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On 17 August 1917 Australian Primc N'Iinister William Nlorris Hughes \vrote t() his British c()untcrPert Da\id
Llovcl (ieorgc:

As I ltaue ta/d_you Q), ,rl,1r, the Irish qrru.rlion is at the baltan oJ al/ aur dif/i.cttltie.r in Amhzlia. T/Le1-the Iith ltatte caplttred

tlLe pa/itical rtachinerl, oJ the Labor organi:ationt a.r.ri.rted by l,ndimlists and l.V.lf/. peofle. 'l'lte Charch i.r .ratret/y rpain.rt

rerruiting. lt infuenn kilhd mn.rcnption.

One of their arcl:thisltop.r-).,tannix i.r a .\linn f'einer-And I dru tryingto nake np ny rtind n,helherI .rhaald praset'fte hin.fitr
.ttdlerleilts /tindering reruiting or defiorl /tin.
A.r I r-ite ue htte a sredt strike .;/11y,/y an-fo/ding itre lf . . . The l.l{/.Va. and the lish dre nainly re.rpon.ribh.f'ar the troah/e. ln t
.ren.re it i.r po/itica/ rutlter tltan indu.rtial. The./bct i.s yts il.,l?ed the foar aitb thert iin the ehctionsi an l|a1' 5't' and t/tey ./r( ililr
tuins, to lake the reirts af' Gout otrl ttf' atr hand.r.I

The strikc to u,,hich Hughes referred u,as the New South \I'ales general strike of 1.977, u,hich became a

fedcral concern u'hen it sptead to rvharf laboutcrs in Nfelbourne, while the Industrial \\trrliers of the \{bilcl
(tW\t) u,as a rcr.olutionarr,u,rtrking-class movemcnt that originated in thc Lhited States in 1905 ancl came
to Ausrralia in 1907. It rosc to promincnce during \\brld \{'ar I, u,,hen its members rvcte accused of acts of
sabotage, including arst>n, aimecl at sub\rerting the wat efftrrt.:

Hughes made his concerns public cluring the 1917 conscription rcferenclum campaign u'hcn, in e mani-
festo to Ausrralian solcliers sen-ing abroad, he u.,arned: 'Behind Dr Nlannix are atraYed thc Independent [sic]
\nbrkers of the \\brld and the reckless extremists responsible for the recent strike, the pacifists and thc prrr
Germans ... Behind the NO campaign are all the Sinn F6in, I.\\i\Xi, and anti British influences in our miclst.'r
A ferv months eadier hc hacl cabled l{eith NIurdoch, his conficlant in London, that'the bulk of lrish people lcd
bt,Archbishop Nlannix ... are attacking me lvith 2 venomous personal campaign'.4

V'hat are u.e to make of these extraorclinary claims? Accotding to F{ughes' biographer LF Fitzharclinge,
Hughes' 'picturc of the lgcneral] strikc bore little relation to tcalitr, it u,-as indeed pute fantas1,. But it {ltted
Hughes' increasinglr, distorted r.ision of events in AustraLia'.: Gil,en that patanoids too cafl have enemies,
v-as Hughes nevcrtheless justified in making these allegations? Vetitv Burgmann's reseatch into tl're I\\'lX/ in
Australia indicates that Hughes' claim of IWlv'responsibilitl. fot the general strike u,as u,icle of thc mark,6 but
what of the Irish ancl the Catholic Church: \rrere the Irish, as I'{ughes claimed, in league u,ith the IV'V' and led
b1. Archbishop Nlannix in some sort of sinister plot to take or.er the government of Australia? V/as the (-hurch
secretlv against rccruiting? Or rvas the prime ministcr seizing upon x convcnient scaPcgoet ftrr l'ris failure in
()ctober 1916 to persuade the Australian people to sLrpport conscriPtion-while at the same timc stitring up
anti-lrish and anti-Catholic prejudice for political gain in a domestic enr.ironment riven bv sectarianism?

The Irish question and Australia
Thcte is no doubt that during the First \{trdd V/at the Irish question r,vas a significant issue in Australia, t}rough
whether it u.as 'ar the bottom of all our difficulties' is questionable. ln a c()untry populated almost entirclv bv
people of British and Irish stock of faidr, rccent rrrigin, it is not surprising that fundamental issues in Anglrr
Irish relations should command iocal attention and influence locai conttoversies. This u.as particuladv so after
thc British government, under the I-iberal Primc Nlinister Herbert Asquith, introduced the thitcl Homc Rule
Bill into the \X/estminstcr Padiament in Aprii 1912.

In earlv 20'1' centutv Australia there was a str()ng correlation befi,veen religious afhLiation ancl the three main
nationel or ethnic groups that constituted lluropean socieh-: the }lnglish, the Irish and thc Scots. Competition
l:etween these groups reflected not onl1 theokrgical clifferences but also complex ethnic rivalries, particlrlarlv
those bctween ldsh Catholics on the one hand, ancl English Anglicans and Scots-lrish Presbrrterians on thc
other. These rivalries pre dated European settlement in Ar-rstral-ia but, reinforcecl b1, local events, thq' hacl be

come endemic in the political s1'stem.r
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When thc British goyernment announced its intention to €yant Irish Home Rulc, it was therefore not simpil,
divergent opinions on vexed constituti()nal issues that made the lrish question so dir.jsir,'e in Australia. The
I-Iome Rule dcbate quickl,v becamc enturined with u,ider scctarian issues, particularlr. the demand by Catholics
for state aid for their schools. At a meeting held at the Syclnq, Tou,-n Ha11 on 14 N{arch 1912 to pr()tcst ageinst
the British govcrnment's announcemcnt, a banner ()n the platform ptrclaimed, 'N'Iark thc men rvho support
bursaries to Roman Catholic schools.' William Robson N[LC, in his speech to the mccting, raised the subject
of the Br-rrsarl' Itndorvment Bil1, rccenth- introduced into the Nes, South \{hles Parliament. FIe claimed that
the state government was gir.ing in to the unreasonable dcmands of the Catholic Church rvhich rvas 'trving to
get hold of educational pou,ers'.*

The War and conscription
Sectarian tensions, rvhich had intensi{red cluring the Home Rule debate, subsided after the outbreak of the war
in August 1 91 4. Partlr, this was due to the shelling of the issue in the Unite d Kingdom r,vhen the Home RuLe
Bill u'as enacted in Septcmber 1914 but suspendcd for the duration of the rvar but also becausc Protestants
and Catholics in Australia \vere preperecl to set asicle their differences and support the war effort. Horvever, in
realitr., this displar. of national unit\, lvas a fragile fhgade.e

The Catholic Church joinecl with the Protestant Churchcs in supporting Australiat participation in the
r'var. Hrxvevet its commitment, unlike theirs, u.as fi()t basecl on theological and impcrial considerations of the
kind that chatacterised Prussianism 'as a threatening form of state reJigion ... inspircd br, a uniqu. sense of
mission trt impose its hegemonv b), force o\rer the lvorlcl'.r(' Rather, Australian Catholics had a pregmatic, er-en
utilitarian, r.iew of the international conflict, regarding thc u,'ar as unfrxtunate but necessan, in order to fore-
stall (lerman andJapanese expansion in the $,estern Pacific, u,'hile frrreseeing that increased tolerance ancl the
satisfaction of thcit grievances, especialll. state aid, might flou, from sharing in the bloocl sacrilice.rr

As a consequence, in lcss than turo \reafc Australia's s.,artime unitr, cracked under pressure from cvents that
occurred on the other siilc of thc rvr.,ri.l. When ncs,s of the outbreak of r.iolence in Dublin during llastet
u.eeli in 1916 began to reach Australia, Irish-Australan Catholics at first depkrred the rising as misguided ancl
a threat to the promisccl implementation of Home Rule. Howe\.er, follou,ing the execution of the leaders and
the imposition of martial lau,i Irish Catholics became critical of British rule in Ire1anc1, provoking a Protestant
backlash. Sectarianism, u,hich had lain dormant since the outbreak of u,,ar, flarecl up and intensified as criti-
cism of Britain was regarded by manv Protestants as disloval to the British Ctru,,n, alreac11, undcr threat from
r,,'ithout but norv also from u,ithin.r2 It u'as in this highlv-chargecl atmosphcre that the first conscription debate
occurted.

