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SUMMARY

This thesis examines the nature of Irish-Australian loyalty towards the British Empire at
points of imperial crisis. It seeks to discover whether Irish-Australians managed to
negotiate the multiple colonial loyalties towards Britain, Ireland and Australia, and whether
post-Federation, they developed an Irish-Australian identity, and as claimed, jettisoned
Ireland totally. It focuses on Victoria and South Australia, using Irish-Catholic newspapers,
the Melbourne Advocate and the Adelaide Southern Cross, to identify the changing contours
of Irish-Australian imperial commitment from the years of Fenian threats to the end of the
Irish Civil War.

The research demonstrates the complex mechanisms of the newspaper ‘exchange’ system
used in Melbourne and Adelaide. This practice integrated material from across the diaspora
and beyond, locating Irish-Australians within an information web which confirmed their
Irishness and reinforced their Catholicism, often marginalising them further within a
British-oriented community.

Examination of six decades, concentrating on the ways two Irish-Catholic newspapers
presented imperial crises to their largely Irish-Australian readers enables comparison
between Irish Victoria and South Australia. Contrast between the Advocate and Southern
Cross was most evident during the Anglo-Boer War and the Irish Civil War. However the
impact both of significant demographic differences and editorial perspective was critical in
shaping the newspapers’ viewpoint. Understanding the background and development of
both newspapers was vital for clarification of their role in the community and for their
extreme divergence in 1922 and 1923.

As the largest colonial and national minority group, most Irish immigrants and their
descendants were differentiated by both religion and sentiment towards Britain. Dominant
figures within the British-focussed majority observed levels of Irish imperial loyalty, noting
examples of their continuing identification with Ireland. Although most Irish-Australians
were happy in their exercise of imperial loyalty, before the Great War small numbers
demonstrated their disengagement from this performance. And while the first years of
World War One were marked by largely unqualified Irish-Australian loyalty, clearly
displayed in both newspapers, this was irreparably disrupted by the events associated with
the Faster Rising in 1916. In an atmosphere where disloyalty was tangible from 1917, Irish-
Australians were subject to intense surveillance beyond the war and through the Irish War
of Independence. The nature of the security monitoring reinforced the ‘Otherness’ of
Irish-Australians. This group was simultaneously confronted by major internal fractures,
and the belated, and often unwilling, recognition that Britain’s interests would no longer
accommodate previous commitments to Ireland. The newspapers revealed the loyalty
shifting process which accompanied the unfolding horror of war in Ireland between 1919
and 1921, and for readers, the agonising vicarious experience of Civil War engulfing the
country.

Irish-Australians viewed both the Empire and Australia in ways that marginalised them
from other Australians when the Empire was threatened. But by the end of 1923 while
many had experienced division and discord in relation to the Empire and their stance as
Australians, Irish-Australian identification with Ireland was changed but not dismantled.
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You underrate, most Englishmen do, the depth and power of Irish national aspirations.
‘Let Paddy own his bit of land and be free from rack renting and he will become loyal and
contented.” That used to be the notion but it has proved a delusion. The trouble is much
deeper. The Irish people demand freedom from foreign domination and interference. They
do not sympathise with Britain’s Imperialism and foreign policy. They were denounced as
rebels and traitors because they denounced, as did Lloyd George, the Boer War. If Ireland’s
independence were secured I do not think that she would hanker after armaments or
foreign policy.

The form of government is not of primary importance but it must be in harmony with the
genius and aspirations of the people and free from foreign influence and dictation.... The
Kelts (sic) are governed more by their spiritual than their materialistic instincts. Economic
progress and development are not everything.

James Vincent O’Loghlin
17 November 19211

1].V. O’Loghlin to Rev Edward S. Kiek, 17 November 1921, Letter, National Library of Australia, J.V.
O’Loghlin Papers, MS4520/3. See NAA: A8911/219 for reports of 28 and 31 May 1920 where Kiek was
interviewed by the Commonwealth Intelligence Bureau about his assessment of the Sinn Fein leanings of
some Irish clerical fellow passengers on board ship coming to Australia. In answer to concerns about the
potential for their ‘pernicious teaching’ at Melbourne’s Xavier College, he described himself as a ‘Home
Ruler’ and the pair as ‘Sinn Fein in spirit but not utterance’.
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Introduction

[The development of Irish cultural nationalism and political challenges to colonialism over the
course of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries meant that questions of ancient origins
remained potent in Ireland.

In 1985, eighty-four year old Anne Liddy was interviewed in a South Australian oral history
project. When asked ‘Did your people take an interest in the problems back home in
Ireland?” her description of her Irish-born grandparents’ attitudes was revealing.
‘Oh yes, yes indeed. My grandparents did. I remember during the War we used to
get the Chronicle [and the Southern Cross].... And on Saturday nights Uncle Jack
would have to read to the [illiterate] grandparents what had transpired in the Old
Country. They had a deep green loathing for Lloyd George, Bonar Law and Mr
Carson, who were the enemies of Home Rule. Oh yes, I was brought up on Home

Rule. No very great idea of what it was about those days, but that preoccupied them

a great deal, more than the [First World] War, I’'m afraid, which was raging at the

2
tume.

Her grandparents, immigrants of the 1850s and 1860s, were significant within their family
and community. Although they were illiterate, in their world the role of the newspaper was
central. Their knowledge base and opinions were clear, their engagement with Ireland
evident, and their impact acknowledged. Anne also characterised her Gaelic-speaking,
Australian-born father:
he loved reading and knowledge. I’d come home from school and tell him certain
items of history, and he’d gently correct me, and say, “You know, you don’t want to
believe all that you get from your history books”.”
Acknowledging his parents’ bitterness ‘about the centuries of oppression that Ireland had

endured, he used to say “Well, now, that is all past and we’re very well off here under

British rule. It’s good”, and he tried to correct that attitude of the grandparents’.* How

! Catherine Nash, Of Irish Descent: Origin Stories, Genealogy, and the Politics of Belonging, Syracuse University Press,
New York, 2008, 6.

2 Anne Liddy, Interview with Beth Robertson, 19 and 26 August 1985, ‘SA Speaks: An Oral History of Life in
South Australia Before 1930°, 11 and 14. On page 14 she refers to ‘a Catholic weekly called the Souzhern Cross’
as family reading. (Copy in my possession).

3 1bid., 21.

4 Ibid., 22.



common were the attitudes of Anne Liddy’s grandparents in Irish-Australia? By exploring
this question, this thesis seeks to offer a more nuanced account of early twentieth century

Irish-Australian loyalties and identities for the period 1868 to 1923.

While the vignette illuminates differing inter-generational perspectives about Ireland, it also
hints at issues which subsequently marginalised many Irish-Australians. The first
generation’s ‘deep green loathing” of the English had not vanished. It was, however, greatly
modified in their descendants who were appreciative of living in Australia and anxious to
integrate and display imperial loyalty within this environment. But despite protestations, the
nature of Irish-Australian ‘loyalty’, that is faithful adherence to a sovereign or government,
was disputed, sometimes explicitly, more often implicitly. Many Irish-Australians identified
with Australia, subconsciously developing an Australian identity.” Proclamation during
World War One, for example, choice of the Australian flag rather than the Union Jack,
differentiated them from the British-identified majority, designating Irish-Australians as
‘disloyal’. The intensity surrounding 1916 and 1917 has narrowed the angle through which
issues of Irish-Australian loyalty have been viewed by historians. Using the Irish-Catholic
press, this thesis will focus on earlier moments to pinpoint the nature of this loyalty when
imperial expectations placed it under pressure. It will argue that seams of ‘disloyalty’ were

more evident than has been recognised.’

One explanation for limited historical research about loyalty is the ease of reporting public
expressions of disloyalty, most Irish-Australians exercised prudence in articulating such

sentiments. Anne Liddy’s story suggests a continuum of dissent, moving from the safety of

5 See Edmund Campion, Australian Catholics: The Contribution of Catholics to the Development of Australian Society,
Viking, Melbourne, 67-87 for discussion of this process, focussing on the era initiated by Cardinal Moran in
1884 and continued by Dr Mannix.

¢ In general, use of the term ‘disloyalty’ in this research refers to Irish disloyalty to Empire.



the home, to correspondence (for the literate),” the pulpit as a semi-private space, the more
public floor of parliament, the lesser safety of the religious press, and the unsafe
mainstream press. But Irish-Australian dissent was visible and preserved at two major
points — in 1868 associated with Fenian alarm, and from 1917 following the Easter Rising.
In that era of official surveillance, a report of June 1918 reveals the importance of the Irish-
Catholic press:

I have been going through...old issues of the Southern Cross and gaining information

as to those who have written up ‘the movement’ [for Irish independence]. I will

embody and forward all those names in a separate list. You will understand them as

being persons coming within the scope...of [monitoring instructed in] Circular 15.°

The security official’s process — perusing newspaper files — has provided an excellent

template for this research.

In the modestly expanding range of work devoted to revealing the history of the Irish in
Australia, the focus has been on bolder, more all-encompassing or prominent themes
examining Irish contributions to the Australian core, and the sectarian consequences of
Irish Catholicism.” Deeper questions about how Irish-Australians negotiated loyalty within
an aggressively English environment, and how their Irish identity evolved at the far reaches
of diasporic existence — have attracted less attention. The colonial environment was one
largely modelled on and regulated by Britain, federating moves were contingent on British
approval, and the actual form of a federated Australia enmeshed the independent nation

formally within the British Empire. The overall impact of residence in such a British,

7 See Patrick O’Farrell, Letters from Irish Australia 1825-1929, New South Wales University Press and Ulster
Historical Foundation, Sydney and Belfast, 1984, 143, 151-3. He notes that responses ‘occasioned by Irish
affairs were rare’. See David Fitzpatrick, Oceans of Consolation: Personal Acconnts of Irish Migration to Australia,
Melbourne University Press, Melbourne, 1995, 264, 265.

8 NAA: A8911/219. ‘Correspondence files of the Commonwealth Investigation Service — Sinn Fein South
Australia’. The Special Intelligence Bureau (SIB) report was dated 4 June 1918. Circular 15 established
surveillance of Irish-Australians in November 1917.

9 See Patrick O’Farrell, The Irish in Australia (Third edition), University of New South Wales Press Ltd, Sydney
2002, and Oliver MacDonagh, The Sharing of the Green: A Modern Irish History for Australians, Allen & Unwin,
Sydney 1996.



Protestant imperial environment for the Irish-born and their descendants awaits full

examination; this thesis represents a preliminary study.

This research will examine the contours of Irish-Australian identity, and the nature of this
community’s loyalty, and the role of the Irish-Catholic press, within a sixty year period
when Britain faced a series of imperial crises. Some crises (or moments) centred on
Ireland’s relationship to the Empire — the Fenians, ‘old world’ visitors to Australia, such as
royalty and Irish Delegations, the 1916 Easter Rising, the Irish War of Independence, and
even the Civil War. Others involved a military threat to Empire — the Sudan War, the
Anglo-Boer War and World War One. But for Irish-Australians, unlike their
contemporaries from Anglo backgrounds, these episodes contained loyalty challenges,
emphasising their ‘Otherness’, and, in some cases, marginalising and/or alienating them. As
with ‘dissent’, there was also a loyalty continuum: few Irish could meet the full loyal criteria
because they were not ‘British’, the next points moved from imperial military participation
to honouring the monarch or representative (royal tour support and presentation of loyal
addresses, for example), loyal toasts, questionable letters to the editor, membership of

doubtful organisations, and for the really committed, active disloyalty.

This thesis does not attempt to cover six decades in detail, its approach is that of
scrutinising ‘slices’ of the time, by examining what was happening in the Irish-Australian
community at those points. Irish-Australian newspapers, published in association with the
Catholic Church, the faith community to which the majority of Irish-Australians adhered,
represent the key source of evidence in this examination. The Irish-Australian communities

in Victoria and South Australia, different in size and social position, constitute the



comparative basis of this research. Thus their Irish-Catholic newspapers, Melbourne’s

Adpocate’® and Adelaide’s Sonthern Cross form the basis of this research.

This research attempts to provide answers to a series of questions about Irish-Australians
during these decades. To what extent did evidence of ‘deep green loathing’ of England and
its Empire persist in this community? What was the nature of Irish-Australian loyalty to the
Empire? How strong was Irish-Australian identification with Ireland? Did the Irish-
Australian community develop an Irish-Australian identity? Were loyalties and identities
fragmented? What role did the Irish-Catholic press play during imperial crises from 1867 to

19237

What is an Irish-Australian?

In this research, use of the term Irish-Australian to describe a significant minority in
Australian society is determined by a number of variables which differ both according to
the time period being discussed, and the nature of the group being discussed. Thus there
can be neither a fixed definition nor any assumption of a monolithic group. The very term,
‘Trish-Australian’, has had different applications in Australia. In 1883, the Sydney Morning
Herald, discussing the first Irish-Australian Convention (proposed by the Redmond
brothers), found it unacceptable as a descriptor: ‘He is or he is not one of us’."" Such
perspectives accord with the opprobrium surrounding the notion of hyphenation, an
identity construct emerging in late nineteenth century America but popularised during its

period of Great War neutrality. Americans perceived as holding primary loyalties with

10 Melbourne’s second Catholic newspapert, the Tribune (1900-23), provided only a minor source for this
research because its full inclusion would have resulted in greater imbalance between the states.
1 Sydney Morning Herald of 7 November 1883.



Europe, namely Ireland and Germany, could not be ‘good American[s].”” In 1917, an
identical refracted assertion appeared in an Anglican newspaper:

With the coming of the hyphenated there comes to Australia a conflict of ideals and

a contrast of methods, the national ideal and the alien, the foreign or the sectarian

ideals...
Arguably, for Irish-Australians themselves, the term never carried such baggage, and was a
useful mechanism for identifying different components of their individual and collective
identities. And as O’Farrell highlights, P.S. Cleary used it interchangeably to refer both to
the Irish-born who made significant contributions to Australia and to those born locally of
Irish descent.' In this research, however, the term is applied to different generations of the
Irish-Australian minority, sometimes overlapping in time periods due to varying ages and
times of arrival. The discussion therefore often encompasses an amalgam of Irish-
Australians rather than one distinct group aligned by country of birth, religion or either self
ot societal identification. First generation refers to the Irish-born, while second generation
describes the original Australian-born generation. Discussing ‘Scots-Irish’ in America,
Kerby A. Miller argued that

[u]ltimately, the question of ethnicity is not one of ancestral birthplace or religious

affiliation but one of individual and collective identification. This ... is subjective

and variable, conditioned by a multitude of shifting social, cultural, political and

psychological circumstances."
The clarity of Miller’s definition explains how these generations could be differentiated: age
of arrival was often very significant for first generation outlook, while social
advancement/success could determine second generation perspectives. The third

generation, less commonly encountered here, includes the children of those born in

Australia to parents of immediate Irish descent.

12 New York Times of 13 October 1915.”[Theodore] Roosevelt Bars the Hyphenated’.

13 Church of England Messenger, 7 September 1917. Quoted in O’Farrell, The Irish in Australia, 272.

14 See PS Cleary, Australia’s Debt to the Irish Nation Builders, Angus and Robertson, Sydney, 1933,

15 Kerby A Miller, ‘Ulster Presbyterians and the “T'wo Traditions’ in Ireland and America’ in JJ Lee and
Marion R Casey (eds.), Making the Irish American. History and Heritage of the Irish in the United States, New York
University Press, New York and London, 2006, 260.



In Australia, as O’Farrell points out, numbers of those born in Ireland declined even before
the 1870s.'* However, his claim that the nineteenth and early twentieth century ‘public and
organisational face of Irish Australia was that of the Irish-born’ cannot wholly stand in
relation to either Victoria or South Australia. In both colonies, Australian-born leaders
such as Joseph Winter, Nicholas O’Donnell and J.V. O’Loghlin were prominent. The early
profile of Irish-Australia, however, was Irish-born, but even here the automatic Irish
Catholic correlation did not always apply. In Adelaide, leading Protestant Irishman,
G.S.Kingston, advertised the ‘Sons of Erin’ meeting on St Patrick’s Day in 1840," and the
1849 non-sectarian ‘Sons of St Patrick’ urged the Colonial Office to increase the numbers
of Irish immigrants to South Australia." In Victoria, another Protestant Irishman, Henry
Bournes Higgins was public and persistent in his support of Home Rule. For many Irish-
born, South Australian Protestant Irishman E.B.Gleeson’s toast at an 1851 St Patrick’s
Society dinner would have resonated strongly: ‘Next to ould Ireland, the land they lived in

was one of the finest countries on earth.’"’

Discussing America, Timothy J. Meagher
describes the religious divide as ‘significant’ but ‘not inevitable’, referring to the unity
among 1798 exiles. He judges there was “two distinct [Irish] peoples in America’ by 1871.*
That the process was similar for Irish in Australia was fully revealed by the Dublin events

of 1916, the Australian conscription referenda and the Irish War of Independence. Any

non-sectarian Irish-Australian identification had largely vanished.

According to the 1911 census, the number of first generation Irish-Australians dropped

from 227,698 in 1891, to 184,470 by 1901, by 1911, 141, 365 Irish-born made up only 3.1

16 O’Farrell, The Irish in Australia, 63.

17 See South Australian of 12 March 1840.

18 See Adelaide Observor (Supplement) of 14 July 1849 for executive of 6 Irish Protestants and the committee of
22 where possibly only 6 were Catholic Irishmen.

1 _Adelaide Times, 18 March 1851.

20 Timothy J. Meagher, “The Firemen on the Stairs: Communal Loyalties in the Making of Irish America’ in J]J
Lee and Marion R. Casey, Making the Irish American. History and Heritage of the Irish in the United States, New York
University Press, New York and London, 20006, 636.



percent of the population. Almost 120,000 were residents of more than twenty years, with
only 21,382 in Australia for less than two decades. The first generation were found mostly
in the 40 to 79 age group, peaking between 65 and 74. In terms of the two regions at the
centre of this study, Victoria included a greater number of Irish-born than South Australia
— 42,082 or 3.7 percent compared to only 8,087 or 1.9 percent of the population. Chapter
One includes further discussion of population and census details in relation to these

colonies/states.

The next generation of Irish-Australian, those born to Irish parents in the colonies, often
cut their nationalist teeth on Home Rule. However this group could also be differentiated
more along class lines, with stronger middle class positions — ‘respectable’ according to
O’Farrell, probably ‘lace curtain’ Irish in the American setting — opposing ‘radicalism’ and,
for example, avoiding any association with the controversial Redmond visit in 1883.
Others, like Winter, O’Donnell and O’Loghlin, were sometimes designated by
contemporaries as ‘more Irish than the Irish’.*" Arthur Calwell’s history of membership of
radical Irish organisations in Victoria as well as his Gaelic proficiency reinforces such
identity patterns. Second generation Irish-Australians displayed more complexity in their
allegiances. For example, O’Loghlin’s role in committing local troops to the South African
War, his fervent support of the local Irish Rifle Corps, his 1914 protest against the Defence
Ministet’s opposition to nationality-based regiments, and his voluntary enlistment in 1915,
all suggest his comfortable negotiation of at least dual loyalties, if not triple. Referring in
addition to his founding local ANA involvement, and sometime presidency, he said in
1914:

I claim to be intensely Australian. My weakness (if that may be so described), or

inclination to honor (sic) the traditions of the race from which I have sprung, does
not detract from my love of my native land.”

21 See Southern Cross of 18 July 1939 for W] Denny’s assessment of JV O’Loghlin.
22 See Southern Cross of 9 January 1914.



In 1901, R.E. O’Connor, a prominent Irish-Australian legal figure was quoted as saying ‘the
Irish-Australian is just as good an Irishman as is his father, and ... he cherishes an

imperishable love for the home of his ancestors.”

This second generation of Irish-Australians can be seen in many Irish-focussed
organisations where their children, the final group with a role in this story, can sometimes
be identified. The role played by the second generation was often reflected in their
organising of educative and cultural input for others. So for example, O’Loghlin and
Calwell were closely involved with the very successful Feis (or Irish festivals) of the eatly
1920s in both Adelaide and Melbourne. Calwell’s daughter was prominent in Melbourne’s
event. But tracing the participation of third generation Irish-Australians requires more

detailed investigation; their presence in this research is shadowy at best.

Delineating which generations of Irish-Australians are players in the imperial crises being
discussed in this research requires frequent clarification. Reference to or separation of the
three generations, Irish-born, then the locally-born, and finally their children, sometimes
requires specification. Where discussion covers individual Irish-Australian lives, reference
to Appendix C, ‘Individuals in the Thesis’, might disclose place of birth, and hence
generation. Using the collective descriptor of ‘Irish-Australian’ in material which covers
sixty years and varying Irish immigration patterns, necessarily incorporates mixed
generations, and can never embrace the perspective of all participants. Thus in this

discussion, the term is typically qualified.

2 See Southern Cross of 2 August 1901. This was quoted by Sydney Cazbolic Press editor, Irishman Tighe Ryan,
in ‘Sydney News’.



Historiography

Enda Delaney, a noted historian, recently promoted the multiple benefits of a history of
Ireland which integrates the diaspora rather than marginalising it.** Accordingly, he offers a
comprehensive list of ‘subjects [which] might constitute the outline of this transnational
history’. Among his many suggestions are the shape of distant Irish ethnic identity, the
transplanted world of Irish-Catholicism, the exchange of ideas, the lives of Irish-born
figures in diaspora locations, and organisations with links across the Irish world.” The
present research incorporates elements of all these aspects of Irish-Australia, with its
greatest emphasis in one area Delaney bypasses — the part played by newspapers in
connecting the Irish world. The Irish-Catholic press in Australia occupied a position of
singular influence for many Irish-Australians, and its content offers the possibilities of
examining Delaney’s transnational factors, particularly the manifestation of Irish

identification in the Australian context.

Patrick O’Farrell and other historians of Irish-Australia

Questions about loyalty drive this research and, to date, O’Farrell’s exploration of Irish
identity has dominated historiography. In the late 1980s, however, a number of important
texts in addition to O’Farrell’s The Irish in Australia presented the story of Australia’s Irish.
In The Australian People, edited by James Jupp, the scope included convicts, immigration,
Catholicism, Protestant Irish and a focus on New South Wales and Victoria, but loyalty and
identity received little emphasis.” Chris McConville focussed ‘on the changing economic,

social and political roles’ of this group in Australia, again with an eastern geographic

2 Enda Delaney ‘Our island story? Towards a transnational history of late modern Ireland’ in Irish Historical
Studies, XXXVII, No 148, November 2011, 599-621.

