mixture of flattery as represented by assurances about 
our ‘independent dominion status’, and of humiliation, by 
reminders that our country is a mere province of a distant 
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empire, grows more irritating, more especially when we see 
that behind it all is an imperialist determination that we 
shall be irrevocably committed in advance when the 
Empire sees fit to stage, the next war. 
 
Australia is different and distinctive in character from 
countries of the Old World, and we should occupy a 
distinctive place in the conflicts of the world. My party and 
I will oppose this measure because it will embroil Australia 
in European disturbances and conflicts and makes us a 
party to whatever war may rage in Europe irrespective of 
its origin. We should not be dragged willy-nilly into every 
European dispute. We should be the sovereign judges of 
what we should and should not do. 
 
Although we are a party which adheres of the pursuit of 
high ideals, we claim to be realists. We face facts, and we 
make no apology for facing them from the viewpoint of the 
safety and security of this nation, having primary regard to 
the welfare and happiness of our own people. This is the 
simplicity of common sense. The wars of Europe are a 
quagmire, in which we should not allow our resources, our 
strength, our vitality, to be sunk almost, as it may be, to the 
point of complete disappearance. 
 
It is imperative for Australia to maintain the supply of 
munitions for our fighting forces. I can now but emphasize 
that an hour lost in a dispute is a gain only for the enemies 
of our country. “ 
John Curtin, quoted in, Lloyd Ross, John Curtin: A Biography, p 
232 
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End of Book Two 

 