\I'hen in i\ugust 1916 Primc Nlinister Hughes teturned from a r,,isit to J-ondon, having been persuaded br,
the Arml Council of the necessitv ft,r incrcased Australian reinfrrrcements, hc rvas determinecl to introduce
conscription for or..erseas servicc-despite the clifhcultl. he knerv he faced in gaining the support of thc labour
movement.lr Bccause he did not havc the numbers in the Senate to pass the necessan. legislation, Hughes
deciclecl to take the issue to thc people in a plebiscite, hoping therebv 'to coerce the hostile Senate if the vote
turnecl out to be in far.our of conscription'.r'l

\['hether the anti-conscription sensrors s-oulc'l har.e backed down as the prime minister hoped will ner.er
bc knou'n, for the vote went egainst conscription. As rve have scen, the reas()lr Hughes ga\re to Lbr.d George
$'as the influencc of the CathoLic Church. But this claim is simplv u,,ithout founclation. There was nothing
in Church teaching that prohibited compulsorv military servicc and during the referendum campaign the
\ratican's representative in AustraLia, Archbishop Bonaventura Ccretti, issued a stetemcnt making it clear that
conscription was not an issue of faith or morals upon which the Church cor-rld clirect its members:
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with atherc,,tru ul/erl on ta clecitle. ... -l-/te qrre.rlion af' conscription rloe.r nal trffett tl'tt: Cl.ttrclt d-r,r (llLttrclt "'1'

Not surptisinglr,, thercfrrrc, Catholics hclcl differing personal viervs on the govcrnment's proposal, inclucl-

ing inclir.idual bishops, of u,hom onlr. ru-o exptessccl thcit r.ier.vs publiclr-. Archbishop Pattick Ch-rnc of Perth

.,"", r"p,rrt..1 in r1cs,spapers acr()ss Australia as sa\-ing,'\\Ihocver beljcves in thc tighteousncss ancl iusticc of
the u,,ar \r,,e are engagcci in or-rght not to hesitate to rote for compulsol' militan' sen'icc in r\ustralia',rt' $'hile

Archbishop Daniel Nlannix, coacljutor Atchbishop of Nlclbourne, spoke egainst conscription at nlo public

functjons. At thc time N,Iannix rvas little knrxvn or-rtsicle Vict()rix; ccttainlr' hc s".rs flot thc nationll figure he

*,-oulcl become cluring the 1917 cempaign. An-rong the Catho[c laifi. tl.rerc u-erc also c]iftcrcnces of opinion that

founcl their rvar. into the press, u,hile Catholic ne\vspxPcrs acloptecl cliverscnt f i3l'points'rl

Although thc Cathglic (,hurch's ofhcial silcncc u.,es in starl< c()ntrast to the almost monolithic suPP.rt of
conscripti,,,-r b1, leaclcrs of thc Prorestant churchesrs, Hugfics'claim-that the Catholic (-hurcl-r \\-21s secreth'

againstiecruiting ancl that its influcnce ki11ccl c.nscriprion-ceflnot bc sustainccl. In fect, shorth'rfter t1-re 1916

.I-pnig'r, he acLnourleclgccl as much s,hen he $rr()tc t() Consen:rtive Partl'leacler ,\ndrest Bonar Le*', 'Vl1-rat

^rr 
.,r-rnttl, alliancc this is benveen men u,ho har.e no relisittn [thc IWWI, u'ho opcnlr' scoif at anYthing that

savours of religion ancl the great Catholic Chlrrch. Of course it is not the Church AS SU(-iI but the Irish whtr

see in Englancl,s peril IrchnJ's opportunitr,'.r" Two u.ecks befrrre thc votc he repcatecl this allegetion against the

Australian Irish *rhcn he tolcl thc commander of the Australian lmperial Frorcc, (icnetel V/illiam Birchvood,
.Thc ovenvheiming majoritr. of the Irish votes in AustraLia u,hicir rcptesents nearh 25 pcr ccnt of the t()tal

votes has been sr,vung oycr b\.thc Sinn F-ciners ancl are going to r.ote No in otdcr to strikc 2 scYerc blorv lt
Great Britain.'r"

As a tesult oi his concerns, Hr-rgl-res maclc a nurnl)er ()f attcmpts to remove the Itish .lucsti()n rs tl ncg'l

tiye influencc in the campaign. ,\cc6rcling to PS Clearr', the prime ministct ptivatclv approachccl thc cclitor of
the Catholic pzss, Tighe Rvan, lvith a ptoposit:ion that 'he rvor-Lld use his influcnce to hlve the Homc Rulc Act

pur int() operation ar once, if the CarlLolir Przsr ccasecl its opposition to conscription.'rL Although Rr-an dicl not

u...p, the ofter, Hughes still madc the reprcsentations. ()n 12 Scptember he clraftecl a cablc to the Secrctar\-

of State for the Col6nies in r,vhich he arguccl thet the lrish quLestion u'as having lt vel'\' strong ancl disturbing

influence upon thc referenclum campaien. I{eith Nlurckrch fol1os'ec1 this up bv infc,tming Llovcl Cieorge:

.frort.yr.,n, to be putt/i.rhetl Ol]ll )- in At.rttzr/ia, cattcernitry tlte 3rzr.'il' of' tltt n'trr .titttrttion z)

After receiving from Nlurtloch l rcp()rr t.,f his approach, Flughes issuecl a statcmcnt claiming the Btitish

governmcnt intencle.l to abolish martial lalv in irelancl as a result of his represcntations'rr IIor'vever, this s'as in-

.or.".,, as Tighe R),an clemonstratccl by publishing in thc Cdtho/it' Pre.r.r t I Iousc of Commons ministctial stete

ment inclicati,rg th"t the Bdtish government's intention rvas cliffcrent to that cxprcssed in the prime minister's

statement.rr Thc transparencv of Flughes' manocuvrc in seeking to zttr2ct lrish-Australixns t() the 'Ycs' cemp

clicl n.t impress the pro-cons cription Frttttdn!.Jonrnal. Nttting that the statement hacl come at an 'er-rspiciouslv

suspicious moment', the paper argued that eve n it rr crc truc:

may.fatntr con:ntptian, lte ntotL/r/ h,trrl11, /ike to .rtte it atott b), aPPart/.tfiistit) ntetl.tad.t)'

Hughes, pr6-c.nscription colleague \\A Ilolman, the Ner'rr South \\hles premier, also maclc rcprcsentrtir rns

to the Btitish government about lrelancl. He jnstructecl his statck Ager-rt-(lcnerel in Lonckrn to trv t() persuacle



Faranoia and Prejudice: Bitl.y Hughes and the Irish Question 19 76'7922 
i

159

the British Cabine t that it u,ould assist in inducing the people of Australia to vote 'Yes' if the government \Yere

to encl martial lau,, and t() statc its cc,mmitmcnt to Home Rule. Holman had hoped b,v this means to woo the