% Ibid., 612-621.

2 James Jupp (ed.), The Australian People: An Encyclopaedia of the Nation, Iis Pegple and Their Origins, Angus and
Robertson, Sydney, 1988, 553-634.
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emphasis.”’ In contrast to these Australian continent-based narratives, Oliver
MacDonagh’s 1996 publication, The Sharing of the Green, uses a transnational approach. His
selection was based on ‘the implications of one national history for another’,”® and he urged
greater Australian understanding of Ireland based on immigration statistics and sectarian
conflict as well as Irish history.” Emphasising the processes by which Ireland and Australia
were enmeshed in a global London-centred system, he noted that self government
removed ‘sources of friction’ for the colonies at the same time as its repeated denial in
Ireland, ensured animosity.” His recognition that colonies were ‘knitted into the imperial
fabric’ via technological change, therefore experiencing ‘more immediate and direct
exposure’31 to the metropole, underlines the strength of the dominant Anglo culture, but
also explains the easy recognition, judgement and condemnation of Irish-Australian

disloyalty.

While O’Farrell’s impressive history suggests national coverage, the very strength of his
argument, combined with the as yet incomplete documentation of the history of the Irish
across all colonies/states, limits his account. Within this broad sweep, crucial issues such as
loyalty and identity can only attract abbreviated attention. Superficial examination of the
text and index indicates at least an 80 percent focus on New South Wales, with perhaps ten
petrcent on Victoria and the other four colonies making up the remainder. There is a strong
likelihood that more subtle distinctions about Irish-Australia would emerge from more
balanced examination of all states. For example, O’Farrell’s reference to Irish-Australia’s

‘innocent world-view based on trust of Britain and the virtues of her civilization’ in his

27 Chris McConville, Croppies, Celts and Catholics: The Irish in Australia, Edward Arnold Australia, Victoria, 1987,
7.

28 MacDonagh, The Sharing of the Green, vii-viii.

29 Ibid., xi-xviii.

30 [bid., 96.

3 Ibid.
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discussion of the execution of Dublin’s rebels, was derived from Sydney research.”
Analysis of Irish-Catholic newspapers in Melbourne and Adelaide will allow the location of

any earlier evidence of attitudes to and tensions or uncertainties about Britain.

O’Farrell’s principal arguments involve the centrality of Irish contribution to Australian
creativity and national spirit, and the strength of the assimilatory impulse.” Acknowledging
the long genesis of his claim about what the Irish offered the nation,” Miriam Dixson
argued that O’Farrell’s analysis underplayed the role of ‘class divisions within ethnicity’, and
that the original tensions, rather than having a ‘galvanic impact’ were more of a ‘fissure’,
and ‘contributed a good deal...[to] a weak national identity’.”> McConville questioned
O’Farrell’s ‘continued substantial attention to bishops and priests’,” an approach that
privileged Church hierarchy and officials, effectively silencing other sources of Irish-
Australian identity. But O’Farrell’s claim that the ‘colonies were too far and too British to
foster or even allow the survival of a sense of debt or even belonging to Ireland amongst
the local born’ has been widely accepted.” Discussing his own publication, O’Farrell
referred negatively to a late nineteenth century Catholic ‘takeover bid for sole possession of
the identity of being Irish’, yet his argument has seemed to both define and limit the space
within which Irish-Australia has been examined.” He later acknowledged his ‘greatest

pleasure’ from writing was ‘the sense of better identity that Catholics and Irish Australians

32 O’Farrell, The Irish in Australia, 263.

3 Ibid., 10-11.

34 Miriam Dixson, The Inmaginary Australian: Anglo-Celts and Identity-1788 to the present, UNSW Press, 1999, 195,
fn.48.

3 Ibid., 94-5.

36 McConville, Croppies, 16 quotes O’Farrell’s Introduction to The Catholic Church and Community in Australia: A
History, Melbourne University Press, Melbourne, 1977, vi-vii. The substantially revised 1985 edition, now
titled The Catholic Church and Community: An Australian History, does not revise this framework.

37 Patrick O’Farrell, ‘Writing the History of Irish-Australia’ in Oliver MacDonagh and WF Mandle, (eds.),
Ireland and Irish-Australia: Studies in Cultural and Political History, Croom Helm, London and Sydney, 1986, 218.
38 bid., 220.
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have from just simply the possession of these books”.”” McConville noted that O’Farrell
dismissed the second generation as ‘having no real grasp of life in Ireland’," while Helen
Bourke questioned his assumptions about Irish assimilation.* Despite critiques of Sydney-
centrism and its claims regarding assimilation, O’Farrell’s exegesis has remained the

dominant explanatory structure.*

The history of the Irish in Victoria and South Australia

Victoria, with a larger Irish population, has been well served by historians: histories of the
Church® and ecclesiastical relationships,™ biographies of its Irish prelates® (especially
Mamnix),46 and some individual ﬁgures,47 additional academic research,™ and, just in 2012,
five publications illuminating corners of Victoria’s Irish world. Val Noone’s, Hidden Ireland
in Victoria, narrates the story of the transfer and the survival of Gaelic culture. Noone’s
focus on this critical dimension of Irish identity can only hint at imperial loyalty issues."

Although Patrick Morgan’s, Melbonrne before Mannix: Catholics in Public Life 1880-1920 covers

¥ Patrick O’Farrell, ‘Patrick O’Farrell on the Irish in Australia: A Symposium’ (Chaired by Noel McLachlan
with participants, Helen Bourke, Davis McCaughey, Chris McConville and O’Farrell) in Philip Bull, Chris
McConville and Noel McLachlan (eds.), Irish Australian Studies: Papers Delivered at the Sixth Irish-Australian
Conference, July 1990, La Trobe University, Melbourne, 1990, 273.

40 Ibid., 262-3. McConville also bemoans ‘the lack of footnoting’ in The Irish in Australia.

4 Tbid., 266-7.

4 See for example Patrick | Naughtin, The Green Flag at the Antipodes: Irish Nationalism in Colonial VVictoria during
the Parnell Era 1880-91, PhD thesis, University of Melbourne, 2011, 10.

4 See Francis Mackle, The Footprints of Our Catholic Pioneers, The Adpocate Press, Melbourne, 1924, Walter
Ebbsworth, Pioneer Catholic Victoria, The Polding Press, Melbourne 1973, DF Bourke, A History of the Catholic
Chureh in Victoria, Catholic Bishops of Victoria, 1988.

4 Margaret M Pawsey, The Demon of Discord: Tensions in the Catholic Church in Victoria 1853-64, Melbourne
University Press, Melbourne, 7982, and The Popish Plot: Culture Clashes in Victoria 1860-1863, Studies in the
Christian Movement (St Patrick’s College, Manly), New South Wales, 1983.

“ TP Boland, Thomas Carr: Archbishap of Melbourne, University of Queensland Press, St Lucia, 1997.

* Niall Brennan, Dr Mannix, Rigby, Adelaide, 1964, Frank Murphy, Daniel Mannix, The Polding Press,
Melbourne, 1972, Walter Ebbsworth, Archbishop Mannix, HH Stephenson, Armadale, 1977, Michael Gilchrist,
Daniel Mannix, Priest & Patriot, Dove Communications, Blackburn, 1982, Colm ] Kiernan, Daniel Mannix and
Ireland, Allela Books, Morwell, 1984, BA Santamaria, and Darniel Mannix, Melbourne University Press, Carlton,
1984.

* See Brenda Niall, The Riddle of Father Hackett: A Life in Ireland and Australia, National Library of Australia,
Canberra, 2009.

*The fact that Melbourne University has a Chair of Irish Studies, and that Irish Studies Seminars (MISS) are
held regularly, reflects local research interest. See Elizabeth Malcolm, Philip Bull and Frances Devlin-Glass
(eds.), Ireland Down Under: Melbourne Irish Studies Seninars, 2001-2010, Newman College, University of Melbourne,
Melbourne University Custom Book Centre, Melbourne, 2012.

4 Val Noone, Hidden Ireland in Victoria, Ballarat Heritage Services, Melbourne, 2012.
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many important dimensions of the Irish-Catholic environment, particularly influential
Irish-Australian laymen and their impact, Adpocate history here is episodic, and referencing

0 A.A.Calwell inhabited Melbourne’s radical Irish world in a critical era decades

is limited.
prior to life on the national political stage. His daughter’s account is silent about issues
relating to identity and loyalty, despite his record of participation pointing to very strong
views that could reveal much about these.” The other publications relate to Archbishop
Mannix. The first encompasses the quixotic, transnational relationship between Mannix
and Irish Republican leader, Eamonn de Valera,” and the second assesses Mannix against
myths.” Such output speaks volumes for the differences between the two states. One
major source of research (and ten publications), has been generated by regular Irish-
Australian Studies conferences; these have incorporated both Victorian and South

Australian material.>

Any comprehensive account of the Irish in South Australia remains to be written. The two
volume history of Catholicism by Margaret Press” makes useful general reference to the
Irish, but both the quality, and the limitations of some observations™ indicate an ongoing

problem: the paucity of academic research on South Australia’s largest minority group.”’

50 Patrick Morgan, Melbourne Before Mannix: Catholics in Public Life 1880-1920, Connor Court Publishers,
Melbourne, 2012.

51 Mary Elizabeth Calwell, I A Bound to be True: the Life and 1 egacy of Arthur A. Calhwell, Mosaic Press,
Melbourne, 2012. Her reticence matches that in Calwell’s papers in the National Library of Australia.
(Hereafter NLA).

52 Patrick Mannix, The Belligerent Prelate: An Alliance between Archbishop Daniel Mannix and Eamonn de V alera,
Cambridge Scholars Publishing, Newcastle upon Tyne, 2012.

53 James Griffin, Daniel Mannix: Beyond the Myths, (Completed by Paul Ormonde), Garratt Publishing,
Australia, 2012.

54 Oliver MacDonagh initiated the 1980 conference; these have since been held in both Australasia and
Ireland, 2011 in Canberra, 2012 in Dunedin and 2013 in Sydney.

5 See Matgaret Press, From Our Broken Toil: South Australian Catholics 1836-1905, Archdiocese of Adelaide,
1986, and Colour and Shadow: South Australian Catholics 1906-1962, Archdiocese of Adelaide, 1991. Dr F Byrne’s
earlier work, History of the Catholic Church in South Australia, B W Cole, Adelaide, 1896, has been acknowledged
as inaccurate.

5 Referencing of material is limited, some details are inaccurate and the texts reflect a task greater than
achievable given the previous research gaps.

57 See Susan Woodburn (Pruul), The Irish in New South Wales, Victoria and South Australia 1788-1880, MA thesis,
University of Adelaide, 1974, Christopher Nance, “The Irish in South Australia during the Colony’s first four
decades’ in Journal of the Historical Society of South Australia, No 5, 1978, 66-73, Eric Richards “The Importance
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Although a survey approach to more than a century of Church history must inevitably
involve brief coverage of many aspects, in the two volumes, prominent Irish-Australians
receive attention without an accompanying narrative that establishes the history and role of
their larger community.” Using the Irish-Catholic press to identify the nature of
information provided to Victorian and South Australian readers will allow new insights into

their responses to issues involving Ireland, the Empire and Australia.

The Australasian Irish-Catholic Press

To date, few historians have utilised the richness of the Irish-focussed press in immigrant
locations as a source for understanding the diaspora; its role has been supplementary rather
than central. New Zealand, as will be discussed, stands as an exception.” In Australia,
limited recognition of the significance of Irish-Catholic newspapers derives from a wider
neglect of the religious press. Church newspapers present an equalled capacity to ‘provide a
window through which to view Australian life’."” Recognition of the importance of
newspapers ‘as a source for uncovering ideas and attitudes prevalent during [any] period’,”"
partly generated the present research. Rosa MacGinley’s analysis of the first decade of
Brisbane’s Age (forerunner of the Catholic Leader) discloses the breadth of its coverage from
1892, including ‘many incidental references to Ireland and Irish affairs’.”> Of greater

significance to the present research, her article also classifies the colonial Catholic press.

of Being Irish in Colonial South Australia’ in John O’Brien and Pauric Travers (eds.), The Irish Immigrant
Experience in Australia, Poolbeg Press, Dublin, 1991, 62-102, and ‘Irish Life and Progtess in Colonial South
Australia’ in Irish Historical Studies, Vol. XXVII, No 17, 1991, 216-236, and Ann Herraman, ‘Irish Settlers
Beyond the Tiers: Mount Barker, South Australia, 1836-1886 in the Auwstralian Journal of Irish Studies, Vol. 1,
2001, 36-48. The publication dates suggest the extent of the problem.

8 See Peter Howell, ‘South Australia’s Catholics: The First Seventy Years’ in Journal of the Historical Society of
South Australia, Vol. XVII, 1989, 189-95 for a detailed examination of flaws and gaps in the first volume. He
makes the point that the materials used ‘could have supported three or four doctoral theses’.

% Heather McNamara, ‘The New Zealand Tablet and the Trish Catholic Press Worldwide, 1898-1923” in New
Zealand Journal of History, Vol. XXXVII, 2, 2003, 153-170.

6 Jennifer Clark, “The Soul of Australia: Using Church Newspapers to open up Australian History’ in
NATIONAL Library of Australia News, Canberra, March 2002, 5.

61 See David Hilliard’s review of John Murphy, Imagining the Fifties: Private Sentiment and Political Culture in
Menzies’ Australia, Pluto Press, Sydney, 2000 in Australian Historical Studies, April, 2001, 158.

2 Rosa MacGinley, ‘The Age 1892: An Early Brisbane Catholic Newspapet” in Proceedings of Brisbane Catholic
Historical Society, Vol 10, Paper 1, 2005, 10-21.
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MacGinley’s schema includes: newspapers edited by Catholics and covering ‘Catholic
affairs sympathetically’, those ‘Catholic by policy but...not...officially diocesan
publications’, and finally, publications incorporating ‘a group of Catholic laymen and
usually several priests’.” The latter category describes the genesis of the Melbourne
Adypocate, but Adelaide’s Southern Cross, a diocesan-sanctioned limited proprietary company,

becomes a notional fourth newspaper type in this schema.”*

The question of Irish-Catholic press influence was explored briefly by Michael McKernan
in conjunction with his examination of Australia’s churches during World War One.”
Citing Melbourne T7ibune circulation figures of 13,000, he suggested Advocate readership
was ‘presumably... equally healthy’.”” But speculation about reasons for newspaper
purchase led to his conclusion that because editorials rarely generated conflict, ‘papers
contributed little to the formation of readers’ opinions’.” Accessing all editions of the
Advocate and the Southern Cross from 1899 to 1902 and 1914 to 1923, and close observation
of editorial processes for dealing with controversial topics, casts doubt on his observation.”
Claims of secular press unreliability about Ireland represented a constant, and after 1916, a
louder, outraged dimension of Irish-Catholic newspapers. This suggests reasons for their

(

central role within the Irish-Australian community,” a claim to be further explored in this

thesis.

3 Ibid., 10-11.

%4 Sydney’s Catholic Press was established in 1895 on similar lines.

95 Michael McKernan, Australian Churches at War: Attitudes and Activities of the Major Churches 1914-18, Catholic
Theological Faculty, Sydney and Australian War Memorial Canberra, 1980.

% Jhid., 21. The Tribune’s opening editorial of 13 January 1900, acknowledged ‘loyal|ty] to the traditions of the
old land,” but emphasised the impetus of Federation forcing ‘our young Australian Catholic manhood’ to
consider the terms on which ‘Australian Catholics, or as Australians minus the Catholicity’, would enter the
Commonwealth.

67 Ibid., See query in Adyocate of 16 January 1869: ‘Do you wish your advertisements to reach 20,000 Readers?’
There is no evidence this figure was reached.

98 Ihid.

9 See Appendix H-1 and 2 for Advocate and Southern Cross editorials from 1916 to 1923.

0 McKernan, Australian Churches, 21.
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Without any focussed history of the religious press in Australia, and with sparse historical
documentation of the .Advocate and the Southern Cross, a recent study of the New Zealand
Tablet, Dunedin’s Irish-Catholic paper from 1873, offers direction in this research. Heather
McNamara delineates four factors as influencing the way Irish identity was negotiated in
the Tablet between 1898 and 1923. The nature of local Irish political and cultural
development, the processes by which Catholic identity was mediated (particularly the
sectarian heights reached after the Great War), intergenerational transfer involving original
Irish immigrants and their successors (often with divergent views about Irish-Catholic
identity, culture and assimilation), and finally, the editors’ perspective on ‘the retention of

> 71

Irish identity’.” This thesis incorporates some of these factors in its analysis, principally her

emphasis on the editorial role.

McNamara’s study of the Tablet (a diocesan-backed company publication) describes the
Adypocate and Sydney’s Freeman’s Journal as ‘the most useful and frequently used’ of the seven
Australian Irish-Catholic newspapers sourced in Dunedin.” The significance of the Table/s
‘newspaper exchange network’ is clearly demonstrated. Fr William Cleary, editor from 1898
to 1910, left account and scrapbooks providing details about accessing the informal
international press system.” Although such archival wealth is unavailable for either the
Aldpocate or the Southern Cross, editors of both benefitted from and practised the ‘exchange’
system. In this process editors sent and received copies of a wide range of inter-colonial

and overseas newspapers. ' This crucial dimension of their history has not been examined.

" Heather McNamara, “The Sole Organ of the Irish Race in New Zealand? A Social and Cultural History of
the New Zealand Tablet and its Readers 1898-1923" MA thesis, University of Auckland, 2002, 43. See Eileen
McMabhon, ‘The Irish-American Press’ in Sally M Miller (ed.), The Ethnic Press in the United States: A Historical
Analysis and Handbook, Greenwood Press, New York, 1987, 181, 183-6 for discussion of critical role played by
Irish-American newspaper editors.

72 McNamara, “The New Zealand Tablet, 157. The Freeman’s Jonrnal operated from 1850.

7 Ibid., 157-8.

74 PR Wilkinson, Pers Com, 29 August 2013. According to the former editor of the Southern Cross, overseas
Catholic exchanges, such as the Buenos Aires Southern Cross, were still being received when he became editor
in 1959. It was largely in Spanish so discontinued.
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McNamara’s clarification of the Tablet’s central, connecting role in New Zealand’s Irish
community, and editorial impact on the selection and publication processes, suggests that
important insights about Irish-Australian loyalty and identity will emerge from an

equivalent Australian focus.

Patrick J. Naughtin’s close study of Victoria’s press, daily newspapers as well as the
Adpocate, during the Parnell era in Irish politics, 1880 to 1891" highlights the power of the
colonial press to aligh overseas events with local issues in ways that further marginalised a
minority group like the Irish. More detailed analysis of the Advocate and Southern Cross will
enable focus on their editorial approaches, providing new insights about these Irish-
Australian communities, and enable greater interrogation of O’Farrell’s conclusions about

Irish-Australian disconnection from Ireland.

O’Farrell devotes little attention to the role of newspapers within the Irish-Australian
community.”® Referring to the Adpocate and Southern Cross for example, he minimises their
differences. They were, he states, ‘linked” by ‘clerical approval, content and involvement,
and financial backing’,” gainsaying any difference between a family and a public company,
and flattening significant divergence. He suggests that Irish newspapers gave voice to Irish-
Australians, as well as a sense of connection with fellow Irish-Australians and with Irish
affairs, and then claims this only ‘roused or consolidated Irish consciousness for a
minority’. " In a cursory study of some 1916 secular press responses to the Faster Rising,

Peter Overlack reinforced a generalised understanding rather than illuminating the issue’s

75 Naughtin, The Green Flag at the Antipodes.

76 O’Farrell, The Irish in Australia, 143. This represents his most detailed reference to the Irish-Catholic press.
7 1bid., 108.

78 1bid., 143-4.
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complexities.” Apart from allocation of disproportionate emphasis to background (and
important factual errors),” his unexpected conclusion that by St Patrick’s Day 1918, the
Rising ‘had moved into the realm of folk legend’, overlooks major ongoing dimensions of

sectarian animosity generated within the daily press.”

The Catholic press features in Michael Hogan’s discussion of Australian sectarianism in the
context of the debate over state aid to Catholic schools. He describes how the Protestant
solidarity that emerged from the campaign reinforced Catholic marginalisation, and
strengthened criteria for further and ongoing identification of their difference.” In the
Victorian era, newspapers revealed the tenets of anti-Catholic prejudice as involving ‘a
British fear of Irish rebellion, a Protestant fear of papal domination and an establishment
fear of working class lack of refinement’.*> Assessing greater anti-Catholic virulence in
Protestant newspapers than its opposite in the Irish-Catholic press, Hogan nevertheless
singles out defensiveness, and ‘some signs of persecution complex’ in continual demands
for fair treatment.** Catholic journalists, while not anti-British, were ‘fundamentally critical
of imperial policy in Ireland’, and insisted that local policy would be impartial and
inclusive.” Differences between the secular and the Irish-Catholic press in the quantity and
quality of overseas reporting — the outcome of the ‘exchange system’ — produced
allegations ‘that Catholics looked to Rome or Ireland for their orders’.* Although Hogan

explains that the international emphasis of the newspapers was intended to inform readers

7 Peter Overlack, “Easter 1916’ in Dublin and the Australian Press: Background and Response’ in Journal of
Australian Studies, No 54/5, 1997, 188-93.

80 Mote than 2 of the 5 text pages tefer to pre-1916 factors. The 1911/12 Irish delegation is mistakenly
described as led ‘again’ by William Redmond; it was John Redmond’s son, his brother William’s nephew,
WHK Redmond.

81 Thid., 192.

82 Michael Hogan, The Sectarian Strand: Religion in Australian History, Penguin Books, Victoria, 1987, 98-100.
83 Ihid., 103.

84 Ihid.

85 Ibid., 112.

86 Thid., 127.
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about the universality of Catholic persecution,” it also clearly differentiated colonial
Catholics, reinforcing their Irish identity, and facilitating the monitoring of imperial loyalty

when required.