CathoLic Archbishop of Sr.clne,v Nlichael l{ellv into publiclv slrPPorting a 'Yes' l'otc. Historian Llovd Robson
clescribecl how Acting Agent General Timothl Coghlan even ttied to convince John Reclmond, leader of the
Irish Parliamentar\,Part\., to send a message t() Austraiia supp()rting c()flscription. Redmoncl refused, saf ing
that he ancl his colleague s were busy opposing it fot Ireland. In anv er.ent, the British Cabinet was not prepared
to change its policv in relation to lreland. Robson concluded, 'Thus it wxs thnt the llritish Cabinet helpecl to
dcfeat the conscription proposals of \{lNI. Hughes.'26

In the end, the voters rejected consctiption br, a natrorv margin2r; thet, r,ould do sr again in December 1917,

but br. an increasccl margin.rs After the result of thc lirst plcbiscite was arlnor-lnced, it u'as not long before the
finger u,as being pointed at the Irish Catholic communitv ior being behincl its c'lefcat. It bccame the otthockrx
yi6w, among c()ntemporarjcs and many historians, that the Itastet Rising and Engiancl's resPonse tc, it u-es e

malor factor inllucncing lrish AustraLian voters trr opp()se conscription. Subsequent tesearch has cast doubt
on this vies,-.r! Although lrish Catholics sttongl,v opposed conscription, the research suggests that they u'erc in
fluencecl morc bv their s,orHng-class backgrcuncl than b1, s1.s1115 in Irelancl or their religious adhcrence. Sflhile
rvorking-class Irish Catholics tended to \rote ageinst conscription, manY u,ho had attained high social status

I,vere fervent suppoftefs. In 1917 , hourerrcr, the gor-ernmcnt's failure t() excmpt teaching brothers ancl seminar
ians became an issue that may har.e influenced some pto-conscription CathoLics to vote'No'.i0

In Patrick C)'Farrell's opinlon, events in Ireland clid not tcach Austra[an Catholics anvthing thev did not alreadv

linorv fr6m their knou4edge of Irish histon and their ol,n struggles over the Past fiftv veats. Rathcr, it servecl ttr
remind them 'that the dominant forces in Australlan sociefi, sought to exclude or clemean Catholics of Irish ori-
gin.'3r Naomi Turner, in hcr tg,o r,-olume histotv of Australian Catholicism, has r'vritten, 'Realisticalll', [Australian
Catholicsl looked at the Australian situation with its dircct effects on thcm, rather than that of thc Irish.'3r

Taking the reins of government-Mannix, Sinn F6in and the IWW
Tl-re perceivecl rolc of thc Irish Catholic r.ote in thc plebiscites $/as to become the occasion for somc of the

most vitrioLic atraclis ever madc on the AustraLian Catholic communihi Catholc essertivencss in public affaits
$rxs t() pro\.oke a Protestant backlash-the furr,of l,hich uras magnified bv the hr-rmiliatlon Hughe s and his prrr
conscripti()I1 supp()rters hac'l sufierecl as a result of the rejection of tl.re gor-ernment's proposals. Charges of dis-
lor.altv and plotting to overthrou,, the Fimpire edclecl a mote sinister climension to the customarl scctxrixn teunts.

After tl-rc first r..6tc, the Methodisl, in an artlclc headed The Roman Catholic Nlenace'lvarnecl its reaclers of 'the

personaL preclominance of Roman Catholics in the trades unions encl the political labor leag1res' and arlcled:

Epithets such as 'shirkers', 'Sinn Feiners', 'I\X/V/crs' and 'pro German'became comm()nplace. Allegations
began to circulate in othervrise responsible circlcs of an association between the Catholic Clhurch and the
IV1XI Rer.r WI \\,ennvorth Shielcls, thc Anglican Bishop-elect of Atmidalc, accused the Catholc boclt'of bcing
'clrav.n together into an er-.il pattnership r.vith the I\X/\[". ra

Although inclir.idual Catholics u,ere undoubtcclhr attractecl to the I\X,rXi t1're Church u,as fundamentailv op-
posecl to the revolutionarl organisation's philosophrr and methods. In an articlc entitlecl 'Ethics of the I\\Y'
publishecl in the CatlLolit Prusr shortlv after the plebiscite, PS Clean' set out the Church's objections to thc
I\{\\irs llor,vever, such arguments did not petsr-racle the bigots, rvho r'vete able ttt point to the fact that, accotd
ing to the .!i.zz ncrvspaper, am()flg members of the I\\N artested in late Septcmber 1916 rvas'Peter Larkin,
Roman Catholic'. Larkin v,as Irish, the btother of Jim l-atkin, thc Irish tracle union leader l'ho hacl led thc
\vorkers during the Dub[n ],ockout of 1913.16
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Thc grorving anti Catholic animus u,,as stirrecl up e\ren more in Januarv 1917, u'hen Archbishop Nlannix

clesctibecl the u,ar as .an orclinarr. traclc rvar', reportecl in some papers as 'a sorclid tracle war'.rt This and other

public uttctanccs by Nlannix, critical of the gor,ernment's r'var po1icr,, elevated him to nationxl status and

carnccl him the role of bogev man in the mincls of the gor.ernmentt suPPorters. In NIar'1917 he succeeded

Archbishop Thomas Carr as thc Archbishop of Nfelbourne, raising his pro{lle even more. He soon assumecl

the mantle of lcacler of the opposition, ansrvering calls for a greater war effott in support oi the Empire bv

pointing to Britain's bctta1.a1 of lrcland and arguing that the dufi'of Austr2lians \vas t() Australia first. FIe soon

t"."-" the acceptecl spoliesman of most lrish Australians, rvhile at the same time he bccamc a Lightning-rod

2lrtractinll much of the rising anti-(lathoLic ancl anti Irish bigotn.3s But Nlannix \\'as n()t the on1)' Irish CathoLic

to challenge the prime minister ancl the 'rvin the-war' partli

N,Ianr. (-atholics, outraged b), thc circulation throughout the countrv of anti Catholc pamphlets and car

r..ns in 191(r ancl 1917, blamecl Hughes. Catholic ne\\,spapers argueci that because these attacks on Catholics

nerc harn-iful to rectr-riting, regulations should be macle uncler the ltr7arPrecautitn: Rega/dtion-r to prosctibe the

offensir.e matcrial.r') Hughes, rvho rvas a proLific regulation maker, refusecl to clo so. Bishop John Carroll of
Lismore clenounced 'the r,ile anti CathoLic cartoons rvith u,hich Australia has bcen flooded' and allegecl that
.thc Prime Nfinister \vas responsiblc, inasmuch as hc had the power to put a stop to the viie insults offered trr

CethoLic citizcns.''r"

In aclclition, Queenslancl premierThomasJoseph Rrran, the (latho[c son of an il]iterate lrish farmlabourer
ancl an Irish mothct, .*"rg".1 after the 1916 vote as another leader of anti government opinion.al Jt $'as in his

state that Flughes suffcrecl the indignitr, of being sttuck bt an egg thtou'n bv an Irish AustraLian, llart Brosnan'

Tl-re inciclent occurrecl on 29 Novembct 1917 at \\hnvick. To make matters \rrorse, an Itish Austtalian police-

man, Sergeant I{cnnr-, refuscd to arrest the cgg thror,vet, according to Hughcs' account of the inciclent' As x
rcsult Hqql-res clreu, up a rcgulation to establish a Commonu,ealth poLice fcrrce. In a telegram to thc (ior'-etnor-