Although the religious press has suffered neglect, work by historians such as Elizabeth
Morrison highlights the benefits of a focus on newspapers. She endorses the importance of
researching newspaper reading habits (in addition to books and magazines) for an
understanding of nineteenth century thinking. Her study of colonial Victoria’s country
newspapers utilised Benedict Anderson’s model of ‘imagined community’.* But her focus
on the secular press excludes those readers who located the central meaning of life from
religious newspapers.” While the world view embedded in the colonial press ‘influenced
events and shaped attitudes’, it is unlikely that many Irish colonists accessed ideas in the
same way as their fellows. Her judgement, that newspapers ‘were ‘expressing and
cultivating a British...essentially middle class formulation of identity’, could hardly apply to
all first and second generation Irish-Australians.”

In the regular, multiple individual and contemporaneous acts of reading the same

texts, Benedict Anderson sees a ‘deep horizontal comradeship’...[where| the

newspaper reader, observing exact replicas of his own paper being consumed. . .is

continually reassured that the imagined world is visibly rooted in everyday life.”!
Such was not the automatic reading experience of Irish-Australians. Subsequently Morrison
qualified her advocacy of Anderson, acknowledging that newspapers ‘fostered several

separate (if sometimes overlapping and interacting) sets of identities and loyalties — the four

most obvious listed as British, local, colonial and putative national’.”” What seems to be her

87 Ibid.

8 Elizabeth Mottison, Engines of Influence. Newspapers of Country 1Victoria, 1840-90, Melbourne University Press,
Melbourne, 2005, 329-30. See Benedict Anderson, Inagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of
Nationalism, Verso, London, 1983, 9.

8 Elizabeth Morrison, ‘Reading Victoria’s Newspapers 1838-1901" in Books, Readers, Reading, Anstralian
Cultural History, No 11, 1992, 128-40.

9 1bid., 136.

o Ibid., 139.

92 Mottison, Engines of Influence, 329.
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foremost loyalty (implicit in the order) could not be assumed as incorporating all Irish-
Australians. Examining Irish-Catholic newspapers at times of imperial crisis presents
opportunities to track their promotion of loyalties, and locate some insights about the

complex issue of Irish identification.

Irish-Australian Identity

Irish-Australian communities were defined, and identified by both Irishness and (mostly)
Catholicism. Kevin Molloy’s research, although not incorporating South Australia, shows
how both Irish devotional and national literature was imported using ‘personal contacts
and...Irish diaspora networks’ to meet local demand. He suggests that by 1880 ‘in some
Irish ethnic enclaves [in New South Wales and Victoria there was a vigorous] Irish national
and Catholic subculture’.” O’Farrell however concluded that the majority of Irish-
Australians responded to Ireland by appreciating the differences in Australia, and were

stimulated ‘to work out their own distinctive identity’.”*

Much of O’Farrell’s argument suggests close collaboration with Louise Anne Mazzaroli.”
Her work (preceding Molloy’s) disputes the existence of an Irish subculture in New South
Wales, and accords with O’Farrell’s conclusion that the ‘artificial’ subculture emerged from
clerical imposition, mobilisation and control aimed at strengthening Catholicism.”
Significantly, she asserts that despite Catholic newspapers devoting substantial space to

Irish items and Irish-Australian activities, ‘this concealed the widespread apathy and

9 Kevin Molloy, “The Politics of Reading: Identity and the Australian Irish Reading Experience, 1800-1880°
in Brad and Kathryn Patterson (eds.), Ireland and the Irish Antipodes: One World or Worlds Apart?, Anchor Books,
Sydney, 2010, 156.

9% O’Farrell, The Irish in Australia, 144.

% See Louise Anne Mazzaroli, The Irish in New South Wales, 1884-1914, Some Aspects of the Irish Sub Culture, PhD
thesis, University of New South Wales, 1979. Many bibliography items were ‘in the possession of P
O’Farrell’, while a personal, hand written dedication identifies a close professional association.

% Ibid., 298.
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divergence of views within the Irish population’.”” She dismisses the importance of Irish
social and cultural organisations on the basis of disproportionately small memberships,
limited life spans, leadership confined within an elite also heading other groups, and the
role of Australian not Irish reasons in their formation.” Such an approach to argument,
establishing a limited proposition or assertion, based often on a single example, facilitates
her speedy response. For example, discussing declining clubs of the 1880s, she suggests,
without evidence, that wealthier Irish avoided membership because it was not ‘particularly
fashionable to espouse an interest in Ireland or any form of Irish activity’.” Given the
limitations of these arguments, and their questionable application to South Australia and

Victoria, the importance of a closer focus on the mechanisms by which Irish-Australians

negotiated identity issues becomes more evident.

Irish-Australian identity encapsulates three important dimensions in this research; all three
were also perceived as involving questions of loyalty. The three include the place of

institutional Catholicism (crucial in the existence and motivation of both the Adpocate and

100

Southern Cross), " the critical role of St Patrick’s Day as a site for community performance

of identity, and visiting Irish delegations and their impact. St Patrick’s Day has attracted

101

research interest: as an expression of Irish nationalism,  as a site for clerical-lay

competition over control,'” significantly, as a simultaneous statement of intense identity

97 Ibid., 77. No evidence is provided for this claim.

8 Ibid., 115.

9 Ihid., 80.

100 See O’Farrell, The Catholic Church, passim, and Campion, Australian Catholics, 1-90.

101 Oliver MacDonagh, ‘Irish Culture and Nationalism Translated: St Patrick’s Day, 1888, in Australia’ in
Oliver MacDonagh , Mandle, WF and Travers, Pauric (eds.), Irish Culture and Nationalism, 1750-1950, Gill and
MacMillan, Dublin, 1983, 69-81, and Clement Macintyre, “The Adelaide Irish and the Politics of St Patrick’s
Day 1900-1918” in Rebecca Pelan (ed.), Irish Australian Studies Papers, Delivered at the Seventh Irish-Australian
Studies Conference July 1993, Crossing Press, Sydney, 1994, 182-196.

102 Caroline Williams, ‘Moran, Mannix and St Patrick’s Day’ in Philip Bull et al (eds.), [reland and Australia,
1798-1998, Crossing Press, Sydney, 2000, 143-151.
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' and an explicit display of imperial disloyalty.'”* MacDonagh’s account of diverse

pride,
colonial celebrations in 1888 — ‘a superficially bewildering spectacle of political ambivalence
and contrariety’ — presents a ‘slice of history’ approach. He depicts:

a doubly colonial condition in...Irish national expatriates of whom confessions of

imperial faith were, almost ritualistically demanded ....The colonial condition

enjoined a considerable measure of conformity as well as of defiance, conformity

being necessary for social survival, defiance for self regard.'”
His insights about the complexity of colonial identity have resonance and applicability
beyond Federation. Both Clement Macintyre and Caroline Williams use the Irish-Catholic
press to bolster arguments about the day’s reflection of identity confusion, and later in the
wat, as a vehicle for loyalty statements.'" Macintyre cites 14 issues of the Southern Cross over
six different years to suggest conclusions about the determination of Adelaide’s Irish to
merge with the dominant culture rather than assert their Irishness.'”” He argues that:

It was the news of the Easter Week rising and its aftermath that acted to change the

way the Australian-Irish saw themselves and their relationship with the rest of the

broader Australian community.'”
In contrast to the apparent certainty from Macintyre and O’Farrell about the assimilation
momentum among Australia’s Irish, Mary ] Hickman’s study of the Irish in Britain reaches
an instructively different conclusion.

A low profile is not evidence of assimilation but of a specific response by Irish

people to the various anti-Irish and anti-Catholic discourses and practices, which

have been encountered and negotiated within the context of specific communal
institutions."”

103 Caroline Williams, ‘Collective Identity and Memory in Melbourne’s St Patrick’s Day Celebrations, 1900-
1939’ in Tadhg Foley and Fiona Bateman, (eds.), Irish-Australian Studies: Papers Delivered at the Ninth Irish
Aoustralian Conference, Galway, April 1997, Crossing Press, Sydney, 2000, 273-285.

104 Elizabeth Kwan, “The Australian Flag: Ambiguous Symbol of Nationality in Melbourne and Sydney, 1920-
1921°, in Australian Historical Studies, Vol. XX VI, No 103, October 1994, 280-303.

105 MacDonagh, ‘Irish Culture and Nationalism’, 80.

106 Williams, ‘Collective Identity’, 285, uses 15 Advocate and 2 Tribune issues.

107 Macintyre, “The Adelaide Irish’, 195-6.

108 Jhid., 194.

109 Mary ] Hickman, ‘Alternative historiographies of the Irish in Britain: a critique of the
segregation/assimilation model” in Roger Swift & Shetidan Gilley (eds.), The Irish in VVictorian Britain: The Local
Dimension, Four Courts Press, Dublin, 1999, 253.
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Claims of detachment about Ireland can also be contradicted by looking at evidence about
Irish-Australians gathered by surveillance authorities from 1917. In addition to a
continuous rather than an episodic newspaper research method (used by Macintyre and
Williams), this evidence reveals that, in Adelaide, for example, Irish identification,

responding to local hostility, had been tactically dormant for many, rather than extinct.

Identity and Input from Ireland

Irish figures visited many diaspora sites including Australia between 1881 and 1923. In an
article pivotal for its fleshing out the layers and complexity of Irish identity, historian Alan
O’Day "looked at such visits ‘from the vantage point of the formation of an imagined
community or network’.""! His focus was the United States — ‘it had the greatest
significance’. In terms of numbers, sometimes financial contributions, the point is valid,
but to dismiss ‘Southern hemisphere lands...[as] too distant’ somewhat arrogantly begs the
question of distant from where, as well as discounting their diaspora experience.112 While
the function of the Australian visits was ostensibly two-fold, educative and fund-raising,
there were important consequences of strengthening Irish identity and publicly assembling
large sections of the ‘imagined’ Irish community. While O’Day’s conclusion concurs with
O’Farrell’s repudiation of any sustaining engagement from Irish-Australians beyond these
visits,'"” the newspaper narrative studied here suggests a more complex association.'* The
Melbourne Adpocate and the Adelaide Southern Cross were closely identified with the visits

(through editorial involvement) and preserve a powerful record of local responses,

110 See Enda Delaney and Donald M McRaild (eds.), Introduction’ in Irish Migration, Networks and Ethnic
Identities Since 1750, Routledge, London and New York, 2007, xiii, for reference to O’Day as ‘the leading
scholar of the political networks sustained by Irish communities around the world...".

111 Alan O’Day, ‘Imagined Irish Communities: Networks of Social Communication of the Irish Diaspora in
the United States and Britain in the Late Nineteenth and Early Twentieth Centuries’ in Delaney and
MacRaild, Irish Migration Networks, 251.

112 Ibid., 267.

113 See O’Farrell, The Irish in Australia, 229, 232.

114 See O’Day ‘Imagined Irish Communities’, 267-9. He atgues American tours resulted in ‘commitment [that
was| fragile and was not sustained’.
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including financial contributions, and ongoing relationships between visitors and local
identities.'” Figure 1 demonstrates the close nature of the association between Michael
Davitt and Adelaide figure, ].V. O’Loghlin. Both the letter’s tone and the language —
mention of names, reference to ‘your friends out here’, and use of the metaphor of the
‘dead body on the dissecting table’— suggest continuing friendship between these two men.
While loyalty issues dominated in visits of the 1880s and during the Irish Civil War in 1923,
chronicling all missions is incomplete.''® Analysis of the timeframe and details of all five
official Irish Parliamentary Party (IPP) delegations (1881, 1883, 1889, 1906, and 1911/12)
and the numerous unofficial visits by prominent individuals to Australasia awaits

117
research.

115 See Michael Davitt to JV O’Loghlin, Letters, 30 November 1895, 21 May, 18 September 1896, 13 August
1897, NLA, MS4520/3.

116 See Malcolm Campbell, John Redmond and the Irish National League in Australia and New Zealand,
1883’ in History, 86, July 2001, 348-62, and Mark Finnane, ‘Deporting the Irish Envoys: Domestic and
National Security in 1920’s Australia, The Journal of Imperial and Commonwealth History, DOI: 10.
1080/03086534.2013.789276.

117 See Appendix A for details of all visits. See Jeff Kildea, “The Redmond Brothers” Australian Tour 1883: A
Narrative Account’, available at jeffkildea.com (accessed 6 September 2013), and recent work by Fidelma EM
Breen, “Yet we are told that Australians do not sympathise with Ireland™: A Study of South Australian
support for Irish Home Rule, 1883 to 1912,, M Phil, University of Adelaide, 2013.
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ETTER (FROM THE CHIEF
SECRETARY OF SOUTH

AUSTRALIA. -
# Chief Booretary’s Office, Adlhido,
T 21st July, 1896, -

#¥Mx Dzan Mx Daviry—I have yours re the
Convention, I brought lhoauﬁabe{on the
laxt meeting of the I N Federstion, and a reso
Iution was eabried that s Jatter of ccngrataln
tion and sympathy should be forwarded. Thii
was done by the tut wuil by aur President,
Mr Glynn, on behalf of tha Irnhun aad sym
poathisers of Bouth Austealin,

“Will you allow me in addition to sxpreu
my earnest hopo that tha Convention uy by

HON.J ¥V O'LOGHLIN,
Chisf Becrotary Bouth Australis, Vics-Presi.
dent of the Beuth Australian l’mh Nastional
!‘edﬁnﬁon.

tho means of ronuiting the National , 50
that they may fight shoulder to shou
sgainst the common onemay, With Ivishmen
th-matm divided nothing esa bo scoom-
i‘) < It in mont duhurhging to Hom
mln the Colonies to son the factions, dis.
. nod continual wrangling among: Irish
Mm and 3 in the old mtry.
“Y think I am exprosung the
tenths of your friends out bere tn "y tht
thyd-in th utmout toleration and
n towards thoss who may differ in ka
!Nu the msjority, but omce any n&r
!drudino-nd and & decasion srrived l&byn
m}ority. there shoald be a loyal scquinsconce
by the mincrity. Komtymoga onTy ont any

ventu
alsoone of delogabes from 8 Australia at
the Irisk Anstraiisn Convention, when the
Movsra Bedmopd wern beare in 1885 [ muost
sinceraly bope that the Onavention will have
the effect of restering that unity to your ranky
by which all Yious wuocesses bave bees
schisved, and t which the Irish camme
will, ”ur be once agein liks sdsd body on
[ 3 dluoctin‘ hblt.—&actnly ;
“J O’Looxuq,
.f!rKDavih.l(P. Dublin T

Figure 1. ].V. O’Loghlin to Michael Davitt, Front Page Letter

in Dublin Freeman’s Journal, 21 July 1896
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Identity and Empire

Historian Neville Meaney describes Irish-Australian ‘support for the Empire and
Britishness’ as ‘reserved”.'”® While suggesting most could identify with ‘the Anglo-Celtic
race and the British Empire’, Meaney confines examples of demonstrated allegiance to
Bede Dalley in1885,'"” and an 1888 statement from Cardinal Moran."” Catherine Hall’s
more graded scrutiny of what being ‘British” meant to those moving across the Empire
highlights the range of imperial issues faced by Irish-Australians from the 1860s. She
identifies the ‘ambivalence of the Irish as both insiders and outsiders, colonized by the
English and colonizing the sites of Empire’. Further, she questions whether they were
British or not, and if British, ‘what did this mean’, and if not, what were they? Suggesting
that identity ‘is formed by the interconnections of the positive presence of the self and the
negative excluded dimensions distinguished as the other’, Hall argues that being Irish or
Australian ‘meant being some things and not others’.'”' Although Noel McLachlan
employed the concept of ‘reversible loyalties’ in relation to publications of the mid-1890s,
the notion has wider application. He argued that ‘under simultaneous bombardment from
Irish, Australian and British propaganda, Irish and Irish Australian hearts could shift from
one to the other (or Empire) and back again...”."* For all Irish residing in the Empire,
Britain’s conflicts could affect identity formation, place loyalties towards their new
homelands under pressure, and construct perceived, often monitored (and unwanted)

obligations towards the Empire. Within this atmosphere, the nature of information sources

118 Neville Meaney, ‘In History’s Page’: Identity and Myth’ in Deryck M Schreuder and Stuart Ward (eds.),
Australia’s Empire, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2008, 370.

119 As acting NSW Premier, Dalley was instrumental in dispatching a contingent of troops to the Sudan. See
Chapter 2 for further discussion of this event.

120 Ibid., 371.

121 Catherine Hall, “What did a British World Mean to the British? Reflections on the Nineteenth Century’ in
Philip Buckner and R Douglas Francis (eds.), Rediscovering the British World, University of Calgary Press,
Canada, 2005, 23-4.

122 Noel MacLachlan, ‘Irish Organs and Reversible Nationalism: the Irish-Australian and Irish Australia 1894-
5’ in Oliver MacDonagh and WF Mandle (eds.), I7ish-Australian Studies: Papers Delivered at the Fifth Irish-
Australian Conference, Australian National University, Canberra, 1989, 185.
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available to Irish-Australians represented critical factors. The Irish-Catholic press occupied

a position of singular influence in the lives of many Irish-Australians.

Comparative Approaches to Irish-Australia

A comparative approach seems to have been under-utilised by historians in analysing the
Irish-Australian experience, a point noted by New Zealand historians in relation to
symmetry between Auckland’s Bishop Liston (tried for sedition in 1922), and Archbishop
Mannix.'” Malcolm Campbell’s examination of corresponding patterns between Irish-
Australia and America,' in particular, responses to events in Ireland between 1914 and
1921, reinforces the value of such cross-diaspora cornparison.125 He uses the Irish-Catholic
press to support arguments about Irish-Australia’s constraint and timidity in responding to
Ireland, but his account does not recognise the impact of surveillance.'” He emphasises
World War One’s domestic consequences more than Irish-Australian responses to the
savagery of the Anglo-Irish War. And Campbell concurs with O’Farrell about this
community in the Civil War ‘turn[ing] away, confused, angty and embarrassed, now
anxious to cast off ties with home and pursue their own lives abroad’."”’ This claim, so
important in terms of Irish-Australian identity, needs greater substantiation. '** Campbell’s
recent focus on Irish immigrants in the Pacific world establishes important lines for more

extensive comparative studies of the diaspora.'” His work thus exemplifies Delany’s

123 Nicholas Reid, James Michael Liston: A Life, Victoria University Press, Wellington, 2006, 20-1.

124 See Malcolm Campbell, ‘Exploring Comparative History: The Irish in Australia and the United States’ in
Pelan, Irish Australian S tudies, 342-54, and ‘Irish Nationalism and Immigrant Assimilation: Comparing the
United States and Australia’ in Australasian Journal of American Studies, Vol XVI, No 2, December 1996, 25-44.
125 Malcolm Campbell, ‘Emigrant responses to war and revolution, 1914-21: Irish opinion in the United States
and Australia’, in Irish Historical Studies, XXX1I, No.125, May 2000, 75-92.

126 [hid., 76.

127 Thid.

128 See Malcolm Campbell, Ireland’s New Worlds: Immigrants, Politics and Society in the United States and Australia
1815-1922, University of Wisconsin Press, Wisconsin, 2008, 180-2 for discussion of post-war Irish-Australian
reactions.

129 See Malcolm Campbell, ‘Irish Immigrants in the Pacific World” in Geary and McCatthy, Ireland, Australia,
3-13, and Ireland’s New World, 16-2, 167-70, 174-77.
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subsequent call for ‘the use of transnational analysis that investigates particular topics or

: . 130
themes across national boundaries’.

This historiographical survey indicates the strength of O’Farrell’s analysis as the accepted
wisdom about Irish-Australia, suggesting that his schema of assimilation has discouraged
investigation of the loyalty continuum. However, allusions from historians such as Craig
Wilcox suggest the persistence of a climate judging Irish-Australian disloyalty. He mentions
their ‘unease with Empire and imperial responsibilities’,131 opposition to the Sudan War,"*
and the most resolute ‘active dissenters’ to the South African War as being ‘in the churches
[and] in Irish communities’.'” Without evidence, these judgements portray a disloyal
community. Using the transnational milieu within which the Irish-Catholic press flourished,

this thesis will examine the breadth and depth of such disloyalty within Victoria and South

Australia.

Theoretical Contexts
This section will briefly examine the theoretical compass points which inform this research:
Imperialism and Colonialism, Diaspora and Nationalism. It will also clarify the

transnational approach underpinning this thesis.

Imperialism and Colonialism
Imperialism influences this research in two ways. One relates to the disputed question of
Ireland’s position in the Empire; the other involves Australia and the Empire. Both

perspectives reflect the racialised nature of nineteenth century imperialism. Theoties of

130 Delaney, ‘Our island story?’, 601.

131 Craig Wilcox, Australia’s Boer War: The War in South Africa 1899-1902, Oxford University Press (in
association with the Australian War Memorial), Oxford, 2002, 10.

132 Thid., 11.

133 [bid., 315.
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imperialism began emerging late in that century, ™ largely in response to European
dissection of Africa;"” the expanding field allowed retrospective analysis of Australian
colonies within broader paradigms. Imperial sites were distinguished by their Eurocentric
or peripheral focus, with settler, franchise and conquest colonies increasingly

differentiated.”®

The nature of imperial intent also attracted attention."”” Insights about
white settler colonies — defining all colonists as colonisers involved in domination — have
complicated the position of Irish immigrants: colonised by Britain but scarcely ‘passive

victims’ in Australia."”®

According to Jennifer Ridden, although Irish consciousness of their role in the Empire,
varied, they ‘took part in the construction of the identities. .. rang[ing] from senses of
diasporic Irish identity, emerging colonial national identities, and a sense of British imperial
identity’."” In the Australian colonies, Irish-Australian silence about the Indigenous
occupiers of the continent suggests collaboration in the implementation of racial policy.
C.C. Eldridge, however, suggests that ‘the most influential” imperial outcome was [the]
increased association of certain races with unfitness for self-government’.'*’ His allusion to
Ireland is supported by L. Perry Curtis J1’s assessment of Irishmen in Victorian caricatures

as ‘wholly (sic) un-English [who] reinforce[d] the widespread conviction in Britain that the

134 See Sir Chatles W Dilke, Greater Britain: A Record of Travel in English-Speaking Conntries during 1866 and 1867,
Macmillan, London, 1869, and Sir John R Seely, The Expansion of England, Roberts Brothers, Boston, 1883.
135 The ‘new imperialism’ associated with expansion from the 1870s was the precipitant, the theories’ time
range incorporated the African colonial enterprise of the decades.

136 See Ronald Robinson, Non-European foundations of European imperialism; sketch for a theory of
collaboration’ in Roger Owen and Bob Sutcliffe (eds.), Studies in the Theory of Imperialism, Longman, London
1972, 117-142, P] Cain and AG Hopkins, British Imperialisn, Innovation and Expansion, 1688-1914, Longman,
London, 1993, ] Gallagher, The Decline, Revival and Fall of the British Empire: The Ford Lectures and Other Essays,
(edited by Anil Seal) Cambridge, New York 1982, and Andrew S Thompson, Imperial Britain: The Empire in
British Politics ¢.1880-1932, Pearson Education, Harlow, 2000.

137 See Bernard Porter, The Absent-Minded Imperialists. Empire, Society and Culture in Britain, Oxford University
Press, Oxford, 2004.

138 Carl Bridge and Kent Fedorowich, ‘Mapping the British World’, in Carl Bridge and Kent Fedorowich
(eds.), The British World: Diaspora, Culture and 1dentity, Frank Cass, London, 2003, 3.

139 Jennifer Ridden, ‘Britishness as an imperial and diasporic identity: Irish elite perspectives, ¢.1820-70s.” in
Peter Grey (ed.), Victoria’s Ireland? Irishness and Britishness, 1837-1901, Four Coutts Press, Dublin, 2004, 88.
140 CC Eldridge, British Imperialism in the Nineteenth Century, Macmillan, London, 1984, 139.
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Gaelic Irish...were unfit for self—government’.141 Historian David Fitzpatrick’s assessment

is explicit: the ‘duality in British perceptions’ of the Irish [who] veered unpredictably
between savagery and childlike dependency’ approximated ‘Imperial attitudes towards

native peoples’.'*

Ireland’s imperial position was ambiguous; its colonial status has been hotly contested.'*’
Irish-Australians, many perhaps unaware of the complexities, nevertheless cleatly
recognised that their Irish kin were denied the rights and opportunities they enjoyed as
colonists. Given the distinctive treatment of Ireland in comparison to Scotland and Wales,
and important colonial policy correlation, for example India, Fitzpatrick’s classification of
Ireland as a ‘hybrid administration” incorporating colonial features is apt."** Within Ireland
itself, perceptions of colonial status linked to foreign occupation, underpinned fervent
republican understandings both of the inviolability of the Irish nation (suggested at the
head of this chapter), and its regenerative capacity, despite English malevolence.

5 the nature

Imperial connections defined the relationship between Britain and Australia,
of colonial society,'** and expectations of Australian responses to the Empire’s crises.'” As

the Australian colonies expanded in stages after 1788, colonists continued to rely on Britain

for ‘capital, export markets, immigrants and protection’. The level of imperial control

14 1. Perry Curtis Jt., Apes and Angels: The Irishman in Victorian Caricature (Revised Edition), Smithsonian
Institution Press, Washington, 1997, 146.

142 David Fitzpatrick, ‘Ireland and the Empire’ in Roger Louis and Alaine Low (eds.), The Oxford History of the
British Empire, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2000, 499.

14 See for example, Keith Jeffrey (ed.), An Irish Empire? Aspects of Ireland and the British Empire, Manchester
University Press, Manchester, 1996, Stephen Howe, Ireland and Empire: Colonial 1 egacies in Irish History and
Culture, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2000, and Terrence McDonogh (ed.), Was Ireland a Colony?
Economics, Politics and Culture in Nineteenth Century Ireland, Irish Academic Press, Dublin, 2005.

144 Fitzpatrick, Ireland and Empire, passim.

145 John Hirst, ‘Empire, State, Nation’, in Schreuder and Ward, Australia’s Empire, 141-62.

146 See KS Inglis, The Austratian Colonists: An Exploration of Social History 1788-1870, Melbourne University
Press, Melbourne, 1974, passim.

147 Stuart Ward, ‘Security: Defending Australia’s Empire’, in Schreuder and Watd, Awstralia’s Empire, 232-46.
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remained muted and local management flourished.'* Ronald Robinson’s sketch
acknowledges tensions when colonial nationalists sensed imperial interference, but he
suggests an effective partnership in which London gradually dispensed constitutional
favours while continuing to receive political and military cooperation. Within this mutually
beneficial exchange, the majority of ‘ideal, prefabricated’ settlers identified strongly with the
imperial centre, their loyalty an assumed by-product of this identification.'” Irish-
Australians, however, were located on the lower level of this imported hierarchy: their

status and power differentiated and their loyalty often doubted.

David Cannadine argues that as ‘settler’ colonies, their establishment as ‘white men’s

> 150
>

countries’ produced formal disregard and sustained undermining of ‘inferior’ races...
while ideas of hierarchy were also imported. ‘Colonial settlers were ‘determined to replicate
what they believed to be the British social order’.””' Within this context, there is a general

and problematic silence about Irish awareness that their complicity in dispossessing

. . . . . . 152
Indigenous Australians recreated the eviction processes endemic in Ireland.

In Australia however, as beneficiaries of London’s ‘constitutional favours’, many Irish
increasingly resented London’s coercive denial of the same rights to their families in
Ireland. Gladstone’s espousal of Home Rule in 1886 was seen as having ‘awakened the
slumbering genius of Imperialism’."”’ The hope of Home Rule not only dominated Irish-

Australian communities from 1886 (through the Irish-Catholic press, IPP visits and

148 Robinson, ‘Non-Eutropean foundations’, 124-6.

199 Thid., 117-142.

150 David Cannadine, Ornamentalism: How the British Saw Their Empire, Allen Lane, the Penguin Press, London,
2001, 27.

151 Thid., 31.

152 See Ann McGrath, ‘Shamrock Aborigines: the Irish, the Aboriginal Australians and their children’ in
Aboriginal History, Vol. XXXIV, 2010, 55-84 for elaboration of this point.

153 Nicholas Mansergh, The Irish Question 1840-1921, George Allen & Unwin Ltd, London, 1965, 179. The
descriptor is attributed to Lord Salisbury, Mansergh links Chamberlain’s opposition to Home Rule and ‘his
emergence as the most ‘formidable of the new imperialists’.
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financial demands), but also moulded their attitudes towards Empire, if inherently from

1880, explicitly from 1914 when implementation seemed assured.

Diaspora

The Irish question is a world question, because the Irish race is a world race ... The

Irish race as a whole is by now no secondary thing. It numbers about 20,000,000 of

souls knitted together by memory and sympathy like the Jews.... It will never rest

nor cease to harass and thwart British aims...until the situation in Ireland is

somehow definitely and drastically altered.”
Links between this 1919 statement, an early, implied understanding of the concept of
diaspora, and Khachig Tololyan’s definition in 2012 — ‘those communities of the dispersed
who develop varieties of association that endure at least into their third generation’ —
demonstrate surprising resonance.'” Importantly, both realign concentration from a
narrow focus on one country, and assume the inclusion of generations beyond the
emigrant.”® Anderson’s use of the term ‘long-distance nationalism’ to describe relationships
between the diaspora and the country of origin, encapsulates the extended impact of a past

and a homeland on individual lives."’

The term ‘diaspora’ has been increasingly applied to the exodus of ‘at least 10 million
people’ from Ireland since 1800."° Originally describing Jewish dispersal, more recently
Armenian and African, to name a few, its use fully includes the experience of the Irish
beyond Ireland, ‘acknowledg|ing] that the ‘old country’...always ha[ving] some claim on

their loyalty and emotions’."”” Some are cautious, however, that frequent use of the term

154 See Adpocate of 13 September 1919. The item was attributed to the London Observer of 22 June, in a new
column, a response to the conflict: ‘Ireland and Ireland’s Cause’.

155 Khachig Tololyan, ‘Diaspora Studies: Past, Present and Promise’ in International Migration Institute Working
Papers, Paper 55, April 2012, University of Oxford, 8.

156 ‘Einda Delaney, Kevin Kenny and Donald M MacRaild “The Irish Diaspora’ in Irish Economic and Social
History, XXXIII, 20006, 39, 43.

157 Benedict Anderson, ‘Globalization and its Discontents’ in Fiedd Day Review, 1, 2005, 185.

158 Quoted in Delaney, Kenny and MacRaild, “The Irish Diaspora’, 36.

15 Robin Cohen, Global Diasporas: An Introduction, UCL Press, London, 1997, ix.
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where shared meaning is assumed carries the risk of undermining its value.'”’ Some
theorists such as William Safran'®' and Robin Cohen'® have attempted to refine the

concept, yet critics have persisted in identifying its intrinsic limitations.'®

In 20006, noted historians of Ireland, Delaney, Kenny and McRaild, dissected the concept
of diaspora in relation to Ireland, evaluating drawbacks and advantages as the term has
been applied in existing literature. Delaney identified diasporic diversity issues — the
necessity for multi-generational studies in the various locations, the uncertain relationship
between homeland and settlement, and the evolution of ‘distinctive and often competing
identities’ — as important to clarify and incorporate before ‘the true potential of diasporic
history [can be exploited] as a conceptual tool for historians’.'** Kenny’s scepticism
permeated his insistence that comparison must ‘capture the diversity [and] the uniformity
of the global Irish experience’ before diaspora can reveal ‘new avenues of enquiry’.'” And
for MacRaild, ‘the core meaning of diaspora comprises a triangular dialogue between the
homeland and...new communities [and] a consciousness of being part of an international
community’.'* This study reflects many of these qualifications in its focus on the role and
place of the Irish-Catholic press in connecting Ireland and Australia and the wider

diaspora, and both the development and disruption of Irish-Australian identity in response

to the loyalty demands of imperial crises.

160 In an important, much quoted text, Donald Harman Akenson, The Irish Diaspora: A Primer, PD Meaney
Company Inc Publishers, Toronto, 1996, 6-9 defines Irish, but not diaspora.

161 William Safran, ‘Diasporas in Modern Societies: Myths of Homeland and Retutn’, in Diaspora, Vol. 1, No
1, 1991, 83-99.

162 Robin Cohen, Global Diasporas: An Introduction, UCL Press, London, 1997, ix, 1-29.

163 Malcolm Campbell, ‘Diasporas’ in New Zealand Journal of History, Vol. XXXVII, No 2, 2003, 1-5.

164 Delaney et al, “The Irish Diaspora’, 45.

165 Jhid., 51.

166 [hid., 58.
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For Khachig Tololyan, use of the term identification incorporates a ‘more flexible and
reversible process’ than identity which ‘risks reification and essentialism”.'" This important
distinction reinforces McLachlan’s notion of ‘reversible loyalties” '*® and highlights
contrasting issues faced by Irish emigrants to colonial Australia. MacDonagh’s reminder of
religion providing a ‘powerful separator’ is amplified by McLachlan’s point that use of the

term ‘Irish” implicitly excluded Protestant Irish.'”’

This group, possibly five to six percent
of the population (in comparison to 20 percent Catholic Irish), could choose Irish
identification, a choice unavailable to most Irish-Catholics, and one with multiple
consequences in strongly British-identified Australia. While Irish-Catholics occupy the

central position in this research (with their newspapers constituting the major source),

those Protestant Irish sharing a common nationalist commitment also receive attention.

Examining the mass media and information flow around the British Empire, Simon ]
Potter looks at ‘webs’, ‘networks’ and systems. He questioned Anderson’s ‘simplistic’
argument ‘that newspapers helped associate particular ‘print languages’ with ‘perceived
national identities’. Referring to evidence from John B Thompson that business
encouraged ‘media concerns to look beyond the borders of the nation’, he judged colonial
newspapers as potentially creating ‘a sense of inclusion in a wider imperial community’, not
nourishing nationalism.'” But ultimately the media ‘worked to promote different identities’.
In ways intermeshing with this research on a number of levels, Potter describes ‘Tlocal,
national and imperial identities coexist[ing] and compet[ing] in patterns that changed over

time...”.""! Potter’s framing accords completely with the focus of this research which

167 Tololyan, ‘Diaspora Studies’, 11.

168 See 22 above for discussion of MclLachlan’s concept of ‘reversible loyalties’.

169 MacDonagh, ‘Irish in Victoria’ 581, and Trevor McClaughlin ‘Protestant-Irish Settlement’ 573, in Jupp, The
Australian People.

170 Simon B Potter, “Webs, Networks, and Systems: Globalization and the Mass Media in the Nineteenth- and
Twentieth-Century British Empire’ in Journal of British Studies, Vol XILVI, No 3, July 2007, 623-4.

71 Ibid., 646.
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identifies both first and second generation Irish-Australians as negotiating Irish, imperial

and Australian identities and loyalties.

Returning to O’Day (who incorporated Anderson’s ‘imagined communities’ into his
delineation of Irish networks and identity) his approach to identity issues highlighted
valuable sociological concepts.'”” From ] Milton Yinget’s argument that full ethnicity must
combine self-identification, identification by others and shared activities,"” O’Day
concluded that an Irish network or aggregate not only ebbs and flows, but is not co-
terminus with population statistics.'* O’Day attributes 1890s pan-Catholicism as shaping a
religious rather than an ethnic identity. This accords with Yinger’s view that immigrants are
impacted by complementary processes of assimilation and dissimulation.'”” Another
theorist, Don Handleman posited four levels of ethnicity: ‘ethnic category’ (loose
connections recognising cultural distinction between the group and outsiders), ‘ethnic
network’ (consistent intra-group interaction), ‘ethnic association’ (development of political
organisations to meet common goals), and ‘ethnic community’ (holding permanent and
mentally bounded territory beyond its political organisation). Combining this framework
with Anderson’s ‘imagined community’, O’Day described the development of group
consciousness, particularly emphasising that visits from Irish delegates ‘foster[ed]... self
awareness’.”* Such visits functioned as temporary elevation of some Irish-Americans up
Handleman’s ladder."”” Herbert ] Gan’s notion of ‘symbolic ethnicity’ described those

whose ethnicity was contingent on ‘affiliation with an abstract collectivity’, something

172 For O’Day’s earlier use of these concepts see John Hutchinson and Alan O’Day, ‘The Gaelic Revival in
London, 1900-22: limits of ethnic identity” in Roger Swift and Sheridan Gilley (eds.), The Irish in VVictorian
Britain: the Local Dimension, Four Courts Press, Dublin, 1999, 254-76, and Alan O’Day ‘The Political Behaviour
of the Irish in Great Britain in the later Nineteenth and Early Twentieth Centuries’ in John Belchem and
Klaus Tenfelde (eds.), I7ish and Polish Migration in Comparative Perspective, Klartext Verlag, Essen, 2003, 75-92.
173 ] Milton Yinger, “Toward a theory of assimilation and dissimilation’ in E#hnic and Racial Studies, Vol IV, No
3, July 1981, 250.

174 O’Day, ‘Imagined Irish Communities’, 257.

175 Yinger,.”Toward a theory’, 261.

176 O’Day, ‘Imagined Irish Communities’, 266

77 Ibid., 269.
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different from real interaction.'”® Gan associated this with the third generation, O’Day

however, found earlier supportive evidence on delegate tours.'”

In a study which resonates with O’Day, and McNamara’s emphasis on inter-generational
pressure points,”™ Timothy J. Meagher’s analysis of Irish-American identity between 1880
and 1928, highlights change across generations. Although the context differs from colonial
and federating Australia, his wide-ranging dissection of the decades enables comparison.
Differentiating the native-born from initial immigrants (who saw themselves as exiles), he
judges their children as loyal to Ireland, and devoutly Catholic, immersed in ‘devotional
practices’. '™ He argues that before the 1890s Irish ‘embraced” American culture but
amongst the domestic and external pressures of that decade, ‘Irish ethnic
assertion...[made] better sense’.' By the twentieth century, for many of the second
generation, ‘Irish cultural ethnocentrism...had little appeal’. Meagher pinpoints the
dominance of ‘pan-ethnic, militant American Catholicism’ outweighing the ‘stunning
explosion of Irish-American nationalism’ following events in Ireland after 1916."* Insisting
‘that there was no typical Irish American experience’,'™ Meagher’s case study highlights the
impact of the surrounding ethnic mix (the American melting pot rather than Anglo-
dominance in Australia), the local environment and external factors, in shaping Irish

identification processes, especially across generations.

178 Herbert ] Gan, ‘Symbolic Ethnicity: The Future of Ethnic Groups and Culture in America’ in Ethnic and
Racial Studies, Vol. 1, 1981, 8-9.

179 Ibid., 265.

180 See above 17-18 for discussion of McNamara’s framework in her study of the Tabler.

181 Timothy ] Meagher, Inventing Irish America: Generation, Class and Ethnic Identity in a New England City, 1880-
71928, University of Notre Dame Press, Notre Dame Indiana, 2001, 11.

182 Thid., 13.

183 Jbid. Here he concurs with O’Day’s focus on the impact of pan-Catholicism as shaping identity, see 31.
above.

184 Thid., 10.
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Theories of Nationalism and National 1dentity

In 1842, moderate Irish nationalist leader (the ‘Liberator’), Daniel O’Connell,'”
corresponding with Irish cleric, Paul Cullen (then rector of Rome’s Irish College),"™ wrote
‘British! I am not British. You are not British.” Ireland was, he wrote, ‘a separate nation!
...[het] separate existence’ having survived centuries of English attack.'®” O’Connell’s
recipe for Ireland was Repeal of the Union; he assured Cullen this would be ‘an event of
the most magnificent importance to Catholicity’. The exchange illuminates both the
significance of Ireland’s separate national identity as perceived by an early nineteenth
century leader, and its assumed association with Catholicism.'® For Thomas Davis

(Protestant Irish patriot and Young Irelander of the 1840s),"

the term nationality (never
nationalism) was:
a consciousness in a people, and in the individuals who make up a people, of a
bond with each other and the land they inhabit. The bond is unique to them and
manifests itself in patterns of thought, behavioural forms, language and culture...it
is expressed in the way a nation relates to other nations. True nationality is never
narrow, triumphalistic, imperialistic or proud. It extends to others the same rights
and courtesies it would wish to have extended to itself."”
The importance of these perspectives, so deeply embedded in nineteenth century Ireland,
emerged as a powerful unifying force during the Irish War of Independence from 1919 to

1921, a conviction reflected across the diaspora. This section will briefly locate questions of

Ireland’s national identity and its association with Catholicism within the theoretical debate.

185 O’Connell opposed the Union of 1800, then focussed on Repeal while promoting Catholic Emancipation
in 1829. See EJ Hobsbawm, The Age of Revolution, Weidenfeld and Nicolson, London, 1962, 170-1 for this
movement as Western Europe’s first nationalist movement, identified with the Church. See Appendix C for
details of O’Connell’s life.

186 See Appendix C for details of Cullen’s life.

187 Quoted in Brian Jenkins, Irish Nationalisn and the British State: From Repeal to Revolutionary Nationalism,
McGill-Queens University Press, Canada, 20006, 43.

188 See Oliver MacDonagh, “The Politicization of the Irish Catholic Bishops, 1800-1850 in The Historical
Journal, XVIII, No 1, 37-53 for discussion of O’Connell’s role in mobilising Irish bishops to support action
against Britain.

189 See Appendix C for details of Davis.

190 John Molony, “The White Native-born of New South Wales 1788-1850" in Journal of the Australian Catholic
Historical Society, Vol. XXI, 2000, 46. See Appendix C for details of Davis’s life.
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Nationalism has spawned many theorists, the intensity of their debates and contestation
itself a comment on the importance of this phenomenon. Theorists such as Gellner,”'
Kedourie,"” Anthony D.Smith'” and Hobsbawm'”* have delineated the contours of a vast
field. Yet within this arena, Ireland’s position seems ambiguous. John Hutchinson, singular
among theorists for recognising and mapping Ireland’s key ‘nationalist moments’, and
distinguishing between cultural and political nationalism, urges comparative studies.'”
Looking at Eugen Webet’s focus on nation-forming processes in nineteenth century,
republican Catholic France, however, illuminates vast contrasts with Catholic Ireland under
the Union. In post-Revolution France, Catholicism was circumscribed. Cardinal Cullen
reinvigorated Irish clerical control. Ireland, unlike France, struggled beneath two

controlling barriers — Church and an interventionist external (colonial) state.'”

Of greater pertinence to this study, where the central focus cannot involve evaluation of
theories of nationalism in relation to Ireland, Benedict Anderson’s ‘imagined communities’
schema captures important aspects of Irish nationalism."”” Bemoaning Ireland’s receipt of a
‘brief [theoretical] salute’ (and apparently unaware of Hutchinson’s contribution), historian
Richard English, hails Anderson’s connection of the ‘broad community of the imagination’
with close associations between individuals as its “initial building blocks”."”® English

focusses on concepts of ‘community, struggle and power’ to explain ‘nation and

191 See Ernest Gellner, Nations and Nationalisnr, Cornell University Press, New York, 1983.

192 See Elie Kedourie, Nationalism, (Fourth edition), Oxford, 1993.

193 See Anthony D Smith, Nationalisnr and Modernism: A Critical Survey of Recent Theories of Nations and
Nationalism, Routledge, London and New York, 1998.

194 See Eric Hobsbawm, Nations and Nationalism since 1879, Programme, Myth, Reality, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 1990.

195 See John Hutchinson, The Dynamics of Cultural Nationalism: The Gaelic Revival and the Creation of the
Irish Nation State, Allen and Unwin, London, 1987, passim and also his ‘Irish Nationalism’ in DG Boyce
and Alan O’Day (eds.), The Making of Modern Irish History: Revisionism and the Revisionist Controversy,
Routledge, London, 1996, 111. For one example, see MK Flynn, Ideology, Mobilisation and the Nation: The Rise of
Irish, Basque and Carlist Nationalist Movements in Nineteentlh and Early Twentieth Centuries, Macmillan Press, Ltd,
Hampshire, 2000.

196 BEugen Weber, Peasants into Frenchmen: The Modernisation of Rural France, 1870-1914, Stanford University
Press, California, 1976, 94-6, 316, 334, 336, 345, 355-6, 362, 370-1, 469, 474-5, 493-4.