General, he explained: 'This rvill applv to Queensland u'herc prescnt position is one of latent tebel[on. Po]ice

is honc\,combed with Sinn Feiners and I.Vi\Xi ... There are to\vns in North Quecnslancl $.hete the Lau' ... is
opcnlv ignorccl and I.\\{\\i ancl Sinn F6in run the shou'i'42

Flughes' clifficulq.u,ith ldsh Austtalia seems to have struck a chotd l'ith L1ovc1 George, who on 25 April
1917 tolcl F-tanccs Stcvenson, his persrlnal secretery ancl mistress:

At etu.1 slrEe...the [ri-rh rlaestion is a .tanrb/in.g-bktck in lhe canrhct oJ tlte var. lt orgltt to haru heen.rett/ed /ast-1ear. ...It lLtts

tlone ntrcl:t httn, in Austmlia. Hryhe.r heggel nte /a.rtleurto xtt/e itJbrthe.rake oJ Ansfrd/ia, bttlJoiled lo dn -ro.'l-wite.rince

then he ltd-r refit nle //tesrtqt.t -rtl)litry/h./t it ir e'r'tential tltat /he rttalter be 'relt/ed'ai

()n 1Januarv 1917 Lkrycl (ieorge hacl to1c1 thc \Var Cabinet that ilughes rvould not be able to attend the

prop,rr".1 Imperial Vrat Conference in Lonclon 'as the lack of scttlement in lreland u'as causing ttouble in
Australia'.a'1 In fact, F{ughes had a number of domestic poiitical issues that madc travcl to l,ondon problem-

atic. Nloreover, he rvas scepticel as to u,,hether Australia v'oulc1 gain an1' benc{it from the conference-though
,ne itcm he *.antecl on th; agencla u.as Home Rule for Ireland, l.hich he atgued \rras en imperial issuc. LloYcl

George, r.vhile clcc[ni,-rg ,,, p.,, Home Rule on the agenda, urged him to go, saving it could be t]iscussed u'ith
the British cabinet before the conference.r5 He addecl the plea:

p,titie: is e.rsential. ... 'l'he be5t he/p-)t0t/ (:dn rentler is ther(bre to indrce the Australian lish to put \ressare on the Ii-tlt hadm to

nlltolt-ltearled Iri.rh a.r.rislance in u,inning ll'Le tur.46

On 12 NIatch 1917 Hughes cablecl Nlutdoch:

po.rition hert extrertely ,lilfct/t. E/ettion protti.r,-.r to f na.t bitter on record. TIte .ttrgg/e i.r hetvrn oat'ride labatr exeuttjves



Paranoia and Prejudice: Bitty l{ughes and the Irish Question 191.6-7922

n,lto are tnorgrnisecl.

or,aani.rerl li.rlt t,ole detunnined at a// co.rt.r toforce flotne Rale.

.r tre ngtlt i.r gre a l/1, i n,: ru d.w d.1 ;

On almost ever\r count, Hughes' allegations rr"'ere s,ide of the mark. lt is true that after the Labor Partv split
in 1916, t1-re Irish CathoLic influence in thc partr,increasecl ancl their reprcselltltr()n in r-rtious part\, boclies ex
ceeclecl their proportton o{ 23 pef ccnt of thc population.a8 Horl,er.er, it rvas not to thc cxtcnt of the 75 pe r cent
he allegecl in relation to labour executives. F-ot instance, Catholics in the Federal Caucus rosc ftom 21 pet cent
be fore the split t<t 26 per cent aftcr it, rvhilc in Neu, South V'ales, r,r.here the spLit was most sc\rerc, the propor
tion of Catholics in the caucus in 1917 u,.as 54 per cent comparecl to about 30 pet ccnt bctrvcen 1901 and 1913.
In the partv organisation, the proportion of national conference clelegates s,ith an lrish backgrouncl rose ftom
30 per centin 1916 to 50 pcr cent, accorcling to Labor historian J,F Crisp.a'Similatlr,, Hr-rghes'claims about the
I\\N/ and the Church's support lbt it is nithout founclation, as mentioned abovc, u,1.rilc accotcling to Patrick
()'Farrell,'the INA llrish National Association] u,'as regarded as a fringe organisation of little consequence ()r
relevance to the mainstream'.'" As rcgards recruiting, it u'rs n,rt rt r stand still in Nlarch 1917, evcreging jr-rst

rx,er (1000 per m()nth in thc last threc months of 191.6 and over ,1800 per month in tl-rc hrst three months of
1917, x,ith the dcclinc occurring across the v.hole population and not just among lrish Catholics. During thc
u,,ar Catholics enlisted roughlr.in linc s,ith their proportion in the population ancl, as l,lovcl Robson clemon
strated, bv surveving a samplc of AIF enlistments, the support of thc Australian Itish Catholic community for
the s,ar continued unaffectecl br, thc Easter fusing ancl its suppression bv the British go\rcrnment.rr

r\part from thc crrors of c1e tail in his argument, I lughes demon-
strated a funclamcntal lack of appreciation of the attitucle of lrish
Austtalians to the Irish question. V'hile radical otganisations such as

the INA sharecl Sinn F6in's clesire for an independent Irish republic,
thor rcprcscntccl a minorin, of Irish Australian opinion, u,hich over-
u.hclminglv supported Home Ru1e. Despite this, Hughcs u.as preparecl
to brand Australian Home-Rulers as Sinn F6iners, even though hc
himsclf far.ourccl Home Rule ancl the Senate hed passed a resolution
suppcrrting it in Nlarch 1.9L7 .'2 Be cause the Australian public rvere una-
u,arc of Hughes' representati()ns to the llritish govcrnmcnt to encl
martial lau,and implement Fkrme Ru1e, 'the imagc l,hich Hughes pro
jected publiclr, u,as of the abrasivc anti Sinn F6incr, constanth, her-
assecl br, his clisloyal Irish republicans, intent .. . on "conttol oi the
Commonu,'calth gor.ernment"'i This was afl image l{ughes $,as happ\'
to promotc, given the fact that m()re thafl 75 per cent of thc clcctorate
\vas Protcstant ancl ill-clisposed tor.r,ard Sinn F6in's agitation for Irish
indcpcndcnce at a time rvhen Britain ancl the Empire rvere fighting for
thcir sutvir.al.

When a g()verflment is publiclr, committccl to a patticular vierv of
the worlcl, public sen ants, anxious to please thcir political masters,

Iomt ,:onnmlulor: rqarded ilte / 917 consription rtftrcndurt
rd/ilPtu,g/t Lt.t d [ailfu.tl bcht,een Autro/ion Prina l[iniitr
Htpht.r and Arc/Lbis|top Dante/ ,\'[tzzzx (Nlelboutnc

Ptnch, Ntttitnt/ [.ihrrt4' af Arr:hz/ir)
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are sometimes rempted to ptoffer advice that f,ts that rvotlcl view. This seems to har-e happened in the case

of the 'Sinn Ir6in Ser.en', arrested and detained under regulations banning Sinn F6in, introcluced foLlowing
demonstrations of support of the organisation at the St Patrick's Da,v parade in Nlelboutne in Nfarch 1918. On
3 Nor.,ember 1917 NIajor George Steward, head of the Counter Espionage Bureau, had u,ritten t() the Prime
minister, 'we are now in possession of actual evidence that the Sinn Fein movement is rapidiv c1er.'eloping, in,
at any rate, Nlelbourne and S,vdnev'.5a This eviclence, comprisinq cr.,rtcspondence intercepted bv Rritish intelLi
gence, alongwith other documents seized in police raids, woulcl pror.ide the gtounds for the arrest inJllne 1918
of seven Irish-Australians a11cgecl to be collecting mr)nc\- to assist ermed rebellion in Irelancl bv the purchase
of German arms. The government chose not to prosecute the men and instcad set up an inquirv headed bv

Justice John Harvev of the New Sor-rth \X,hles Supreme Coutt, u,ho ultimatclv iound that there u,'ere sufficicnt
grounds to justifv the menk continued detention. Flowever, rether than cotroborate thc prime minister's alle
gari()ns of a Sinn F6in plot to take over Australia, the episode cr nllrmed that the numbct of Irjsh Austtalians
aci\.ehr supporting the Irish tevolutionarics $/as patheticalil, smali and their actir.ities exttemelv fimited-the
amouflt involved seems to have been no more than f,20.55 Initial\,, the Irish Catholc communitY protested
at the arrests, bclieving them to be 1,e1 ^rro,1-rer baseless attack on Irish Austtalia. Flou,'er.er, as the evidence
emerged, the protests feil awar, and Irish Austalia distanced itself from those it recognised as extrtrmists.s6

Austratia and the Empire
When the war ended, it might have been expected that Hughes would no longer be concernecl by the Irish
qr-restion. But that uras not the case, for, in Hughes' mind at least, the Irish question c()ntiflued to pose a

rhreat to Australia, though the reasons were diffetent. No ionger did the Australian Irish threaten to take over
Australia in orcler to achieve self government for Ireland; rather self-government for Ireland itself threatened
Australia's national securit\, b), undermining the Empire. What Flughes feared most \r'as the centrifugal effect
of the grorving indepenclence of the constituent parts of the Bdtish Empire. Anlthing more thal1 Home
Rule for lreland w-ould in his vier,v have a knoch on effect. That prospect did not undr-rlv concern Canada and
South Africa, r.vho lvere alreacl,v pushing the bounds of freedom within the Empire, but for r\ustralia and Neu,
Zee,land, situatecl in a potcntiall,v hostile rcgion and a long u,ay from the Home Flect, anvthing that u,'eakened
the Btitish Empire was a threat to their or;"n securirr'.

Once again Hughes found himself aligned rvith Protestant empire loyalists against Irelancl's leading advo
cate in Australia, Archbishop NIannix, the man .r,hom Hughes had elevated to national prominence ancl had
failed to silence, clespite diplomatic appeals to the \ratican.5i Events had moved on since 191(r and 1917, both
in Australia and Irelancl. Erstu,hile CathoLic a11ies of Flughes in the conscription debates were n()w siding u'ith
N{annix over Ireland in a context in r.vhich the ovem,helming majoritl of the lrish in lreland no longer con
sidered Home Rule a sufficient answer to the Irish question. In the elections for the Westminster parliament
in December 1918, Sinn F6in rvon seventy-thtee of the 105 seats in lreland, u,ith unionists winning ts-cnt1--six
and the Home Rule party six. In accordancc rvith Sinn F6in's abstentionist po1io,, its members declinecl to
take their seats, insteacl, meeting on21 January 1919 in the Nlansion House in Dublin r'vhete thet, proclaimecl
themseh,es Diil Eireann and endorsed the Irish Republic. On the same da1', nr,-o policemen were shot and
hilled in an ambush at Soloheadbeg, Countr, Tipperarr,-commonly relJardccl as the beginning rtf the lrish War
of lnclependence, a conilict fought because thc Allies, u,ho hacl professecl dudng the u,ar to be defending the
rights of small nations, declined to apphr their loftv pdnciples to themselves. Tu,o and a half 1.ears later, rvhen a

truce was finallv declared and negotietions for a political settlcment began in Lrtnckrn, Irelancl had undergone
a r,-icious coflflict during which the British state hacl unleashecl on the people of Ireland the il1 discipLined ancl

murderous Black and Tans and AuxiLiaries in orcler to defcat the lrish Rcpublican Armr,.

In Australia, news of atrocities on both sides fuelled 1ocal sectarian fires. Amidst it all, Irish Australia kept up
its criticisms of British opprcssion in lreland, rvhile demanding self-dctermination for lreland-thc neu'buzz
phrase that hacl clisplaced Home Rule-though the Austtalian lrish never gave uP the idea of a self-governing
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Ireland u.ithin the British Lmpire, just like Australia. The Royal Narry's abduction of Archbishop N'Iannix on
the high seas in August 192(),to prevent his lancling in lreland, further inflamecl local Irish anger-as dicl the
decision of thc Hughes g()\rernment a month before to deport F'r Chades Jerger, a Cierman-born Catholic
priest, u,ho from the age of four had lived in England and Australia, but u,ho during the u'ar had allegedlv
n-rade disIo1,al statements. But Flughes' r,inclictir.,eness in this case \1ras outdone a few months later rvith the
expulsion from Federal Padiament of Hugh Nfahon, the lrish-born I-abor member firr l(algoorlie.58

Nlahon's crimc had been to denounce British rule in lreland as 'this bloodv and accursed despotism'. He dicl
so after learning that the Lord NIayor of Cork, Terence NfcSu,ine1., had died in a British ptison on 25 October
7920 after scvcnt\Lfour davs on a hunger strike that had attracted w-odd-lvide pi-rblicifi,. N{ahon's speech was
lr,-idel,v reported in Australa and there \ras an outcrv in the metropolitan clailies, frrr whom Sinn F6in ancl
talk of lrish independence u,,ere the equir,alent of treason. Inspired bv thc rveight of public opinion, Hughes
movecl in the House of Representatir.,es for Nlahont expulsion. In his speech on the motion, Hughes denied
Ireland's dght to sececle from the Empire and assetted Australia's dependence on Britain, her 'Rock of Ages'.
Rather than clefend NIahon's right to frecdom of speech, the l-abor opposition demanded he be tried bv a

judge and jur1,. Thc expulsion motion \\,as carriccl on party lines. Fitzhardinge wtote that Hughes 'seemed
much less concerned u,ith the substance of Nlahonk worcls than with the possible political effect c,f ignoring
them. lt seems, then, that he hoped to conciliate the right r.ving and ultra-Protestaflt sections of the pubLic'.
Hor,vcr.cr, Fitzharclinge acknorvledged the possibiliw that brute politics lnay 215,, har.e plar,ed a part, with
Hughes rvishing to pick up Nlahon's seat in a br-election. That, in fact, occurrecl u,-hen N{ahon, urho reconte stecl
the seat, s.as defeated.ie

On 6 Decembet 1c)21 the negotiations in London ended.l,ith the signing of the Anglo-Irish Treatr,, which
assured lreland of her place in the British Empirc on the same terms as Canada and AustraLia. To manr, Irish
r,vho had fought the long war, this \r,,as not cnough ancl between June 1922 and N'Iar, 1923 the Irish Civil V/ar
u,'as fought ovr:r the issue. Tcr Ftughes, on the other hand, it was toc,r much: 'Hughes had alwal,s .spp611",1
Ijome Rulc, but to him, as t() man\r others, the r.erv existence of the Empire scemecl at stake; an independent
Ireland seemed to him compatible neither u,,ith the security of Britain nor u,ith the permanence of the lmperial
tie .") ()ne year after the Tre afir was signed, its tetms u,ete implemented with the establishment of the Irish Free
State. Fr>r most Australians, the Irish question norv hacl an ans$rer that to them u,,as rcasonable and appropriate;
for Bilh. Flughes, it soon ceased to matter. The times u,'ere a-changing in Australia too, ancl trvo months after
the founding of thc Irish state he was no longer prime minister dumped once again br,'his olvn partli