197 Anderson, Imagined Communities, 9.

198 Richard English, Irish Freedom: The History of Nationalism in Ireland, Pan Books, London, 2007, 339-40.
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nationalism in Ireland’,"”” endorsing Alice Stopford Green’s ‘great stress on the supposedly
ancient and continuous unity of the Irish people’.*” Green’s early twentieth century
perspective is encapsulated in the quote heading this chapter, insisting that ‘questions of

201

ancient origins remained potent in Ireland’.™ This contrasts with Hutchinson’s repudiation

of
the mythologies of popular tradition that presented Ireland as an independent
national and democratic civilization that had fought for independence for over six
hundred years against the English invaders.””
Perspectives adopted by Hutchinson (and other theorists) which exclude Sinn Fein’s
representation ‘of a distinctive Irish nationality [which they] believed ...to be true and acted
according to that belief’, reflect the dominance of ‘expert’ analysis over popular
conviction.”” Historians such as D.G. Boyce who dispute the existence of an ‘Irish race’,
but recognise the potency and importance of the concept within Ireland, provide
background for understanding the transmission of such a sense of nationhood across the
diaspora. Within this far-stretched ‘imagined community’ which consistently received

‘exchange’ newspaper reinforcement of Ireland’s uninterrupted history as a nation,

theoretical contestation would have had no place.

Transnationalism

The definition of transnational history offered by Ann Curthoys and Marilyn Lake supports
the integration of these theoretical approaches — imperialism, diaspora and national identity
—in this thesis. They see it as a:

study of the ways in which past lives and events have been shaped by processes
and relationships that have transcended the borders of nation states. [It] seeks to

19 Thid., 21.

200 Thid., 439, see also 236 and 447.

201 See Nash, Of Irish Descent, 6.

202 Hutchinson, ‘Irish Nationalism’, 100.

203 DG Boyce, Englishmen and Irish Troubles: British Public Opinion and the Making of Irish Policy 1918-22 Jonathon
Cape, London, 1972, 184.
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understand ideas, things, people and practices which have crossed national
boundaries.*”

The particular advantages of such a perspective in this research context become evident
from a brief focus on the Anglo-Boer War of 1899-1902, an event pivotal in defining Irish-
Australian loyalty. Donal Lowry’s analysis of international responses incorporates ‘the
revolution in communications’, global ideologies of imperialism, capitalism, anti-
imperialism and nationalism, reactions from prominent individuals and the conflict’s
international significance.”” More specifically, he charts the ways this war informed the
experience of Irish Republicans and Ulster Unionists both before and after the seminal
events of 1916; he notes the shared South African experience of many British military

figures tragically instrumental in post-1916 Treland.

Lowry’s explanation highlights Sven
Beckert’s explanation of transnationalism as a ‘way of seeing’, ‘a way of uncovering
connections’. Without denying the significance of ‘states and empires...it pays attention to

networks, processes, beliefs and institutions that transcend these politically defined spaces’.zo7

This thesis covers an array of the transcending factors identified by Beckert. These include:
being Irish, the operation of networks both connecting Irish-Australians and Irish
elsewhere, the information flow between Ireland and London, and between the newspapers
and their readers, and being Catholic. As readers of Irish-Catholic newspapers, Irish-
Australians were potentially vulnerable to the additional interplay of a global institution and
religious belief. Imperial citizenship represented one source of international intervention,
association with Catholicism another, while identification with the diaspora provided a

further transnational layer.

204 Ann Curthoys and Marilyn Lake (eds.), Connected Worlds: History in Transnational Perspective, ANU E Press,
Canberra, 2005, 5.

205 Donal Lowry, “The World’s no Bigger than a Kraal: the South African War and International Opinion in
the First Age of Globalisation’ in David Omissi and Andrew S Thompson (eds.), The Inmpact of the South African
War, Palgrave, Hampshire, 2002, 269-77.

206 Thid., 278-81.

207 Sven Beckert, ‘“AHR Conversations on Transnational History’ in American Historical Review, Vol. CX1, 1459.
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Kevin Kenny espouses a combination of approaches in order to integrate ‘immigration and
ethnicity...into its wider global context’.” Developing his theme, he suggested that this
‘combined’ prescription would:
examine movement and interaction between migrants in...Australia and the home
country.... And it would integrate those transnational enquiries with comparative
study...at the urban or regional rather than the national level, of Irish migrants and
their communities in the very different places where they settled.””
He assessed this approach, the one adopted here to examine (via their newspapers), how
Irish-Victorians and South Australians functioned in response to imperial crises, as

. . . . . . . 210
resulting in ‘a comprehensive and flexible framework of historical analysis’.

Methodology

The centrality of newspapers in this research, and the point made earlier relating to the
absence of analysis of Australia’s religious press, undetlines the importance of explaining
the method adopted for their use. The approach in this thesis has been most significantly
informed by the ideas of Benedict Anderson, Aled Jones, John M. Mackenzie, Simon ]J.

Potter and Eugenio Biagini.

Anderson’s arguments about the ways that ‘print’ connects an imagined community,
facilitating the coherence of disparate groups, are crucial.”'' For Irish-Australians this was
important in several ways. There is striking evidence of active engagement in the diaspora
community — Anderson’s ‘long distance nationalism’ — from those sourcing their own Irish

212 . .. . . . .
newspapers.” - Evidence of such broader participation was common in Irish-Australian

208 Kevin Kenny, ‘Diaspora and Compatison: The Global Irish as a Case Study’ in Journal of American History,
90, 2003, 135.

209 Ihid., 150.

210 Jbid., 162.

211 Anderson, Imagined Communities, 9. See 20, 35, 36 and 39 above for eatlier discussion.

212 See RB Walker, The Newspaper Press in New South Wales, 1803-1920, Sydney University Press. Sydney, 1976,
154 for reference to large numbers of imported Irish papers, and South Australia’s Irish Harp of 1 July 1869
which advertised ‘The Nation. Irish Newspaper received by each English Mail and forwarded to all parts of
the colony’. See also Fitzpatrick, Oceans of Consolation, 84, 87, 89, 91, 92, 94, 262 and 409.
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newspapers, demonstrating membership of both local and international imagined

communities."”

In Victoria and South Australia where the Irish were scattered, their ethnicity and their
religion explicitly represented in these newspapers, enabled this minority population to
combine and function as a virtual community, drawing on Anderson’s notion of an
‘imagined community’. That is a dispersed, never-meeting group which however shared
ancestry and religious outlook, and valued their connection within an often hostile, Anglo-
centric milieu. Julie Thorpe’s study of the press and identity in Austria posits a salutary
caution about the limitations of Anderson’s thesis in relation to reader identification with
the wider imagined community. Arguing that while patterns, nuances and titles can be
analysed, she insists ‘we can only conjecture what meaning the readers themselves would
have found’.”'* And in a caution against equating the press with public opinion, she insists
that newspapers did not persuade readers about issues ‘since they selected which
newspapers they read, usually those which reflected their own or their family’s opinions....”
She describes this notion as ‘interpretive communities’ of readers.”” The Liddy family

vignette introducing this thesis meets such a description.

Aled Jones, however, emphasises newspapers as agents of change, broadly transmitting
ideas and information across diverse populations. Employing Foucault’s term ‘technologies
of power’ — ‘a web of discourses which defined power and social relations’ — as a historian,

Jones claims that ‘the manner in which news was read, reflected upon and argued about’

213 See persistent cotrespondents to the Southern Cross: Michael Kenny’s 9 letters between August 1889 and
May 1891, AF Stapleton’s 3 letters of 1906, and MT Smith’s 7 letters in 1923. All reflect detailed knowledge
of Ireland and receipt of Irish papers.

214 Julie Thotpe, Pan-German Identity and the Press in Austria, 1933-38, PhD thesis, University of Adelaide, 2000,
102.

215 Ibid., 103. She attributes the concept to James Smith Allen, Iz the Public Eye: A History of Reading in Modern
France, 1800-1940, Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1991, 103-10.
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enables ‘mapping a hitherto neglected area of the cultural history of the nineteenth
century.”'’ Stressing the function of Reading Rooms as habituating readers”” — in Australia,
these were located in Institutes and the Public Library®"® — before the newspaper

219

proliferation of the 1890s,”" Jones argues that as a result of critical reader newspaper
immersion, both ‘orality...[and] literacy’ shifted, resulting in (acknowledging Habermas’s
term) ‘a structural transformation in the public sphere’.” While the Advocate and the
Southern Cross functioned within a religious sphere, after 1916 they increasingly operated as
‘agents of change’ for Irish-Catholic readers, delivering powerful mechanisms for
identifying with Ireland rather than the Empire. For loyalist authorities, the potential

consequences of such a ‘structural transformation’ within the Irish-Australian minori
q

were unthinkable.

Given daily press foregrounding of London-filtered news, and increasing Irish-Catholic
newspaper use of cables, John M. MacKenzie’s examination of connections between the
press and imperialism, in particular his identification of embedded concepts, provides an
important dimension for this research. In highlighting differences between Ireland, Wales
and Scotland in British press coverage,”' he argues Ireland’s ‘liminal status’ replicated the
asymmetrical Union. While other Union news was dispersed, Irish coverage was confined
to outrages, the Lord Lieutenant and Home Rule.” Pairing ‘Ireland and various imperial

possessions’ in a sample study from The Times index, he makes three points. Firstly, both

216 Aled Jones, Powers of the Press: Newspapers, Power and the Public in Nineteenth Century England, Scolar Press,
Aldershot, 1996, 2-3.

217 1bid., 183,

218 See Carl Bridge, A Trunk Full of Books: History of the State Library of South Australia and its Forerunners,
Wakefield Press, Adelaide, 1986, 88 for statement about Newspaper Reading Room popularity, and the 1901
estimate of 150,000 visitors annually, a figure akin to Adelaide’s population.

219 See John Arnold, ‘Newspapers and Daily Reading’ in Martyn Lyons and John Arnold (eds.), A History of the
Book in Australia 1891-1945: A National Culture in a Colonised Market, University of Queensland Press, Brisbane,
2001, 255 for 1892 figures of 241 newspapers and magazines in Victoria, 34 in SA, and 29 sectarian papers
nationally.

220 Jones, Powers of the Press, 201.

221 John MacKenzie, “The press and the dominant ideology of empire’ in Simon | Potter (ed.), Newspapers and
Empire in Ireland and Britain: Reporting the British Empire ¢.1857-1921, Four Courts Press, Dublin, 2004, 26.

222 Ihid., 31.

44



press ‘silences’ and noise need noting; concentration on ‘perceived [lIrish| disloyalties’ could
effectively illustrate ‘the reassuring loyalties of others’; and finally the stereotyping levels
evident within iconography.”” His observation that the ‘effects of this visual and verbal
imagery retained their potency throughout the late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries’, resonates with the work of L. Perry Curtis Jr. discussed previously.”* Using
Home Rule to expand his second point, MacKenzie shows the term ‘English’ was
employed for ‘national characteristics, perceived qualities and the dissemination of notable
institutions’. In contrast, ‘British’ dominated ‘when... a threat or...a need’ to include the
Welsh or Scots into the imperial configuration developed. This represented ‘pluralistic
forms of othering,” not the binary construct proposed by Linda Colley.”” Mackenzie’s
discussion of the complexity of ‘Othering’ evident in the imperial press helps illuminate the
identity issues at the centre of this research:

The peregrinations of politicians and fundraisers, the celebration of royal visits, the

fighting of colonial wars, all seem to have acted as arenas in which these implicit
debates on identities. ..could take place.

Although he found press evidence of a quest for common imperial identities, he perceived
the continuing power of ‘stereotypical differences’ ensured the impossibility of Ireland and

empire relating differently.”.

Potter categorises the press as ‘the single most important institution acting to define the

limits for the acceptable integration of the British world in the late nineteenth and early

223 Ibid., 32-5. MacKenzie comments for example on the prominence of Irish Catholics and Scottish
Protestants in press coverage of empire, and the virtual silence on the contribution of Irish Protestants and
Scottish Catholics

224 Ihid., 36. See 31 above for reference to work of L. Perry Curtis Jr.

225 See Linda Colley, Britons: Forging the Nation, 1707-1837, Yale University Press, New Haven, 1992, 1-9,
passim.

226 Mackenzie, “The press and the dominant ideology’, 37-8.
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twentieth centuries’.””’ This resulted from transformative technological changes, the

‘unparalleled reciprocity’ between journalists across the empire, and the social inclusivity of
journalism. He argues therefore that focussing on the press facilitates engagement
‘with...questions of identity’. Like Morrison, Potter maintains that the institution

supported a range of identities which both interacted and competed.”

But the ‘imperial
context’ of news-gathering and transmission had far-reaching consequences: ‘the vast bulk
of the news floating around the British Empire in this period came via London, selected

and processed by British journalists’.””’

Thus Irish-Australian editors faced obstacles in locating, interpreting (often disputing)
commercially transmitted news of particular interest/importance to their Irish-Catholic
readers. Editors fostered subscriber caution about accepting daily paper Irish content as
‘truth’, and needed to acquire additional material catering for their needs. Here the
mechanics of the previously mentioned ‘exchange table’ were crucial for the function of the
religious press at the extreme of the diaspora.” Early editions of Adelaide’s Southern Cross
display responses to its dispatch of copies to a wide range of colonial and inter-colonial

#!'While the operation of the imperial press framework has been clearly

publications.
established; this research concentrates on the receiving end, seeking to show how the Irish-

Australian press countered the propaganda generated by imperial conflict.”

227 Simon ] Potter, ‘Communication and Integration: The British and Dominion Press and the British World,
c.1876-1914, in The Journal of Imperial and Commonwealth History, Vol XXXI, No 2, May 2003, 191.

228 Ibid., 192.

229 Ibid., 198.

230 See McNamara, The Sole Organ, 19-22, 77-8. And see 17-18 and 37 above for earlier discussion.

21 See Southern Cross of 19, 26 July and 2 August 1889. See issue of 21 August 1914 after the papet’s 25%
anniversary for the NZ Tablet’s compliment: °...one of the brightest, most readable and best edited papers
that comes to our exchange table’.

232 See Peter Putnis and Kerry McCallum, ‘Reuters, Propaganda-Inspired News, and the Australian Press
During the First World War’ in Media History, Vol. XIX, No. 3, 2013, 284-304, for account of British
propaganda use of Reuters from March 1917.

46



Historian Eugenio Biagini’s comments about both usage and relevance of nineteenth
century newspapers provide important direction for this research.” Focussing on the
influence of British daily/weekly publications, he highlights the importance of geographic
concentration, the ratio of political to other news, and the editor reader relationship.”*
And, discussing reports of meetings which reproduced speeches, he emphasises the value
of capturing these details for readers, with an occasional intetjector or questionet’s voice.”
Crucially, his framing of a newspaper ‘as a group of sources’ involved recognition that
leading articles, reports, correspondence and advertisement components all had ‘differing

236
value and usefulness’.™

Translating these insights to reliance on the Irish-Catholic press as a research tool, it is clear
that readers accessed these newspapers for perspectives unavailable elsewhere. In this study
of Victorian and South Australian newspapers both Irish and imperially slanted factors
have been examined, not the specifically religious. However given the purpose of the Irish-
Catholic press to both connect readers to Church and Ireland, their content is

extraordinarily concentrated on these often overlapping dimensions.

With this background, reading weekly editions of the Advocate and Southern Cross from mid-
1899 through to the end of the Anglo-Boer War, and from early 1914 to December 1923,
presented a journey through serious conflicts, and complex newspaper development. In
addition, daily papers in both Melbourne and Adelaide often needed consultation to
supplement or clarify material in the religious papers. Research revealed the vast gaps in

knowledge about these Irish-Catholic publications, for example who edited the Advocate

233 Bugenio F Biagini, Liberty, Retrenchment and Reform. Popular Liberalism in the Age of Gladstone 18601880,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1992, 20-28.

234 Ibid., 21-3.

235 Ibid., 25.

236 Jbid., 26.
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from 1901 to 1915, and which individuals were elected as Southern Cross directors?™’
Although small holdings of papers from Joseph Winter and J.V. O’Loghlin are located in
the State Library of Victoria and the N.L.A. respectively, these frustratingly represent the
only known editorial records. While company records for the Southern Cross await further
analysis, they have contributed to an understanding of its shareholder base, and Church
intervention in its development. The irony of important particulars about both newspapers
being revealed from post-Easter Rising surveillance of Irish-Australians is delightful. The
N.A.A. proved to be of immense, unanticipated significance in this research, not only in
revealing details of Irish-Australian organisations and adherents, but also in demonstrating
the breadth and depth of surveillance processes, and the resistance strategies adopted by
determined individuals. Security records provided powerful evidence of strong Irish

identification, identification which did not materialise in the wake of Easter 1916.

Additional N.L.A. manuscripts provided confirmation of both Irish-Australian networks
(for example, correspondence between Melbourne’s M.P. Jageurs and Irish-Protestant H.B.
Higgins), and Anglo-Australian prejudice and bigotry (Herbert Brookes). In Dublin at
TCD, similar network connections were revealed between Jageurs and John Dillon, IPP
leader from March 1918. Other manuscript holdings there and at the NLI (including the
networks documented in the Redmond Papers) preserved material from and about (after
his sudden death in 1906) Michael Davitt, John W. Walshe (the 1881 delegate to Australia),
and Alfred Webb. At the NLI, newspapers such as the Dublin Weekly Freezan’s Journal, the
Irish Independent and the Gaelic League’s An Claidbeamh Solius, provided additional sources of

evidence in references to Irish-Australia.

237 Despite the Adpocate having an idiosyncratic index, answers proved impossible, whereas all Southern Cross
directors could be identified by using published records of shareholder meetrings. Should digitisation
eventuate, both newspapers will be of great value to historians.
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While the approach to sourcing newspapers was informed by Biagini and Boyce,”® the
nature of the Irish-Catholic press focussing only on Ireland and Rome (either in a general
or a local sense) made prioritising their content much more difficult. Although consistent

. 239
access to feature articles, correspondence,”™ ¢

exchanges’ and cables, editorial comment, and
activities of Irish organisations dominated, such limitations proved more difficult to apply
when Irish events represented the bulk of content, particularly after Easter 1916. (Such
demands were not faced by either Biagini or Boyce in their secular press research.) The lack
of any applicable template for the Irish-Catholic press contributed to a complex newspaper
research environment. Each issue was noted and its contents summarised, with scans made
of significant items; the result was an often overwhelming excess of riches. Prioritising the
material, and the inevitable jettisoning of innumerable items, presented a constant pressure:
how was it possible to judge which of a dozen articles was the most significant? Editorials
and correspondence encapsulated the voice of individuals, usually responding to local
events (often prejudiced comments or reactions) or news from Ireland. ‘Exchanges’ often
provided detailed information about relatively minor events in Ireland, demonstrating the
continuing importance of homeland news for the diaspora community. Reports from Irish
organisations reflected the strength and significance of these groups for Irish-Australians,
often providing unexpected insights into local networks and tensions. Such a continuous
and detailed focus on the content of the newspaper glue connecting these real but
dispersed Irish-Australian communities, and the highlighting of their community life and

priorities, reveals many layers of their strong Irish identification, and increasing evidence

that their imperial loyalty was shifting.

238 Boyce, Englishmen and Irish Troubles, 200. See ‘Bibliographical Note’, 197-205 for discussion of his
newspaper research methodology.

239 See David Paul Nord, ‘Reading the Newspaper: Strategies and Politics of Reader Responses, Chicago,
1912-1917 in Journal of Communication, Vol. XLV, No 3, 1995, 66-93 for detailed discussion of correspondence
usage. This however refers to archival holdings of letters to one editor, and his responses.
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This research covers two weekly Irish-Catholic newspapers throughout the Anglo-Boer
War and from the outbreak of World War One in August 1914 beyond the end of the Irish
Civil War to December 1923. Such coverage had multiple benefits: augmenting the
comparative approach by greater recognition and understanding of differences between the
two newspapers, differences of scope and tone, and in the development of the newspapers
themselves. Additionally, this approach revealed stark differences between these two Irish-
Catholic communities; their divergence became most evident under the intense stress of
the Civil War. Understanding how these newspapers represented imperial crises, and from
where their information was sourced, provides evidence of the processes and impact of

ideas crossing boundaries, an important transnational layer.240

Ouverview of Thesis

Chapter One will outline the historical context which will establish the background from
which the emigrants journeyed to Australia, and an overview of the events and issues which
continued to affect the immigrants and their Australian-born families in the

colonies/states. The chapter will also describe the nature of Irish-Victoria and South
Australia in the period from the 1860s to the 1920s; and introduce the Irish-Catholic

newspapers, the Advocate and the Southern Cross.

Chapter Two presents loyalty crisis points of the later nineteenth century, such as the
attempt to assassinate the Duke of Edinburgh in 1868, royal visits in 1881 and 1901, and
the Sudan War of 1885, all events marginalised Irish-Australian as ‘Other’ and their loyalty
performance or participation was closely scrutinised. The pattern of Irishmen visiting the
colonies in the 1880s to raise funds and inform their distant countrymen about ‘Home’

developments, aroused concerns from the dominant culture, a further reinforcement of

240 Curthoys and Lake, 5.
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‘Otherness’, and undoubtedly a bolstering of Irish identity. While Irish visits provoked

particular criticism, all events evoked ‘watchful concern’.

The Anglo-Boer conflict, the focus of Chapter Three, tested Irish-Australian loyalty and
identity, and demonstrated a differentiation from other Australians. Irish opposition to that
conflict was mirrored in Irish-Australia, and, as opposed to previous crises, loyalty and
identity became more visible and vocal issues. The focus of the newspapers visibly differed
in these colonies, preparing the ground for subsequent crises where the two occupied
different ground, particularly the Irish Civil War. This chapter is organised chronologically
rather than thematically, and provides the most detailed description of the methodology

used in this research.

Chapters Four, Five and Six examine the response of these newspapers to World War One,
both before and after Dublin’s Easter Rising. In the earlier period, transnational threads
and Australian dimensions reveal the newspapers’ struggles to find ways to respond to the
war and its growing casualty dimension, and to demonstrate Irish-Australian Catholic
support and patriotism. Chapter Five witnesses the post-1916 floundering and the
expansion of transnational issues as disillusion replaced certainty, especially in relation to
Home Rule. Chapter Six documents how increasing numbers of Irish-Australians felt
targeted for the perceived inadequacy of their support for the war, despite enlistment rates
and grief experiences. This chapter marks the descent from superficial acceptance by the

wider community to increased marginalisation, hyper-criticism and official surveillance.

Thus the way is prepared for Chapter Seven’s examination of the Anglo-Irish War where

Ireland was under British attack. Between 1919 and 1921 Irish-Australians faced their
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biggest test of imperial loyalty, and their very (strengthened) Irish identification guaranteed

this was a test they would fail.

In Chapter Eight, because Irish were in deadly conflict with Irish over the nature and
acceptability of the Treaty which ended the War of Independence, for most Irish-
Australians questions of imperial disloyalty and Anglo-Australian outrage were removed.
Thus Irish-Australians were largely focussed on their Irish identification, and where its
most appropriate definition lay, with those supporting or opposing the Treaty. This

continued to raise issues with imperial loyalists.

The Irish-Australian community has attracted some scholarly interest. This minority’s
statistical significance underlines the value of examining the processes and forces which
shaped its loyalty and informed its point of identification. Ireland and Australia, related via
the Empire and migration, were also connected by Irish struggles, initially to establish
constitutional independence, and later to declare a separate national identity. The role of
the Irish-Australian press has been the subject of little examination. It provides a
mechanism not only for providing insights into what readers were internalising about
themselves as Irish-Australians and about painful processes in Ireland, but also for the
breadth and depth of insights received from other diaspora locations via newspaper
‘exchanges’. Such moving beyond national boundaries places Irish-Australians uniquely
within three transnational communities — the Catholic Church, the Irish diaspora and the
British Empire. While Anne Liddy’s grandparents could scarcely have been aware of this
complexity as defined here, her recall of their world view exactly replicates this
understanding — listening to an Australian Irish-Catholic newspaper’s account of British

policy in Ireland, an account read by their Australian-born son.
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Chapter One

Contexts

Colonial rulers, colonised subjects, and specific vebicles of popular imperial culture circulated not
only from the metrapole, but to the metropole and between multiple imperial sites.’

This chapter will outline, within the context of the imperial framework connecting Ireland
and Irish-Australia, the framework alluded to in the above quotation, the nature of the Irish
question which bedevilled the Empire, and the crises which challenged the imperial loyalty
of Irish-Australians. Secondly, it will establish the processes by which Australia acquired
significant Irish numbers, describing the outcome in Victoria and South Australia, and
indicating important features of Australia’s population on the eve of World War One.
Finally, the Advocate and the Southern Cross, the newspapers supporting this research, will be
compared in terms of their evolution and development. The chapter will conclude by
addressing their circulation, and very brief and preliminary discussion of issues relating to

contributors and gender.

Britain, Ireland and the World 1798 to 1923

This section will summarise important features of background history, locating those
aspects of Ireland’s history which impinged on Irish in Australia, especially factors relating
to the imperial relationships which involved both Irish in Ireland, and those in the
diaspora. Ireland’s location and its Catholicity, adjacent to but religiously incompatible with
Protestant England, endowed it with particular risks for the Empire. Arguably, there was

potential for equal anxiety about the consequences of Irish emigration rates across the

I Angela Woollacott ‘Postcolonial histories and Catherine Hall’s Civilising Subjects’ in Curthoys and Lake,
Connected Worlds, 73.
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empire.” As Britain’s territory expanded during the nineteenth century, London faced crises
in various continents; these highlighted discontent among lower-status imperial subjects
who did not necessarily view their primary loyalty lying with the British Empire. When

Irish emigrants were involved, inherent British distrust of this community surfaced.

In 1800 the Act of Union altered the relationship between Ireland and England.
Responding to the danger of Irish nationalism reflected in the United Irishmen’s
insurrection of 1798, this move attempted to establish a homogenous British kingdom. The
goal of equal incorporation proved untenable given Ireland’s size, developmental stage and
religious differences. The country, under a lord lieutenant (or viceroy), was ruled from
Dublin Castle with a Chief Secretary in daily command, and successive Coercion Acts were
implemented to control the population.” But subsequent challenges to Britain in the form
of 1848’s “Young Irelander’ movement, and the potentially more serious Fenian activities
of the 1860s, demonstrated limited central control and generated wider imperial

4
consequences.

The Fenians, linking Ireland and America, represented a transnational threat. Established in
1858, the revolutionary movement, which aimed to establish a democratic Irish republic,
experienced some successes after the American Civil War, but successful government
infiltration foiled attempts to invade Canada and mount coordinated Irish risings in 1867.°
Nevertheless, official and popular anxiety about Fenianism was reflected throughout the

empire. In this context, a purported Fenian attempt to shoot Australia’s first-ever royal

2 See MacKenzie, “The Press’, 37. *Yet Irish emigration could seem tantamount to exporting disloyalty’.

3 For example, the repeated suspension of habeas corpus from 1871, the Prevention of Crime Act (1882)
made intimidation a crime, redefined in 1887 to add conspiracy.

4 Convicted members of both groups were transported, Young Irelanders to Tasmania and Fenians to
Western Australia. The assassination attempt raised concerns about Australian Fenian circles. A strong
nationalist legacy emerged from both groups; the Easter Rising of 1916, through its IRB links, demonstrated
the Fenian tradition.

5 Fenians were divided over whether attacking England in Canada or Ireland was most likely to succeed;
failed interventions in Canada during 1866, 1867 and 1871 resulted.

54



tourist, Prince Alfred, in March 1868 was perceived as an imperial threat. It will be

discussed in the next chapter.

From the late 1870s, at the heart of empire, the invigorated Irish Parliamentary Party (IPP)
under Protestant landowner C.S. Parnell engineered an imperial crisis of a different kind in
their Westminster manoeuvrings. The issue of Home Rule not only overshadowed
parliament to 1918, but coloured relationships across the diaspora with the previously
mentioned IPP educative/fundraising missions within and beyond the empire ensuring
media attention.” In colonial Australia such visits not only worked to strengthen the Irish
identification of many Irish-Australians but also more definitively targeted them as ‘Other’
and, frequently as disloyal. Opposition to Liberal Prime Minister Gladstone’s Home Rule
Bills of 1886 and 1893 contributed to Irish-Australian uncertainty about British
commitment to major Irish change. But, by the time the House of Lords displayed its
unequivocal antipathy to reform in 1893, the IPP had split following Parnell’s role in a
divorce scandal. The association of the Irish issue with an atmosphere of vituperative

internecine conflict paralysed constitutional developments.’

Colonial Australia identified strongly with the imperial centre, and in the late nineteenth
century, this relationship resulted in military engagement in some wider imperial crises. The
perceived threat in the Sudan following the murder of General Gordon in 1885 resulted in
Australian colonies scrambling to offer support to London. When Sydney’s offer was
accepted, Irish-Australians featured in the embarkation. Australian insignificance in the

conflict in no way reflected levels of colonial loyalty. But in 1899, when London explicitly

6 See 24-5, 32 above for discussion of IPP visits to Australia, Appendix A, and Alan O’Day, ‘Media and
Power: Chatles Stewart Parnell’s 1880 Mission to North America’ in Hiram Morgan (ed.), Information, Media
and Power through the Ages, Historical S tudies XX11, University College Dublin Press, Dublin, 2001, 202-21.

7 See FSL Lyons, Ireland Since the Famine, Collins/Fontana, Glasgow, 1973, 195-201, 260-2 for details of the
split, the ensuing conflict, and reunification in 1900.
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represented the Anglo-Boer War as an imperial crisis; all Australian colonies responded,
dispatching volunteer contingents in which Irish-Australians figured. Within the Empire
Irishmen did not all greet the war with enthusiasm; active opposition was reflected in
Ireland, and in South Africa where small numbers fought alongside the Boer in Irish

brigades.

Britain had supplanted Dutch rule in South Africa at the beginning of the nineteenth
century, resulting in antagonism not only between Boers and incoming British colonists,
but more lethally between the Boer and British states. During the first Anglo-Boer War of
1877 evidence of pro-Boer sentiment among Irish MPs at Westminster prefigured
widespread Irish identification with the Boers after 1899 as similar victims of British
domination. Issues and events of the 1890s (for example, Cecil Rhodes, Jameson’s Raid
and voting rights of British or witlanders), increased questioning about Britain’s motives, and
expanded tensions without matched solutions. Historians have argued that the combined
impact uncovered previously ignored questions: ‘attitudes to the empire and the real nature
of Irish loyalty and disloyalty’.® The second Anglo-Boer War had long-term transnational
dimensions and consequences, both in terms of the Empire and for Ireland. Although
Britain was ultimately victorious, the war was followed by some imperial soul-searching and
much integrated forward-planning to ensure the early defeats, and later condemnation of

military tactics, would not recur.”

Britain’s attitude to Ireland’s position within the Empire was complex. Despite attitudes

generating authoritarian policies before reform, imperial armies nonetheless depended on

8 Donal P McCracken,The Irish Pro-Boers 1877-1902, Perskor Publishers, Johannesburg and Capetown, 1989,
XiX.

? See Keith Fewster, Expression and Suppression: Aspects of Military Censorship in Australia during the Great War,
PhD thesis, University of New South Wales, 1980, Chapter One, and Leonie Foster, High Hopes: The men and
motives of the Australian Round Table, Melbourne University Press, Melbourne, 1986.
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Irish enlistment. But between 1800 and 1900, Irish recruitment fell from 42 percent of the
army to 13 percent.'’ That Irish imperial sentiment was both ambivalent and deteriorating
was revealed in Dublin’s responses to Queen Victoria’s gold and diamond jubilees and her
1900 visit." Indifference marked 1887, but 1897 saw violent protest over perceptions of
excessive jubilee support.'” In April 1900, ostensibly recognising Irish bravery and heroism
in South Africa but actually promoting recruitment, Victoria’s tightly managed visit
provoked widespread opposition. Not only did the enlistments continue to decline, but
‘greater anti-recruiting activity’ was also evident." In January 1900, the Irish factions, under
wartime pressure, managed to reconcile critical differences, potentially enabling a reunited
IPP to influence Westminster. As mentioned, there were long-term consequences from the
war. Many prominent Irishmen were there: military figures later visible in Ulster or Dublin
gained experience,14 while Nationalists, Arthur Griffith (founder of Sinn Fein), Irish
brigade leaders, John MacBride (executed in 1910), Irish-Australian Arthur Lynch (later an
Irish MP), and Michael Davitt (previously an MP, an author, and renowned as an ex-
Fenian) all contributed to etching the war’s memory in Irish history. Its imprint was lasting,
its echoes also resonated for Irish-Australians, arousing memories and exposing British

inconsistencies towards Ireland.

Ireland remained a preoccupation in the decades before the Great War while, shaping both

Liberal and Conservative rule. And while Home Rule persisted as a focus, inadequate IPP

10 Keith Jeffrey “The Irish Military Tradition and the British Empire’ in Jeffrey, An Irish Empire?, 94-5. See also
Terence Denman, “The red livery of shame’: the campaign against army recruitment in Ireland, 1899-1914,
Irish Historical Studies, Vol. XXIX, No 14, November 1994, 208-231.

11 See Senia Paseta, ‘Nationalist Responses to two royal visits to Ireland, 1900 and 1903’ in Irish Historical
Studies, Vol XXX1, No 124, November 1999, 502-4, and James H Murphy, Abject Loyalty: Nationalism and
Monarchy in Ireland During the Reign of Queen 1Victoria, The Catholic University of America Press, Washington
DC, 2001, 3257.

12 McCracken, The Irish Pro-Boers, 39.

13 Jeffrey, “The Irish Military’, 97.

14 See Alvin Jackson, ‘Irish Unionists and the Empire 1880-1920: classes and masses’ in Jeffrey (ed.), An Irish
Ewmpire?, 123-148.
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attention went to Ulster’s intensifying hostility towards this goal."” Figure 2 provides an
example of the portrayal of dismissive IPP attitudes towards opposition from Ulster to
Australian readers in 1912, while Figure 3 indicates the strength of local expectations about

Home Rule.

THE ULSTER WAR BOGEY—ALL WIND.

The most notable svent in the Uister movement is the energy displayed by Sir Edward Henry Carson, member
of the Privy Councll, and sometime M.P. for Dublin University and Solicitor-Ceneral for Ireland. Sir Edward
may, indeed, be instalied as the leader of the movement known In the En glish papers as ULSTERIA.—Cable
Despatch. ~—"Irish World.”

Figure 2. Cartoon, Adpocate, 4 May 1912

British colonisation of Ulster dated from the early seventeenth century; history and long-
term residence blended ‘invader’ rejection of Home Rule, and identification with all things
British. In 1911 the census showed that while Ulster contributed one third of Ireland’s
population, there were 900,000 Protestants and 700,000 Catholics unevenly distributed
across its nine counties. There was widespread alarm that loyalist Protestant Ulster would

be delivered to the disloyal Catholic South. Evidence of Ulster fear, resolve and threat

15 See Roy Jenkins, Asquith, Collins, London, 1978, 270-82 for Prime Minister Asquith’s similar disregard for
the seriousness of Unionist opposition.
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emerged increasingly after the Lords rejected the third Home Rule Bill in September 1912.
Ulster men, reportedly 250,000, signed a Covenant pledging willingness to use ‘all means
which may be found necessary’ to resist Irish self-government; after the second rejection by
the Lords in January 1913, an Ulster Volunteer Force (UVF) was formed; in September a
provisional government was authorised should Home Rule be introduced. November’s
establishment of Dublin’s Irish National Volunteers completed a ‘rival armies’ scenario,

raising the spectre of civil war.
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Events of 1914 confirmed anxiety: the willing resignation of 60 army officer commissions
in March at Curragh military camp in the face of Ulster’s readiness to violently oppose
Home Rule, the unopposed Larne gun-running in the North in April, a futile July Palace
conference, and then the Howth (Dublin) gun-running which was greeted by official
military violence.'® Civil war was seriously anticipated and the outbreak of World War One
in August was widely characterised as rescuing all parties."” Dublin-born Edward Carson in
the Unionist leader’s extremist mantle attracted Conservative support. John Redmond led
the IPP (now critically out of step with Irishmen endorsing Irish-Ireland rather than
constitutional change) in total confidence of a short war in which Irish participation would
guarantee Liberal implementation of Home Rule."”® For both groups ‘it was politics outside

parliament that became instrumental in shaping Ireland’s future’.”

Redmond’s immediate promise, without party consultation, of Volunteer defence of
Ireland extended their participation range beyond Ireland in September, precipitating a fatal
split in the Volunteers: the majority National Volunteers which he led while the minority,
more radical, nationalists were known as the Irish Volunteers. Despite many willingly
volunteering to fight for the Empire, Southern Irish soldiers faced discrimination from the
War Office (barred from forming their own regiments unlike the UVF), then both
appalling casualty rates and a lack of recognition in parallel with their heroism and
participation. Naturally Irish support for the war diminished. War progress was slow,
casualties high and conscription increasingly promoted as a solution. For Ireland, this

threat epitomised British disdain. Formation of a coalition government in May 1915 not

16 Three died and 38 were wounded when arms were landed near Dublin in broad daylight.

1" MacDonagh, The Sharing of the Green, 144.

18 See D.R. O’Connor Lysaght “The Rhetoric of Redmondism 1914-16’ in History Ireland, Vol. X1, No 1,
Spring, 2003, 44-9.

19 Diarmid Fertiter, The Transformation of Ireland, Profile Books, London, 2005, 126.
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only neutralised any IPP influence, but reinforced the prejudiced attitudes towards Ireland

shared by Carson,” Bonar Law,”’ Churchill,”” and Lloyd Georgc:.z3

By 1916, although Ireland had avoided conscription® disenchantment with Britain and war
was widespread. The IRB ginger group, planning a Rising since May 1915, encountered
major challenges, needing to conceal their activities from Volunteer leadership, especially
Eoin MacNeill, and to mislead ‘Castle’ authorities and spies. Additionally, negotiations for
German arms support were complex and coordinating regional groups in Ireland presented
challenges.” Included late, MacNeill withdrew his initial support, and after the capture of
the critical German arms-carrying vessel, he cancelled Easter Sunday’s Volunteer
movements. The IRB was committed to the Rising and pursued this goal. It was doomed.
Following MacNeill’s intervention, confusion resulted: a fifth of potential forces engaged in
the attack but without German or adequate provincial support. The details of the week in
Dublin need no retelling here,” but their immediate and longer—term consequences require
explanation given Irish-Australian distance from and interest in such factors. The months
between the Rising of 24 April and the end of the war can usefully be divided into six
periods of English policy which explain changing Irish attitudes. This background provides

essential clarification for examining shifts in loyalty to England, Ireland and Australia

20 See H Montgomery Hyde, Carson. The Life of Sir Edward Carson, Lord Carson of Duncairn, William Heinemann,
Surrey, 1953, 490-1 for Carson’s 1933 views that settlement of the Irish question was unattainable from 1886.
He saw Irish leaders as anti-English, ‘far from being civilised” and he maintained the inevitability of ‘parties of
disorder prevailing’.

21 See Anne Chisholm and Michael Davie, Beaverbrook: A Life, Pimlico, London, 1993, 177 for Bonar Law’s
1921 view of Irish racial inferiority.

22 See Michael Hopkinson, The Irish War of Independence, Gill and Macmillan, Dublin, 2004, 7 for Churchill’s
1920 view of a ‘diabolical strain’ in the Irish character, referring to ‘that treacherous, assassinating, conspiring
trait which has...prevented them from being a great responsible nation with stability and prosperity’.

23 1bid., Lloyd George was described as stating in August 1919 that ‘Ireland hated England and always would.
He could easily govern Ireland with the sword...".

24 See Wilson, The Myriad Faces of War, Polity Press, Cambridge, 1988, 396 and 400 for Ireland’s exclusion
from January 1916’s Military Service Act, and April’s second Conscription Act.

% MacDonagh, Sharing of the Green, 146-7.

2 See for example, Lyons, Ireland Since the Famine, 364-375.
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among Irish-Australians; it will be used as the backdrop for subsequent discussion of

shifting Irish-Australian attitudes towards Home Rule from 1916.

Firstly, martial law was declared in Dublin on 25 April. General Maxwell arrived as
Commander-in-Chief (CIC) on 27 April, the insurgents surrendered on 29 April, martial
law was extended, courts martial, executions (15) and (deportations (1,841) followed. Initial
negative Irish reactions to the Rising were overturned by Britain’s ‘unnecessary ferocity’ in
its response presaging widespread, subsequent opposition to the executions.”” The Chief
Secretary and Deputy, Augustine Birrell*and Mathew Nathan, resigned on 3 May.” A royal
commission was announced, hearings began on 18 May, and a report was issued on 3

July.” Principally, Birrell’" and ‘unchecked lawlessness’ were blamed.”

Secondly, after PM Asquith’s announcement that existing Irish government machinery had
broken down,” Lloyd George was tasked with negotiating settlement of the Irish
question.”* Consulting with leaders, he developed a six part proposal and announced
immediate Home Rule, excluding Ulster. When the IPP received Cabinet’s revision of

undertakings made by Lloyd George — notably Ulster’s permanent exclusion and non—

27 Ibid., 376.

28 Ibid., 362. Appointed in 1907 with a cabinet seat, Birrell was sidelined on Irish policy by Asquith and Lloyd
George after 1910; by 1915 he was ‘an absentee Chief Secretary’.

29 Ibid., From 1914 Nathan, a distinguished public setvant, directed ‘the day-to-day conduct of Irish affairs’,
and ‘assumed his task’ was preparing for a Home Rule government.

30 The English Commissioners criticised the Irish administration’s response to police and military warnings,
Birrell judged as culpable for the situation’s development and the actual outbreak, and Nathan for failing to
demand more ‘active measures’. See Leon O Broin, The Chief Secretary, Augustine Birrell in Ireland, Chatto and
Windus, London, 1969, 183-4.

31 Ibid., For O’Broin’s discussion of Birrell’s rationale of his low key approach, see 165-8.

32 Jbid., 183. Sir Henry Wilson, Director of Military Operations, Imperial General Staff urged Maxwell to
arrest, try, and shoot Birrell.

3 See Fitzpatrick, Ireland’, 496 for comments about Ireland’s administrative ‘mess’ — in 1914 the Castle
lacked control over armed forces, with 11 Whitehall Irish interest sections, 7 treasury-controlled Irish
departments, and 22 boards under Chief Secretary direction.

3 Oliver MacDonagh, Ireland, Prentice Hall Inc, New Jersey, 1968, 80 sees Asquith willing for Home Rule’s
‘immediate operation’ while Lloyd George’s control of negotiations with Redmond and Carson, forced
acceptance of common terms ‘but ...on the basis of contradictory assurances’.
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retention of Irish seats at Westminster’ — this convinced Redmond that any agreement was
over.”” In November martial law ended and Maxwell was replaced. Lloyd George became
Prime Minister in December following Asquith’s loss of Coalition support,”” at which point

most Irish internees were then released.

Thirdly, despite previously Asquith’s previous acknowledgement of its inadequacy, ‘Castle
Government’ was re-established. Wimbourne was reappointed as Lord Lieutenant™ with a
Unionist Chief Secretary.” In March 1917, following Iloyd George’s admission of Ulster’s
permanent veto on a self-governing united Ireland, the IPP appealed to the diaspora.
Redmond wanted pressure exerted on Britain to apply her European war justification to
Ireland, and President Wilson to apply his principles of self-determination. In this context

remaining Irish prisoners were released.

Fourthly, in May 1917 when Lloyd George announced an Irish Convention to produce a
scheme of self-government™ he guaranteed accepting its proposals if ‘substantial
agreement’ emerged." The Convention laboured from September.* Sinn Fein declined to

participate. But its by-election victories and membership growth pointed to changes in

% See Lysaght, “The Rhetoric’, 49 for argument that Redmond’s willingness to accept the temporary exclusion
of Ulster in July 1916 both destroyed the IPP and Redmond.

3 Ibid., Lloyd George’s duplicity emerged in cabinet when the terms caused Unionist outrage, the dropping of
the proposal, and exposure of his promises and deception.

37 See Deidre McMahon in ‘Ireland, the Empire, and the Commonwealth’ in Kenny, Ireland. .. Empire, 206 for
summary of Lloyd George’s attitude to Ireland, and to Empire.

3 Wimbourne replaced Lord Aberdeen as Lord Licutenant early in 1915 and followed a more interventionist
role; he resigned after the Rising but was reappointed.

% Michael Hopkinson, Green Against Green: The Irish Civil War, Gill and Macmillan, Dublin 1988, 5-6 for his
assessment of HE Duke as an ‘obscure lawyer,” and Eunan O’Halpern, ‘Historical revision XX: H E Duke
and the Irish administration, 1916-18” in Irish Historical S tudies, Vol XXII, March 1980, 362-376.

4 Hopkinson, Green Against Green, 4.

41 Roy Hattersley, David Lioyd George. The Great Outsider, Abacus, London, 2010, 531 suggests he relied ‘on the
disparate Irish elements remaining irreconcilable...to make the required promise’.