Hughes is not thc only AustraLian prime minister to r,,ilify an ethnic minoritr, so as to plar, upon the fears
and prejudices of the Australian people for political aclvantage, though he mav have been the {rtst anrl set rhc
mould. During the lvar his utterances ofl the impact of the Itish question on AustraLia, both pubLic and private,
e choed the rhetoric of outspoken propagandists of the Protestant majorit,v: the identification of the Australian
Irish lvith Sinn F6inism; the linking of Sinn F6in u,ith the I\XAX,1 the allegation that Sinn Fein rvas anti llritish
and pro German. Did he be[eve the rhetoric or rvas he seeking to get his war., both in his dealings rvith Llovd
George and u,ith the Australian people? l{ugh NIahon had his suspicions. Long before his faliing out u'ith
Hughes he disclosed that cluring the lirst conscription campaign Hr-rghes sought 'support from the Orange
Lodges bv repre senting rh2t the Cath<>lics u,ete r.iolentlr.hostile to that policv'.6' Horvever, some cofltemporary
commentators, including conscription supp(,rters such as \{A Holman, beleved that his tactics were counter
productive and alienated rvar.,cring voters. C)thers were not so certein. Given that the Australian people \lere
being asked to impose conscription on themselr,-es, it w'as not the anti conscriptionist but the conscriptionist
v)te that u,'as surprisingll, he avr,. HV Er''att u.,rote:

ln Austru/ia, it ltad /ong been a political axiort tlLat tao t/ose a re/ation.rhip betarun tlte ablects oJ ary po/itica/ pa@ and lhe those

of tlte Cailto/it Church aus like/1 n beJatal to tlLe surcess oJ' tuthpar4,. Lipon thi.r.faotingtlte net re.ru/t aJ' Ittghe.r'tactics night
a.,,:// ltaye heen to assisl tlte po/itical side whiclL he .rubseqaently supported, and al.ro t/te chances af a 77s nEuiU at the conlciplion

reJerendata.62

i

-l--



!

164

Hlrshes, obsessron u.ith the lrish question at times demonstrated signs of paranoia ancl prejuclice, taising

the qucstion r,vheti-rer it u.as bigittf I ot was it belief that inspirecl him in rclation tr:r the issue. The anstiler tilould

appeaf t() be ves on cacl-r co.rlt. Fl.,ghcs *'as dti'cn b' both bigotr,v ancl be[ef-th.ugh p.litical caiculati.n

cann()t be clismissed as a factor. \Yhat is clear, hou,ever, is that his intetest in the Idsh question did not arise out

.i a concern frrr Irelancl gr the Irish pcople, but itom thc conr-iction that Austtalia clepencled ftrr het securiB'

on the llritish L,mpire ancl that ^r.u 
,hr"n, to the Empire's unin' ancl sttength \vlls a thfeat to Australia' If in

addressing that threat a political zdvantage coulcl be gained, then that rvas a u'elcome bonus'

'@(l$rry
ENDNOTES

1 I-ctter clnotecl in LF litzh:rldinge, T'fu little D'tgtr 1911-
/952, Aneus & I{obertson, Sldr-rer', 1979, P 276'

: Sec \rcritv Butsmann, ketohrtionurl' Infurlid Uai'tttirttt:

tlte lnrlnstrid/ l7rtrkers oJ the lfbr/l in ltrstralia, Camblclgc
Univcrsitr Prcss, Can'rbridge, 1995' pp' 192-202; Irmnl<

Ciln','1'l'te lY''abb/it: atlllt': d [7isto4' rtf- tbe IIlt'lY dnd /fu C'raat

lY'ar in Atr.rtrdia, Spccttum, Nlelboutnc, 1993; Ian Tutrer,
.l1,dne1's Btrnin.g, Alphe Books, Svclncv, 1969'

r Rcprocluccd irt BA S:rntam:rtil:-, l)uuit:/ JIrtnnix: tltt pttulity
ol hdltrclLip, Nlclboutne Universin' Prcss, (-atlton, 1984'
p. 90.

t I'r,r,r-t ^ cable scnt ir-r t\pril 1917' cluotccl in Iiitzharclingc,
p. 28(r.

5 Fitzh:rrclingc, p. 272.
6 In hcr clctailecl stut\ of the I\\N in Austrelia, Bursmat-rn

consiciclecl thc claim Lrt' contemporarl comment:Ito1'
\iere (]otclon Childc that thc I\\\\i also linos-n as the

\)i,irbblics, haci ';rattll insprtccl' thc gcneral strike of 1917

ancl concltLclecl: "1'o thc extent that I\\\\r ideoklgv had

pcnetratcd signiflcarlt seclions of the u'orkforcc, inclucling
ihat invrlvecl ln the initiel u-rlli-out, this is ttuc, but ir u-'rs

not a \\trbblv sttike. Ap:rrt ftom the fact that bl this stasc

... fie \\'tibblics s'crc sutlcrit-tq str\-ctc stlltc fcfl:(ssion 21nd

hecl too little cnergv lcfi iirt mlstcrmirrcling en it'tttiguc
such as:r genctel sttilie, the concluct of the strikc shos's

no stamp of I\\'W influcrce.' (Butgmann, p' 175)' Sec also

Ian Turnet, lndnstiol Lbour md Poli/ict: /lte D)'ndrtticr aJ tht
Ltrltarn'l'Ittttttttnt ia F:a.rtern Aushz/ia 1900 1921 ' Ilalc &
Itemonset, Svclncv, 1979, pp. 1'42-4' 150'

I F'crr a 111rc.,r.,,,,r, of rhc mcrti.ng "f 'scctrrierism' in
the Austtali:rn contcxt see -Jeff lir\t1et', 'l'urirtg ilt .fdbric:
.recldrjttj.rn in Au.rtnt/itt 1910-1 92t, ('itaclel Books, Svdnq',
201J2; Nlichacl I Iogen, T/rr' .\'tcttttiun Sntnd: lltli.gilrt itt

At.r/raLdn lJzila4,, Pcnguin Books, fun.qrr'oocl, 1987, pp' 4

8; NIarli I-.l<ns,A.rpt'ctr af' -lu/aianirnt inNen'' '\'atrthlllle: circa

1865 l0 188a, Ph.D. tbesis, Australian N:rtior-ral flnir-srsifi'
1972, pp. r'iii-xxr.

" I'runu),i lorrnal (hercaftcr IJ), 21 Nlarch 7912. pp' 37,36;

.\'yt/ne1 lIornitaHrzlr/(S\IH) 15 \Iatch 1912'p 9'
e Thc ebsence of public lttacks on thc lr:ish (-atholic

communifi in thc lirst 20 months of thc s':rr ma)':rlso hn'e
hacl son'rcthlnq to clo s'ith the gor-ernmcnt's instrllcti()ns
to the cefls()r on \r"iWS of 'minimizing harmful asitrtiun
ancl rcsentmcnt 21moflg our people of Insh clcscent'

1l irzh,rrdrrrgc. PP. r,tt-('l\.
r"Jc,hn A Nloscs,'r\usttaii:rn r\llslican lcaders nncl the ()rcat

iVat, 1914-1918: the 'Prussian \Ienace', conscription rncl
n:rfion:rl sctlicTtritl:,.lrtttrna/ ol iRe/tgirn'r flislr'r1',tc>l' 25 no 3,

C)ctoLer 2rJ01, pp 306-323,309; scc elso Robett I) Linclcr,
'1'he L'ong'1ra.E:rfi': Atts/ralitrn F't'dn,ge/ittl Christiuns dnd ilt (]rtut
V'trr, 1911-l 91 8, ()penbook Publishers, Aclclaidc, 20(Xl'