42 MacDonagh, Ireland, 81. Convention members (almost 100) represented church, trade unions, commerce,
and county councils. See Lyons, Ireland Since the Famine, 385-6, 389 and 393 for a more pessimistic account.
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Ireland.” So in September when Volunteer and hunger-striker, Thomas Ashe died as a
result of force-feeding (demanding to be treated as a political prisoner), his death caused
outrage.” Carson’s position in the War Cabinet between September 1917 and late January
1918 contributed to Irish doubts about the war. * Redmond’s death in early March and his
replacement as IPP leader by John Dillon convinced many that Ireland’s future lay with

Sinn Fein rather than the IPP.*

Fifthly, the joint bills for Military Service, extending conscription to Ireland, and Home
Rule were introduced in April 1918." Irish administrators advised against conscription and
all resigned — Wimbourne, Shortt and the CIC.* The Church, Sinn Fein and the IPP
cooperated to organise anti-conscription pledges.”” May publication of the Convention
Report, reflecting divergent opinions about self-government, removed the chance of

Ireland deciding its future.”

Finally, Lloyd George abandoned Home Rule and postponed conscription.” But the
simultaneous discovery of a German ‘plot’ in mid-May led to the arrest and deportation of

73 Sinn Fein members,” the re-imposition of martial law and the proscription of all public

4 1bid., 392. See also, Ferriter, The Transformation, 181-3. Sinn Fein defeated the IPP in January, May, July and
August by-elections but winners did not go to Westminster. By December 1917 Sinn Fein had 112,080
members.

4 He died on 25 September 1917, 30,000 mourners followed his coffin. See Lyons, Ireland Since the Famine,
387 for Collins’ graveside speech: “The volley which we have just heard is the only speech which it is proper
to make above the grave of a dead Fenian’.

4 See Wilson, The Myriad, 413-15, 419-22 and 626-8 for Carson’s role in replacing Asquith, as First Lord of
the Admiralty, Lloyd George’s recognition of his unsuitability, and his early 1917 War Cabinet redeployment.
4 Dillon’s replacement of Redmond demonstrated IPP intransigence and political isolation.

47 See Lyons, Ireland Since the Famine, 392-3 for suggestion that pairing came from Lloyd George’s
‘unjustifiable optimism’ about the Convention reaching a compromise position.

48 See Hopkinson, The Irish War, 8-9 for Duke’s protest, and ‘Castle’ reorganisation under John French (more
military experience than administrative) as Viceroy with ‘clear assurance... [he was| military supremo’.

¥ Ferriter, The Transformation, 181-3, also see Hopkinson, The Irish War, 4 for his judgement that this was ‘the
final death knell of Home Rule’ and the IPP.

50 MacDonagh, Ireland, 82 accepts agreement was unlikely, but insists that ‘significant advances’ were made.
5! Ferriter, The Transformation, 181-3.

52 See Lyons, Ireland Since the Famine, 395-6, see Hopkinson, The Irish War, 10 for evidence published in 1921
which showed most items related to pre-1918 activities.
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gatherings. In October President Wilson’s Fourteen Points were published; World War
One ended on 11 November. Sinn Fein won 73 seats in Britain’s December general
election while the IPP retained six. The Peace Conference opened in Versailles on 18
January 1919 and Irishmen were confident of its outcome because the war was fought for

‘the rights of small nations’ and ‘self-determination’.

Ireland’s hopes were shattered when the British displayed intransigence and the Americans,
detachment. Historian Margaret Macmillan argues that ‘self-determination was...one of the

])53

most controversial and opaque [of Wilson’s ideas.]” She also clarifies his indifference

> it “‘was a domestic matter’.”® The

about Irish determination to end British rule:
Conference represented a singular opportunity for the Irish to upstage British
propaganda;™ however, Sinn Fein’s inability to force a hearing was immensely
disappointing. Meanwhile in parallel with Ireland’s diplomatic campaign,”” elected (and
non-imprisoned) MPs met in Dublin as Dai/ Eireann on 21 January. From this point, the
previous Irish Volunteers were increasingly known as the Irish Republican Army (IRA);
their relationship with the Dai/was ambivalent, establishing early potential for subsequent
conflict. The complex sequence of events which followed the Rising of April 1916 meant
that all Irish-Australians, especially those first- and second-generation Irish Australians who

relied totally on Home Rule as the only solution, struggled to deal with the unprecedented

changes and reverses being reported.

53 Margaret Macmillan, Paris 1919: Sixc Months that Changed the World, Random House Trade Paperback
Edition, USA, 2003, 11.

54 See Stephen Bonsal, Unfinished Business, Michael Joseph Ltd, London, 1944, 138. A linguist, former
journalist and diplomat on the staff of Wilson’s advisor, Col. House, Bonsal’s diary outlined Wilson’s
disinterest, and objections to Irish-American pressure.

55 Thid.

56 See Maurice Walsh, The News from Ireland: Foreign Correspondents and the Irish Revolution, IB Taurus, London,
106-9 for discussion of Irish strategies to ensure ‘favourable coverage from newspaper correspondents’ in
Paris.

57 0On 11 June Wilson informed Irish representatives that Ireland would not be admitted.
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The January shooting of two Royal Irish Constabulary (RIC) constables in Tipperary
generally dates the outbreak of the three phase conflict (1919 to 1921) between Ireland and
Britain.” While Ireland’s alienation from Britain’s rule predated this era, Peace Conference
failure highlighted the challenges of constructing a counter-state. Escalating Irish violence,
including, an RIC boycott, ambushes, shootings and the undermining of Dublin’s
Metropolitan Police (DMP), in Britain’s post-war political environment where
Conservatives dominated the Coalition Government, precluded a judicious response.
Dublin Castle favoured martial law but the Das/ was not proscribed until September. In
December 1919, Lloyd George’s ‘solution’ to appease Ulster, the Government of Ireland
Bill, was introduced. Never anticipated as satisfying the South, the measure avoided
introduction of 1914’s Home Rule Bill. Evacuating RIC barracks in the south and west
from autumn 1919 indicated ‘the collapse of British rule’. By early 1920, Britain extended
its military effort in belated recognition that the condition of Ireland was beyond ‘a short
rebellion’. January’s introduction of the ‘Black and Tans’ to reinforce the RIC exemplified
the shift. Local government elections of January (urban) and June (rural) demonstrated
Sinn Fein’s popularity, and nationalist control. From March, evidence of ‘tit for tat’ and
reprisal killings emerged. Escalation of violence to guertilla war by May 1920 precipitated
official British soul-searching. Dublin Castle endured an enquiry and administrative
overhaul, and after Cabinet reviewed policy, negotiation and settlement hopes emerged

temporarily, but by December Lloyd George’s greater belligerence prevailed.

The introduction of the Restoration of Order in Ireland Act (RORA) in August 1920, and
IRA responses, altered the war’s character. Britain’s refusal to identify the contest as a war,

the military use of police without adequate guidelines, and IRA calculation of the value of

8 Hopkinson, The Irish War, 25. He stresses (28-9) that historians have supetimposed patterns on the war’s
initial phase arguing it was mutually ‘reactive, confused and unplanned’.
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transnational news/propaganda and concomitant interest in provocation,” combined to
intensify the situation. British authority was often nominal — a visible government in

% Stark differences

parallel operated through revolutionary courts and county councils.
between correspondents’ reports and Government statements suggested a cover-up of
British brutality.”’ Maurice Walsh identifies the double impact on Britain of the Great War’s
focus on its civil behaviour contrasted to German barbarism: this stance both validated
condemnation of Britain in Ireland, and assumed that Britain would be held accountable
for dishonourable actions.”” A number of factors contributed to Britain’s loss of the
propaganda war.” These included the number of deaths in 1920, hotrific news of small
towns becoming targets of reprisals,” accompanied by photographic commentaries,” and
the growing perception that these were authorised.” When Archbishop Mannix was
prohibited from landing in Ireland, % a prominent hunger-striker, Terence MacSwiney, was
force-fed and died in October,” and a young Dublin student, Kevin Barry, was hanged,
Britain’s international struggles to maintain an image of civilised justice were rnagm'ﬁed.70
But November’s ‘Bloody Sunday’ murders — 14 British officers then 12 Irish in retaliation

at Croke Park — were ‘decisive in changing British attitudes’.”! Finally came a statement

accepting Britain was at war: ‘A state of armed insurrection...exist[s]... The forces of the

% See Walsh, The News, 108-119.

% From May 1920 arbitration courts dealt with land issues, by July, Sinn Fein’s courts handled offences such
as burglary and drunkenness.

61 \Walsh, The News, 86-92.

62 Ihid., 76-8.

03 Tomas Kenny, Galway: Politics and Society, 1910-23, Four Courts Press, Dublin, 2011, 33. See also Boyce,
Englishmen and Irish Troubles, 83-102.

4 See David Fitzpatrick, Po/itics and Irish Life: Provincial Experience of War and Revolution, Cork University Press,
Cork, 1998, 412, 417, he lists 18 deaths from May to December 1919, 176 dead and 251 wounded in 1920.
9 See Hugh Martin, Insurrection in Ireland, Daniel O’Connor, London, 1921.

% Hopkinson, The Irish War, 80.

7 See Boyce, Englishmen and Irish Troubles, 56, 58-9, 61-4, 98. Hopkinson, The Irish War, 81-3. While reprisals
became official policy in December 1920, July reports of a senior policeman instructing police recruits about
responding received widespread publicity.

% See 365 below.

0 See Walsh, The News, 79-80.

70 See MA Doherty, ‘Kevin Barry and the Anglo-Irish propaganda war’ in Irish Historical Studies, Vol. XXXII,
No 126, November 2000, 217-31 for discussion of his execution’s different propaganda role for both sides in
1920.

" Hopkinson, The Irish War, 88-91.
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Crown...were...declared to be on active service’.”” In the short term, the Irish population
experienced greater repression — 500 arrests, widespread raids, martial law and internment

— but in the longer term, this ‘violence...opened the way to negotiation’.”

While the war’s final phase initially reflected positives for Britain: IRA arrests, internments,
reduction of the republican ‘counter-state’, and more effective responses to guerrilla
warfare, these did not equate with military victory.” The British government’s
unwillingness to accept military advice and take ‘extreme measures’ helped precipitate truce
moves in June 1921. During 1920 there were numerous failed dips into treacherous truce
waters;” Perth’s Archbishop Clune came closest to success late in the year when he
negotiated between Sinn Fein and the British cabinet. Full responsibility for failure to
negotiate a truce was attributed to Lloyd George who ‘backed away...when faced with
military and Conservative opposition’."’ The year 1921 then became a test of resolve,
Britain faced military resource issues while the IRA struggled to replace significant
individuals, killed or interned. Following spurious Southern elections held under the
misnomer, the Better Government of Ireland Act which produced the second Dai/ (but not
a Parliament as in Ulster), George V intervened.” Opening Belfast’s parliament on 22 June,
his plea for ‘the end of strife’ was followed by a meeting between Lloyd George and
Eamonn de Valera, President of the Daz/, which resulted in a truce. Over five months,
further meetings and pauses for disagreement were accompanied by British threats of

renewed war, and random Irish violence.

72 Ibid., 93.

73 1bid., 91.

7 See Alvin Jackson, Ireland 1798-1998: Politics and War, Blackwell Publishing, Oxford, 1999, 257-8 for brief
discussion of parallels between Ireland and South Africa.

> Hopkinson, The Irish War, 180-2. He discusses 6 possibilities of varying seriousness.

76 Ibid., 185.

"7 'The speech, with input from General Smuts, replaced a more trenchant Unionist version.
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However, on 6 December 1921, five hesitant, apprehensive delegates signed the Anglo-
Irish Treaty, threatened with ‘immediate and terrible war’, should they resist.”® De Valera
rejected their decision, and following the Dai/s 7 January ratification (64 to 57 votes),
resigned his presidency. Failing by two votes to be re-elected, de Valera and followers
walked out. Pro-Treatyites formed a Provisional Government; British evacuation
proceeded.” Smooth transition was unlikely given the increasing subversion of Ireland’s
machinery of government from 1919; ‘respect for law’ had become an implicit casualty of
Anglo-Irish warfare.” In Australia, as will be seen, the war’s end produced responses which

divided the Irish-Australian community.

Ireland’s experience of civil war from 1922 to 1923 left scars, antagonisms and conflicting
explanations and interpretations.®’ Although the Provisional Government’s 28 June attack
on the Four Courts (occupied by Anti-Treaty Irregulars since 13 April) typically marks the
outbreak, the previous six months witnessed a ‘general drift to violence...accompanied by
constant efforts to prevent the Treaty split culminating in...civil war’.*”” Here the phases

will be summarised as preliminary, conventional, guerrilla warfare, and without an official

end, the cessation process.

While the treaty ended conflict with Britain, it revealed the extent of differences within
Ireland.*’ Formal transition required a constitution and an election (within six months),

obvious sites for disagreement. Election delay created a power vacuum in which the

78 See Frank Pakenham, Peace By Ordeal: An Account, from first-hand sources, of the Negotiation and Signature of the
Anglo-Irish Treaty 1921, Geoffrey Chapman, London, 1962, 296-302.

" Ferritet, The Transformation, 249 describes evacuation of 40,000 soldiers, 7,000 Black and Tans, and 6,000
auxiliaries within 6 months.

80 Bulmer Hobson (a pro-Treatyite) quoted in Bill Kissane, The Politics of the Irish Civil War, Oxford University
Press, Oxford, 2005, 22.

81 See Joost Augusteijn ‘Irish Civil War’ in Connolly, Companion, 2777 for reference to the divisive legacies of
sensitivity placing research ‘far behind that into the Anglo-Irish War’.

82 Kissane, The Politics, 3, 64.

8 See Jackson, Ireland 1798-1998, 262-3.
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Provisional government struggled with post-war issues of unemployment, infrastructure
rebuilding and military withdrawal, and anti-Treaty forces constructed a power base around
the IRA (formerly the Volunteers), the cornerstone of subsequent violence.” Although the
factions initially compromised over the election,” when the British-amended constitution
was published,” it was clear they could not coexist.”’ The IRA’s commitment to protecting
the Republic ‘against British aggression™ contributed to Liam Lynch’s leadership, probably
encouraging the Four Courts attack.” Pro-Treaty electoral success provided ‘moral
authority’,” firming resolve not to ‘tolerate a rebellion in their midst’.” The assassination of
Unionist MP Sir Henry Wilson on 22 June launched Britain’s demand for action.” The
election sanctioned London’s interpretation of Irish inaction as a Treaty violation,

legitimating British action.” The Four Courts attack pushed Treaty conflict to an

irrevocable military plane.”

In the brief, conventional phase of this war, the IRA held initial military advantages.()5 But
huge enlistments and British military support combined with limited IRA strategy after the

Four Courts evacuation altered the balance. While this may suggest conviction that Treaty

84 Kissane, The Politics, 69, 72-3. The ‘IRA was no longer under the authority of the Ministry of Defence’ but
under an ‘Executive appointed by the [IRA] convention’ of 26 March. From May, talks about army
reunification, disputes re Ministers and equal representation of Treaty factions on the Army Council,
contributed to the breakdown of talks on 14 June.

8 Lyons, Ireland since the Famine, 457.

86 Of the 3 drafts, the one chosen (and amended) included a clause rendering it ‘void and inoperative’ should
it clash with the Treaty.

87 Churchill insisted on the inclusion of Treaty Article 17 requiring all Government members to sign a
declaration of adherence to the Treaty in Collins’ constitution or ‘the process of transfer of function does not
go forward anymore’.

88 Kissane, The Politics, T4-5.

8 Lyons, Ireland since the Famine, 455.

% Pro-Treaty Sinn Fein won 58 of 128 seats, while the anti-Treatyites lost 12 seats. But, third party first
preference votes were greater than for either Treaty side.

9N Kissane, The Politics, 73.

92 An Irish Protestant, a Great War Field Marshall, by 1922 he was a Unionist MP for North Down and
advised the Belfast Government on stringent security measures.

93 See Ferriter, The Transformation, 254 for extract of Lloyd George’s ultimatum. See also Jackson, Ireland 1798-
1998, 266.

94 Lyons, Ireland Since the Famine, 461.

% See Jackson, Ireland 1798-1998, 265 for point that in the eatly months ‘the rebels...had actually a fair chance
of winning a military showdown’.
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. P L)(
divisions would not cause wat, "

IRA tactics generally overlooked the importance of
military victories.” Anti-Treaty propaganda claims that the government was a British-
backed ‘colonial junta’ embarking on reconquest”™ were supported by the actions of
Michael Collins as CIC of a war council of three. His centralisation policies, insistence on

senior bureaucrats taking loyalty oaths, termination of Republican courts, and imposing

formal and informal censorship, all reinforced such an interpretation.

Collins’s death on 22 August created fears about the Provisional government in the short
term, but longer term, Cosgrave’s leadership both developed a stable relationship with
Ulster” and managed clearer support for the Treaty.""’ But more problematically, Collins’s
death empowered those Irishmen ready to ‘entirely exclude the republican viewpoint’, and

to adopt measures tested by the British from 1919."

During the guerrilla war phase, Provisional government policies were characterised by
‘emergency powers, internment, and official and unofficial reprisals’. There were renewed
Republican accusations of neo-colonialism."” In addition, British demands over the Treaty
produced greater government willingness to employ extreme measures, including military
courts and executions.” When the Bishops issued their Pastoral letter of 10 October 1922

this not only undetrlined civic responsibility to support the Provisional government, but

% Hopkinson, Green against Green, 128.

97 See Kissane, The Politics, 79 for discussion of IRA forces ‘provok[ing] counter-productive coercion,
arous[ing] popular indignation, and destabilis[ing] the state to the point of collapse’.

98 See Jackson, Ireland 1798-1998, 268 for description of the Free State as representing ‘the forces...of the
vestigial ancient regime’, and 270 for his view that in some ways the ‘campaign...was an automatic extension
of the struggle against the British’.

9 Kissane, The Politics, 82-3. Ambiguities had characterised Collins’ Ulster dealings, he tried to protect its
Catholics, negotiating pacts with Sir James Craig, and worked with its pro-Treaty IRA.

100 Thid., 82-4. Elected as President of Executive Council on 9 September, WT Cosgrave’s record as a
politician led to military doubts about his capacity to ‘see the conflict through’.

101 Jackson, Ireland 1798-1998, 270-1.

102 Kissane, The Politics, 85

103 Jhid., 86-8. These measures were contained in the Public Safety Bill.
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also excluded Republicans from the sacraments.'” Belatedly, de Valera established a
Republican government to counter the Provisional body;'” and Republicans appealed to
the Vatican about extreme Church action ‘on political grounds’.'"”® Mgr Luzio was
dispatched from Rome to mediate in 1923."”” Among the Republican leaders, there were
major differences: de Valera keen to end the conflict, and Lynch'” committed to the
assassination of Dai/ members who voted for executions.'” State killings revealed the

. . ege . . 1‘10
impossibility of reunification,

and Republican forces disintegrated under the increasingly
hopeless military situation.'"" The death of Lynch on 10 April allowed the IRA to overturn

its refusal of terms based on Free State recognition and betrayal of the Republic, facilitating

the ceasefire of 30 April.

Deaths of those personifying Civil War conflict liberated Ireland from its violent impasse.
Collins’ murder'? precipitated extremism then matched by the IRA, these responses
demonstrated military imbalance and ultimate futility; Lynch’s death removed the chief
obstacle to peace.'” But there was ‘no negotiated peace, and consequently the Civil War

...never officially ended’.""*

The complexity of Ireland’s history provided a backdrop of continuing importance to many
Irish-Australians, and thus this section has sought to present an outline of the impact of

Ireland’s relationship to Britain within the Union and the Empire, particularly in the

104 Thid., 88-89. See Ferriter, The Transformation, 246-7 for attitudes of individual prelates.

195 Lyons, Ireland since the Famine, 466. De Valera’s limited power was reflected in his need to request IRA army
authorisation.

106 Kissane, The Politics, 89-90.

107 Thid., 89. The Church never challenged government civil war violence.

108 See Jackson, Ireland 1798-1998, 271-2, and Lyons, Ireland since the Famine, 464 for description of Lynch as
personifying military intransigence.

109 Kissane, The Politics, 90-1. Selective and local, 77 were official, possibly 40 in custody.

10 Thid., 93.

1 Thid., 93-4.

112 See Jackson, Ireland 1798-1998, 273 for long and short term consequences of his death.

113 Lyons, Ireland since the Famine, 467-8.

114 Augusteijn, ‘Civil War’, 277. See Ferriter, The Transformation, 266-7, Jackson, Ireland 1798-1998, 273-4, and
Kissane, The Politics, 95-6, for “legal aspects of the conflict’ persisting until the end of 1924.
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complex years between 1916 and 1923. While some historians have disputed any sustained
interest among Irish-Australians, this was neither the perception of their fellow Australians,

nor the impression gained from a close study of the Irish-Catholic press.

The Irish in Australia, Victoria and South Australia

Australia’s Irish association was tied to the transportation of convicts, among them
significant numbers of Irish. Historians have debated the reasons for Britain’s August 1786
decision to locate convicts in Australia. On the one hand, those supporting the
conventional explanation of remoteness plus necessity for a new convict destination, refuse

115 who insist that

to accept the views of those perceiving more ‘auspicious national origins
plans demonstrated ‘proof of foresight and efficiency in the extension of Empire’.'" In
other words, settlement in Sydney was always intended as a pegging out of an imperial
marker. Atkinson suggests that the basic divergence between historians flows from ‘two
equally inconsistent ambitions for a British Australia™ Lord Sydney’s optimism about the

advantages of the remote community set against his colleagues who understood the

potential for British expansion into the Pacific.'”

Notwithstanding the administrative or ideological rationale, at least 150,000 convicts,
including 25,000 women, were dispatched to eastern Australia between 1787 and 1840."*
Among these were 50,000 Irish, most were Catholic,'” one third had eatlier convictions.
Transportation was increasingly contested by free settlers'’ and had eventually ceased in all

the colonies by 1868. By 1914 more than 300,000 free Irish immigrants had settled in

115 Stuart Macintyre ‘Settlement’ in Graeme Davison, John Hirst, Stuart Macintyre (eds.), The Oxford
Companion to Australian History (Revised Edition), Oxford University Press, Melbourne, 2001, 586.

116 Alan Atkinson, ‘Conquest’ in Schreuder and Ward, Australia’s Empire, 50.

U7 Thid.