L' Ki1c1cn, 'fearinS the I'1rbric, pp. 116-1 18 Scc also Nlichacl
Nfcl{crnan. 7'lLt Aus/ru/ian CbttrclLu ot ll'tr: Attitukle'l

anrl Atit:itie: of the l[tlor Chnn-lLa'r 1911 1918, (]atl-rolic

Thcological li:rcultt; N{:rn11', 1980, p. 30; }Iichacl \Icl{ern:rn,
'flLt Attstrdian Ptaph and llte Gretrt ll''7n, Nclson, Svdnct-'

1984, p. 19; Nlichael NIcl{ernar-r, 'Catholics, conscription
ancl '\ichbishop llannix', Hi'rtaicul '\'udier, vol' 11 ' 1916,
pp. 299-314. Aithough .fapan rves on the Allicd side in
ih" r.,or, fcar of Japan h:rc1 bccr-r an important clemcnt in
the s.olution of defcncc poLicl in '\ustralia sincc Japan's
victor\r over China in 1 895 (l {entl P l:tet, .ldpdn': '\'aathn''ard
Adt'uttn and Atstrtlia.fron tlte \ixtcetrllt Cenlttq' 1r1 lY'rtrll Utirr

I1, Nlcllrournc flniversin-Ptess, Nlclboun'rc, 1991, p' 2) It
uas belicvecl that Br:itairl's clcfeet in the s'ar u'rrulcl lcave

r\ustralia cxposecl to the Pc1'ccivecl impcrial amb:itlons of
(lcrmant anclJapan in thc south-u'est PaciHc'

121r[,4 NIa\, 1916, p. 25;CutlLolit Pre.r.r (hcteaftct CP), 11 NIar-

191(r, p. 21. Evcn Atchbishop Nlannix initiellr- clcscribed

the riiirg as clcpkrtable and its lcaclcts as mlssuidecl
(Arlrotatt (t NIar' 1916, p 25). Scc 13k1et.,'|-eaing /he Pdbiq
pp. 131-136; Petct ()vcrlacli, "'Easter 191(r" in Dublin:rnil
ihe Arstrahan ptess: Lrlcligtouncl ancl tesportse"Journal rtJ'

Ar.rtrdian .\'twlie.r, no. 54155, 1991 , pp. 188-193; RP Dar.rs,

'Tasmania ancl the Itish tevoiutior\ 79 I 6-22',' f d t /// t t / / i r t /

Historicttl Relearch Arsrtciatian: Pafers tttttl ProcttedinS;, vol 27



Paranoia and Prejudice: Bilty Hughes and the Irish Question 1976-7922 165

no.2,1974, pp.69-88.lr ltitzhardinge, pp. 171 172; Turner, lndrctial Labonr and
Po/itix,pp.9B 104.

r'1 HV Evatt. iAustrelia on thc home front 1914-1918',
At:trtlian prurter/.),,:,o1.9,1937, pp. 69-f 5 a,t69 f (.).

]i CP, 5 Octobet 1916, p. 25; trJ, 5 ()ctobcr 1916,p.23.
lr'This rras in a cable to the Defcflcc Nlinistcr, Senator G|

Pearce of \\'estern Austra]la, rr,'hich s,as reporteci in thc
fle\\rspapers, inclucling thosc in the eastetn states (Bobbic
()lryer,ll'ar md Pearu in Vtslern Anstra/ia: the J'ocial uad Politic,t/
Itnpan of //te Greut lli,dr 19/1-1 926, Univetsitl, of \X/estern
Australia Press, Necilancls, 1995, p. 117). The J-MFI in fact
publishecl the text of ,\tcl-rbishop Clune's cable tu'ice (21
()ctobct 7976,p. 16; 27 October 191(r, p. (r).

Lt F'or a dcscription of these ciivcrgcnt r.ier.vs see I{ildea,
Tearing /heJabriq pp. 138-1,12.

ts lt u.as not absolutc, hou,cvct. For example, a group of ninc
ministers from v:rtious Protestant denominations signccl a
'Nlanifcsto ftom Protcstant minisrers-'Conscdption and
Christianin''-oplrosing cottsctiptigtt. A c.pr, is il-r thc
Riler-Collection in thc l-a Ttobe Lilrrarr; Nlelboutnc. F-ot a
clescription of somc of the activities of Ptotcstant pacifisrs
ancl antr conscriptionisrs see Bobbic ()\vcq Peaceltonger:
Consienlion: Objenor: to l'Ii/ittr1, .\'ert.,ice in At:hu/iu 1 91 1-
l915,Literrrllntle r\tts Ccnttc Ptcss, South Irremantle, 1997,

PP.',+0-43.le Florsc of I-ords Record ()ffice, Bonat Las' Papers
BL/53/4/15, quotecl in Jill l{itson, l)ah-iots 'l'hrea: Bi//y
Iluglte.r, Lk1,d George und I{eitl llnrdoc/:t Dning Il or/d ll'ar l,
r\BC Boohs, Svclncl', 2005, p. 75.

]r(-able 14 ()ctober 1916, Ilughcs to Rirclutrod, quoted
ftorle \'tnirht VTek/1, 24 ()ctober 1936 in HV l}ett,
Au.rtrulian labarr Learler: /he .\'tor1, r! V'7 [70/ttm and the
Lubour Jloretlazl, Angus & Robertson, S1,clnc1', 2nc1 edn,
1942,p.115.:' PS Cl.a.1., lt:trtlit'.; Debt t0 Irirh Nailon-Bri/dt:r:, Angus &
Robertson, St,dnet, 1933, p. 250.

22 Ilousc of Lorcls Record ()ffice, l-lolcl (icotgc Papers T.G/
tr./4/2/12, quotecl in I(rtson, p. 75 but citeil aslt/4/2/18.

ri Iritzharclinge, pp. 202 203.
:1 

.11r t)'Loghlcn, 'Tighe Rr.an ancl the Catholit Presl, Jounal
af the Arstra/irtu Ca/ho/ic Histoica/ .\'orit4,, vol. 5 no. 7,7976,
pp.32 37 at p. 37.

25 11, t9 ()crober 191.6,p.23.
r(' LL Robson, T/: e l: ;ir"s / A I l t : a 5 tt dy oJ' i t.r Recru i tn ea t 1 9 1 I 1 9 7 8,

Nlclbourne Universin.Irress, Carlton, 1982, pp. 91-93.
rr The 'Ncr' majorin, u,rs onlr, 72,116 o:ut of a total of

2,241 ,590 tbrmal vrtcs. Three states recotdecl 'Ycs'
majoriucs (Victoria, iil/estern r\ustralia ancl T:rsmania)
ancl thrcc 'No' Q'Jcs, South \\hles, Queensl:rncl and South
Australizr) (Scott, Iirnest, Arctrd/id 1)aring the Il,'dr, Angus
& Robertson, Svclno., vol. XI o{ 'l'ltt Ofliiil Hi:tary o/'
Anstraid in theVaraJ /911-l 8,1936, p.352).

rn Th.'N.,'majoriq'u,as 16(r,588 out of a total o[ 2,196,906
\.otes c:rst. This time Victotia joinccl the 'No'majoritv u'hilc
T:rsmania's 'Ycs' majoritv s,as only 379 out of a total of
77,383 r.crtcs cast. (Scott, y'/./-rtralia Duing the lTdr, p. 427).

le Pctct Bastian, 'The 1916 conscdption rclcrcndum in Nerv

S<ruth Wales,''f'edchin.gHi:htr1,r-o1. 5, 1971, pp.25 36 andJ
Aiccrck, '1k:rsons lot thc rejcctron of consctiption 1916-
7977,' fgoravol. 7 (1973), pp. 185 194 sutvel some of thc
Iitcraturc on tlre issue rvhilc Tutnct, in lnda:tia/ ltbonr and
Politir.r, pp. 1 13 1 1 (r carurasses a number of thc hrpotheses,
concluding that it rves the farmcts, normallt' rron-l-abor,
l,ho srctc the clecisir.e fhctot in the refetenclum',s clctc:rt.
.\lso, Cilenrr \\,'ithcts,'Thc 1916-1971 conscdpti,,r-r
referencln: :r cliomcttic tc appraisal', I{i:toriu/ ,\'tudic.r 2l\
(1982), pp. 36 4(r ptovicles a statistic2ll analvsis of the
voting figutcs in order to test some oi thc thcories.

r| Scc Jeff I{ildea, 'r\ustrelian Catholics and conscription in
the (lreat \Yx',.lournt/ af lle/iqious FIistorl', v<tl.26, number
3, ()ctobct 2002, pp. 298-313.

rr Patdck O'Farrell, 'l'1tt Ii:h in Auslra/iu, Nes, South \X/elcs
U nir-ctsitr Press, I.,er-rsington, 1 993, pp. 27 l)-21 3.

3r Nac,mi Turr-req Cu tbo/its itt Arc lrd/id: a 5 ocial I I i.rrrr1,, (lollins
l)ove, North BlackbrLrn, 1992,vol.1, p. 305.

3) The -\lethodhl 25 Nor-embet 7916,p.25.
r1 (lq 23 November 191(r, p. 19.
r5 ibid., 9 Novembcr 191(r, p. 11.
16 ibicl., 28 Scptcmbcr: 1916, p. 25; 11, 28 Scptcnrbcr 1916,

p. 25.
ir Repotts of Nlar-rnirt specch appcadng rhe next chv in thc

A,ge, rnd iluring the s,cck in thc Adutcdle encl thc Tribnat
used the r,votcl 'orclinatv'. Horvever, in :rn cedt cclitirrn uf
the At1wrs thc cxptcssion 'a sorc'licl traclc u,at' appeared. 1n
latct eclitrons, horvever, thc uotcl 'sotc[cf is illegible as if
the printing platc has becn mutiletecl. In thc 3 F'cbtuan'
1917 eclition ol thc Amlrdlrlritn, t rveckll ncs,spaper
prLblishccl by the Ar,st:, the s,orcl 'sotclicl' has been or-r-tittccl
altogether (Cr-rtl Btlan, Archbishof l[annix: Chunpioa af'
l)enonaq,, The Ach.ocetc Prcss, Nlelbourne, 1918, pp. ?21

photograpl-ric copics of the articles nre rcptoclucccl at pp.
232-235). Er.en thc Governor-Clenct:ri in a clcspatch ro
Lolclon teported that Nlannix hacl saicl 'sorrlid tracle s,:rr'
(Robscrn,'fhe Fir:tAII', p. 148).

rs liitzhatclingc, p. 286.
je Scc, l'crr example, CP, 19 April 1917, pp. 26 27;I'.1,26 April

1917, p.22;10 N{a1. 1917,p.25.
L:'CP,26 Aptil 1917, p.27.
+r l).1 NIurpl-rr', TJ l{-yan: a Po/itictt/ Bio.qrctp14, Llnivctsjfi' ,f

(]uccnslancl Prcss, St Lucia, 1975, p. 11.
a2 Fitzhardinge, pp. 291-295. It u'as cluite a m6lee ancl,

as might bc cxpccte cl, accoLrnts ate conlusccl. Evcn
lritzharclinge seenls to be uncle:rr as to $,hcthcr Brosnan
u.as attcstccl or not and rvhether it rvas Batt <x his blother
Pat rvho threrv the ecg that hit Ilughes.

a3 Quoted in Patiot.r Three, p.82, cited as HI-R() lFiousc of
Lorcls Recorcl Ofhccl Lkrld ()eorge Papers lrLS/4/4.

aa Fitzharclinge, p. 252.
a5 ]ohn C)'Brien, 'The Irish tcr,olutionan- m(x.ement ar-rcl \\'t\I

Huqhes, 1916-1922,in Annc F. ()'Bticn (ec1.),.\.ttdu: in lruh,
Bilislt and Ars/rulian Re/tttitn.r, 191 6-196J: 'frdde, Dip/rtndq,
dnrl Pa/itics, Four Courts Press, I)ublin, 2005, p. 32.

16 fritzharclinge, p. 255.
1r Hc,rse of l-orcls Rccotcl C)ificc, T,lof il Cieorge Pepcrs L(i7

lt / 28 / 2 / 1, cluotccl in Pa /iot.r' l'Lrcc, p. 81.



4E Cenro, of the Commonwealth of Ausnaliafor 197 1, vol 1, p'
200.

ae Figures for the federal caucus are dedved ftom my own
calculations relying on Colin A Hughes and BD Gtaham,
A Hantlbook o;f Aastralian Gouernment and Politic: 1 890-1 954,

ANU Ptess, Canbetra, 1968; andJoan Rydor,,ABiographical
kgister of the Commonwealth Parlianent 1907-1 972, ANU
Ptess, Canbera1975.The NS\X/ caucus figures are taken
from Jim Hagan and I(en Tutnet, A Hi:tary of the Inbar
Pa@ in N.;w South Wales 7 897-l 991, Longman Cheshire,
Melbourne, 1991,,p.114, -vhile the confetence figutes are

taken ftom LF Ctisp, The Aastralian Federal L'abour Par!
7 90 7 -1 95 7, Hale & Iremonget, Sydney, 1978, p 31 6' Ctisp
used a tathet ctude index relying on 'patronymics and
available family details'.

50 O'Fatte1l, The Iish in Aanralia, p. 274.
st LL Rob.or, 'The origin and character of dre First AIF,

191,4-1.8: some statistical evidence', Histancal Stadies, vol'
15, no. 61, 1973,pp.740-41. See also Jeff \{tldea,AnTacs
and lre/and, UNS\fl Press, Sydney, 2001 , ch' 3'

s2 Commonwealth Parliamentarl Debates,vol. 81, pp 11050-61'
53 O'Brien,'The Irish tevolutionaty movement', p' 33'
5a National Archives of Austalia: A393211' 5C417 '

55 Repott of Justice Hatvey, P. 7

Austtalia: MP367 /1 512/1/907).
s6 See I(ildea, Teaing the Fabic, PP.

Iis h in Aastra /ia, PP. 27 3-27 8.
57 For an account of the Ausuatall governmentt attempt to

petsuade the Vatican to silence Mannix, see Santamaria,
Daniel Mannix, ch.7.

58 Fot details of these extaotdinaty events duting 1920 see

l{tldea, Teaing the Fabic, pp. 213227 .

se Fitzhardinge, p. 456.
60 Fitzhardinge , p. 452.
61 Quoted in Santamatia, Daniel Mannix, p. 89. F-or obvious

reasofls, Mahon's assertions regarding Hughes need to be

assessed with caution. Howevet, the quoted wotds wete
made public inMay 191,7 well befote his expulsion ftom
parLiament.

62 Euatt, Australian l-aboar Leader, p. 411. He attributed the

idea to 'One or two able authodties, including Mautice
Blackburn MP'.

Q'{ational Atchives of

1 89-1 91 ; O'Farrell'. The

U:
c*3c*
d
(}r
x
=*j

c
d:
ddF
:.{
f

E
LLa
&r.J

L