118 Convict transportation to WA from 1849 to 1868 brought the total to about 164,000.

19 O’Farrell, The Catholic Church and Community, 2-3.

120 The Anti-Transportation movement began in 1847; there were Melbourne and Sydney protests before the
1851 Australasian Anti-Transportation League developed a more strategic campaign. By 1852 the Colonial
Office ended transportation to eastern Australia.
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Australia. Numbers of arrivals were highest in the 1850s (101,540) and 1860s (82,900)."
MacDonagh paints a vivid profile of mid-nineteenth century emigrants from Ireland. The
ratio of Catholics to Protestants was probably four to one (Ulster-Presbyterian and Irish-
Anglican) thus transplanting and ‘determin[ing locally]...a wide range of political and social
attitudes’. His analysis shows immigrant rural background matched the religious divide,
with urban middle-class professionals typically found among Irish-Anglicans. Significantly,
he suggests high levels of literacy and political familiarity gained from experiences in
Ireland; these attributes — cultural/religious distinctiveness, acquired familiarity with and
negativity towards commonly accepted ‘ruling orthodoxies’ — inclined Irish immigrants ‘to

challenge and dissent’.'*

Before 1914, this potentially antagonistic group (from very specific Irish counties) trailed
the English as the largest immigrant cohort. According to historian Janet McCalman, ‘the
culture of respectability” occupied an important place in ‘the cultural baggage’ imported by
emigrants from Britain in the nineteenth century.'” The quest for respectability ‘crossed
class, gender and ethnic lines’; the shared striving for ‘dignity and prosperity’ may have
facilitated Irish acclimatisation, even masking prejudices. Most immigrants received colonial
government assistance, and local labour needs, in conjunction with enterprising Irish use of
available schemes, ensured the Irish became a higher proportion of the colonial population
than in Britain. Catholics constituted 80 percent of assisted Irish immigrants while
Protestants probably accounted for most of those unassisted. Thus by 1911, the first
census which ‘cross-tabulated’ birthplace and religion, Protestants represented one quarter
of the nation’s Irish population. Of Australians identifying as Irish-born, 71 percent

nominated themselves as Catholic, 14 percent as Anglican, with Presbyterians and

121 O’ Farrell, The Irish in Australia, 63.

122 Oliver MacDonagh ‘The Condition of Ireland 1788-1850 in Jupp, The Australian Pegple, 556.

123 Janet McCalaman, ‘Class and Respectability in a working-class suburb: Richmond, Victoria, Before the
Great War’ in Historical Studies, Vol XXII, No 78, April, 1982, 90.

74



Methodists constituting the other nine and three percent. Significantly, for the present
research, 78 percent of South Australia’s Irish were Catholic compared to only 70 percent

of Victoria’s.'**

Dispersal patterns across and between colonies were even, and the community exhibited
little clustering; even in the most ‘Irish areas’ they made up only 20-25 percent of the
population. Not until the twentieth century did Irish-Australians become urban in large
numbers, and where there were inner-city clusters, Fitzpatrick acknowledges these ‘choices
reflected the predominance of unskilled labourers and servants requiring cheap housing
and easy access to their workplaces’.'” Additionally, he characterises most Irish as
benefitting from immigration’s opportunities. He ascribes this to their generally eatly arrival
and location choice, the availability of middle class, agricultural or working class
occupations, as well as options for marriage partners beyond Irish and Catholic. He also
emphasises the ‘social costs’ — the consequences of ‘latent bigotry and hostility’, and the
over-representation of Irish among ‘offenders, paupers and lunatics’.'” While Irish and
Catholic were easily equated, and when Church figures such as Cardinal Moran (who
misjudged the sectarian impact of standing for election as a delegate to the 1897
Australasian Federation Convention) and Archbishop Mannix (whose public stance on
conscription ensured prominence) entered the political ring, the position of Irish as
Catholic and ‘Other’ in an Anglo-dominant population, ensured their marginalisation by

the majority.

124 Fitzpatrick, Oceans of Consolation, 14.
125 David Fitzpatrick, ‘Irish Immigration 1840-1914’ in Jupp, The Australian People, 562.
126 [hid., 563-4.
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Victoria
Victoria, the ‘only colony where permanent European settlement began without the

¥ received official recognition in 1836 following the

sanction of British authority
establishment of small European centres at Portland (1834) and Port Phillip Bay.
MacDonagh argues that 1851 (opening the ‘golden’ decade) represented economic takeoff
as well as initial large population inflow, and demonstrates that ‘the Irish element was
prominent and clearly discernible’.”” He also attributed the ‘enriching’ quality of 1850s
immigrants to issues/events in Ireland which precipitated the departure of so many with
‘political interests and expertise’.'” Furthermore, middle class immigrant numbers among
the Irish, resulted in this group generally ‘enter[ing] the social, political and economic race
on more equal terms than in [other] colonies’.””” One direct consequence was evident in

Victoria boasting three Irish-born Catholic premiers before 1891,"" in addition to speakers,

attorneys-general and solicitors—general.132

127 John Lack “Victotia’ in Davison et al, The Oxford Companion to Australian History, 667.

128 Oliver MacDonagh, “The Irish in Victoria, 1851-91: A Demographic Essay’ in TD Williams (ed.), Historical
Studies, VII1, Dublin, 1971, 70.

129 Ibid., 70-1.

130 Ibid., 76.

131 John O’Shanassy formed two ministries, 1857-1859 and 1861-1863, Charles Gavan Duffy from 1871-2,
and Bryan O’Loghlen 1881-2.

132 MacDonagh, ‘The Irish in Victoria’, 71.
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Table One: Victorian Census Data 1846-1921

Number Number

Census Colonial of Irish of Native Catholic

Years Population | born % Born % | Numbers %
1846 32,879 9126 27.8 7,583 | 23 9,075 27.6
1851 77,345 14,618 18.8 20,470 | 26 18,014 23.3
1854 236,798 38,728 16.8 41,233 | 17 45111 19.1
1857 410,766 64,592 15.7 84,881 | 21 76,500 18.6
1861 540,322 87,160 16.1 157,911 | 29 107,610 20.6
1871 731,528 100,468 13.7 358,266 | 49 167,468 234
1881 862,346 86,733 10.1 539,060 | 58 197,157 23.3
1891 1,140,405 85,307 11.9 773,194 | 63 240,310 21.5
1901 1,201,341 61,512 5.1 999,830 | 83 260,016 21.9
1911* 1,181,787 41,477 3.7 1,108,945 | 85 286,433 25.8
1921 1,433,530 27,242 1.9 1,253,895 | 87 322,565 22.5

Derived from Census Returns Victorian Parliamentary Papers and Commonwealth Year
Books. Figures from the 1911 census show 42,082 Irish-born.

*Figures for 1911 cited in different editions of the Official Year Book of the Commonwealth
of Australia (eg. 1913 and 1922) show inexplicably different numbers of native-born, these are
from 1913 which quotes the percentage.

Table One shows Victoria’s total, Catholic, Irish and native-born population from the mid-
nineteenth century to 1921, the figures are unable to capture the percentage of those born
to Irish parents. Until 1901, Victoria’s Irish-Catholic population hovers at around 20
percent and demonstrates demographic stability matched by location stability and evenness
of colonial distribution: between 15 and 35 percent almost everywhere and for 75 years.'”
But their numbers were highest rurally, and correspondingly lower in towns and cities.
They were located as small mixed farmers but not as miners or skilled tradesmen."* The
Irish ‘places on the Victorian social ladder were rather lower’ than was true for the rest of
the population.'” Differentiated more by religion than political distinctiveness (given Irish
literacy levels and familiarity with parliamentary government), immigrants found a very
Irish Catholic Church.” Early bishops (Goold and Geoghagen), incoming priests and
teaching groups were Irish, reinforcing Irish ideals and ‘a sense of Irish-Australian

distinctiveness’ to the new generation. MacDonagh affirms the importance of the Church

133 MacDonagh, “The Irish in Australia: A General View’ in MacDonagh and Mandle, 164.
134 Thid., 165.

135 MacDonagh, ‘The Irish in Victoria’, 72-7.

136 Victoria’s first bishop was appointed in 1847.
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and its activities ‘in engendering a consciousness of special identity and multiple loyalties

among the main body’ of Victoria’s Irish."”’

MacDonagh makes a distinction however which applies beyond Victoria. His analysis
denotes the antipodean weakness of the ‘revolutionary and republican traditions of Irish

%% He extracts other factors

nationalism’ and the vigour of the constitutionalist variety.
which clarify the position of Irish-Australians before 1914: they were, he argues, a founding
people who sustained their position for 150 years, and made up 20-30 percent from the
outset.'” These factors, and the absence of other immigration waves which would have

displaced them, positioned the Irish ‘in the building up of new Australia’ in large

140
numbers.

South Australia

As colonies, Victorian and South Australian emerged within a few years of each other, but
little else is similar in terms of history, population size, economic experience, or the
concomitant size and role of the Irish-Australian community. Both were ‘founded’ in 1830,
but on a very different basis — South Australia was planned whereas Victoria was a semi-
arbitrary extension of New South Wales. Based on the colonisation scheme developed in
1829 by Edward Gibbon Wakefield, South Australia was intended to balance invested
capital and labour, bypassing both convicts and an established church. Land was to be sold
not granted, and the profit used to fund suitable immigrants. Catholics were unwelcome.
But as Margaret Press summarises, the colony’s designed genesis as ‘a business venture’

determined the nature of the population: ‘most of the first Catholic community belonged

137 Oliver MacDonagh, ‘Irish in Victoria in the Nineteenth century’ in Jupp, The Australian People, 581-2.

138 MacDonagh, “The Irish in Australia’, 166-7.

139 See Richards, “The importance of being Irish’, 62 for repudiation of the Irish as a founding people in SA,
based on insignificant early numbers and smaller statistical representation. Despite these points, the Irish
were the colony’s largest immigrant group.

140 MacDonagh, ‘The Irish in Australia’, 170-1.
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to the workforce’."* Their numbers were small, " with the first permanent priest arriving
in 1842; a bishop two years later. The 1844 census showed a population of 17,366 with

perhaps 1,055 Catholics among them.'*

Table Two: South Australian Census Data 1844-1921.

Number
Number of
Census Colonial of Irish Native Catholic
Years Population Born % Born % | Numbers %
1844 17,366 NA NA NA NA 1,055 6.1
1846 22,390 NA NA NA NA 1,846 7.4
1855 85,821 NA NA NA NA 8,335 9.8
1860/1 126,830 12,694 10.1 51,222 40 15,594 13.2
1866 163,452 14,485 8.9 77,501%* 47 23,684 14.5
1871 185,626 14,255 7.7 | 106,145* 57 28,668 15.4
1876 213,271 14,053 6.6 | 132992* 62 32,668 15.3
1881 275,344 18,246 6.5 173,073 61 42,628 15.2
1891 315,212 14,369 4.5 228,229 72 47179 14.7
1901 358,346 11,243 3.1 289,440 81 52,193 14.4
1911** 408,558 7,997 1.9 350,261 86 57,558 14.0
1921 495,160 5,648 1.1 421,153 85 67,030 13.5

Derived from Census Returns in South Australian Parliamentary Papers and Commonwealth
Year Books. Figures from the 1911 census show 8,087 Irish-born.

* In these years ‘Other British Possessions” described those born beyond SA.

** Figures for 1911 cited in different editions of the Official Year Book of the Commonwealth
of Australia (eg. 1913 and 1922) show inexplicably different numbers of native-born; these are
from 1913 which quotes the percentage.

A comparison between Table One and Table Two highlights significant and lasting
differences between the two colonies in terms of Irish and Catholic proportions. In South
Australia, until 1861, country of birth was not included in census data; in that year 12,694
Irish constituted just over 10 percent of the population of 126,830. This percentage fell
quickly — 7.7 percent in 1871, then 4.5 percent in 1891. From 1866 when figures can be
compared, the correlation between Catholic and Irish is unclear. Very preliminary focus on
South Australia’s counties indicates that while Irish residents were widely represented, the
Victorian distribution pattern across the counties was absent. From 1861, most Irish lived

in Adelaide itself, with percentages moving between 42 and 52 percent of the colonial total.

14 Press, From Our Broken Toil, 12. The South Australia Act of 1834 incorporated Wakefield’s colonisation
plan.

142 In 1844 the first census showed Catholics constituted just over 6% of the population.

143 Press, From Our Broken Toil, 42. In 1844 Father Edmund Mahoney ‘drew up a list of 1273 Catholics’ based
on his travel to all colonial centres ‘within riding distance’.
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While all 17 counties had Irish residents in 1861, as additional counties were progressively
declared, Irish numbers were often small, and in 1891 and 1901, Irish-born did not appear

. 144
1n some areas.

Economically, South Australia faced early challenges; copper mining salvaged the colony in
the 1840s. South Australia was the leading Australian wheat producer from 1850 to 1890.
However, population losses to Victoria’s goldfields threatened colonial bankruptcy in the
early 1850s. The Bullion Act of 1852 represented an ingenious response involving the
transport of gold to Adelaide where banks exchanged the bounty for notes. The strategy
restored credit and fostered trade. From the 1860s copper mining opportunities again
revived the economy. But severe droughts and population loss in the 1860s and 1880s
challenged the colony. The Irish immigrant pattern differed; numbers were smaller, levels

of wealth and professional expertise set South Australia apart from Victoria.

Thus levels of overt egalitarian success evident in colonial Victoria were not replicated
across the border. South Australia’s smaller Irish-Catholic population base, its skill and
economic level, were reflected in limited parliamentary representation. In contrast to
Victoria, Irish parliamentarians (or those of Irish descent) were atypical and ministerial
positions rare.* While levels of prejudice cleatly functioned in Victoria, factors of critical

mass, wealth and status combined to provide some level of protection and support for

144 Figures are based on data from SA Parliamentary Papers following the Census.

145 See Press, From Our Broken Toil, 255 for comment that it was unusual in the 1890s “for Catholic men to
attain ministerial rank’. Before 1900, there were 6 Catholic Irish-born in parliament and 6 of Irish descent,
some elected and some nominated, prior to the 1857 constitution: CH Bagot from 1844-1869, JH Bagot
18511870, PB Coglin 1860-1891, ] Cowan 1890, T Cowan 1875-1878, WP Cummins 1896-1907*, WP Denny
1900-1930%, PP Gillen 1889-1896*, HC Gleeson 1868-1871, PM Glynn 1887-1899, F] Hourigan 1893-1901,
JCF Johnson 1884-1889*, CC Kingston 1881-1900%*, GS Kingston 1851-1880, W. Lennon 1860-1861, E
Lucas 1893-1918, E McEllister 1858-18606, T. Magarey 1853-1867, D Moody 1878-1900, TS O’Halloran
1843-1855, JV O’Loghlin 1888-1902*, LT O’Loughlin 1899-1915*, D Shannon 1858-1860, RR Torrens 1851-
1857, ] White 1871-1888 and WAE West-Erskine 1871-1876, 1885-1891. (* denotes second generation.)
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Irish-Catholics.'* In South Australia, the Irish position differed. In general, from the
bishops and the clergy down, the Irish tendency to merge into the wider community rather
than drawing attention to itself by challenging the hostility of the status quo, became the
behavioural norm, exemplifying Hickman’s distinction between a ‘low profile’ and
assimilation.'”’ Thus, for example, early newspaper publication as a statement of difference

occurred much later.

The Adpocate and the Southern Cross

The religious press, arguably a crucial participant in the previously mentioned ‘web of
discourses’ and consequent societal transformation,'* has barely figured in histories of the
Australian media. The nature of its contribution awaits examination; this thesis makes some
incursions into that area. ‘Print journalism...[maintained] its primacy...until the 1920s’
when radio broadcasting expanded."” According to historian David Hilliard, even limited
analysis of comparable newspapers across denominations, suggests common approaches,
demonstrating similarities." In South Australia, the Australian Christian Commonwealth was
published from January 1901."" While its religious focus was prominent, its layout,
editorial focus (religious and general news), local Church community news, lists of
subscribers and newspaper sellers, small items of information and use of brief amusing
snippets, shared many similarities with both the Southern Cross and Adpocate. The sharpest
distinctions between the Christian Commomwealth and the other two papers were in the

dedicated Irish coverage of the latter, and the overtly imperial orientation of the Christian

146 See Naughtin, A Green Flag in the Antipodes, passim.

147 See 23 above for discussion of Hickman’s clarification.

148 See 42-3 above for Aled Jones’ discussion of these concepts.

149 Simon Potter, ‘Communication and Integration’, 192. Radio reached Australia in 1924.

150 David Hilliard, Pers Comm, 2 August 2013.

151 Thhis incorporated the Christian Weekly and Methodist Journal, the South Australian Bible Christian Monthly and
the South Australian Primitive Methodist. Combining these titles reflected the amalgamation of the Australian
Wesleyan Methodist Church, the Bible Christians and the Primitive Methodist Church on 5 December 1900.
152 See Walker, The Newspaper Press, xii, for explanation of his inclusion of the Catholic Freeman’s Journal in
contrast to other ‘denominational journals which had too little general news’.
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Commonwealth.”” Until 1895 the main cable services were vested in the Melbourne Age and
Argus, and by 1900 ‘almost all of the cable news publication in...[Australasia] was being
filtered through...the Argus London office’.”” Thus Australia’s Irish-Catholic press was
necessarily ensnared in a network reflecting inherent prejudice and purveying largely hostile

Irish coverage.

The Advocate was first published in February 1868, the Southern Cross in July 1889. Both
newspapers were preceded by numbers of short-lived publications, four in Victoria
between 1841 and 1862," and nine in South Australia from 1867 to 1883."° Where
available the latter have been consulted, but the surviving papers demonstrate an
overwhelmingly religious emphasis rather than the more general approach of the Southern

Cross.

The Adyocate’s founding proprietor, second-generation Irish-Australian, Samuel Vincent
Winter,"” was part of a ‘ginger group’ keen to meet the need of Melbourne’s Irish-
Catholics for a publication.” Their commitment to ‘separate... education’ (the most

crucial issue for Catholics), ensured Episcopal supportt, allowing distribution of ‘the

153 See Australian Christian Commonwealth of 4 and 11 January 1901. See Hogan, The Sectarian Strand, 127 for
negative consequences of greater overseas Catholic press focus.

154 Potter, ‘Communication and Integration’, 197. Undersea cables connected settler colonies to Britain from
1876.

155 These newspapers were: the Weekly Free Press (1841), the Catholic Tribune (1853), the Catholic Chronicle (1856)
and the [ztorian (1862). None were official publications; all were associated with the Church, the 1863 loss of
Goold’s support led to the Victorian’s collapse.

156 The major papers were the Southern Cross and Catholic Herald (1867), the Irish Harp and Farmer’s Herald (1869-
72), the Chaplet and Southern Cross (1870-2), the Catholic Herald and Monthly Summary (1870, merging quickly with
the Irish Harp), the Irish Harp and Southern Cross, (1872-5), the Tablet (1876-7), the Catholic Record (1879-81) and
the Catholic Monthly and Messenger of the Sacred Heart (1883-1889). In 1867 and from 1883-9 the papers were
clerically edited, all others were laymen. Benjamin Hoare (later a prominent Victorian journalist) was involved
with the Irish Harp in 1870, and Martin M Ryan (later a strong Tasmanian Irish nationalist), published the Pi/oz
(destroyed by fire.)

157 The Winter family were assisted migrants of 1841, an English Protestant father and Irish-Catholic mother.
Samuel and Joseph were both printers.

158 Others included MPs and Irish immigrants of 1855, Charles Gavan Duffy and Michael O’Grady, and Irish
Jesuits in Melbourne since 1866, Frs Joseph Dalton and Isaac Moore.
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fledgling paper’ from parishes.”” As secretary of Melbourne’s St Patrick’s Society, Samuel
committed himself to Irish Nationalism following the 1867 acquittal of Orangemen
accused of the fatal shooting of a young man in a sectarian fracas.'” In 1874 Samuel’s
younger brother, Joseph, became Advocate proprietor, retaining ownership until his death in
December 1915. The Adpocate and proprietors were identified with the Irish cause, Joseph
described as ‘the heart and soul of the Home Rule movement...for thirty years’.'” The

family’s role ‘in providing facilities to propagandise Irish causes was vital’.'?

The Advocate promoted itself as providing ‘full or accurate news...on topics of special
interest’ to Irish Catholics.'” Responding to perceptions of local prejudice and exclusion, it
clearly provided an alternative. In March, following warnings from Adelaide’s Southern Cross
and Catholic Herald about combining ‘religion, politics and nationalities’, the Advocate
responded that it was ‘a political and national journal” without ‘a mission to deal with

religious questions’ unless introduced by prejudiced opponents. '**

Editor from 1868 to 1901 was Limerick-born William Henry Gunson. The Adpocate’s early
claims of biased Irish news reports became an explicit and consistent theme.'® Within

weeks of the papet’s appearance, the colonies were affected by Henry O’Farrell’s attempt

166

to assassinate the Duke of Edinburgh. ™ The Irish-born assassin’s Victorian links made

159 Patrick Naughtin, “The Melbourne Adpocate 1868-1900: Bastion of Irish Nationalism in Colonial Victoria’,
in Ciara Breathnach and Catherine Lawless (eds.), Visual, Material and Print Culture in Nineteenth Century Ireland,
Four Courts Press, Dublin, 2010, 225.

160 Thid., 226. See Appendix F for details about the St Patrick’s Society.

161 Geoffrey Setle, ‘Winter, Samuel Vincent (1843-1904),” in ADB, Vol. VI, Melboutne, 1976, 425-27.

162 O’Fatrell, The Irish in Australia, 223. Winter is credited with raising £40,000 for Ireland as treasurer of
Victorian Irish organisations. See Appendix C for details of the Winter brothers.

165_Adypocate, 1 February 1868. Within a week there were 21 city agents, country sellers were sought.

164 _Adpocate, 7 March 1868. The Southern Cross and Catholic Herald was Catholic rather than Irish-Catholic, with
sparse mention of Ireland, local content was negligible.

165> See Advocate, 28 March 1868 and 25 December 1880.

166 On March 12t Prince Alfred was targeted in Sydney. Henty Parkes exploited O’Fatrell’s mutterings about
Fenians, promoting prejudice; O’Farrell was convicted and hung.
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. . . . 167 . .
extremist connections easy; Fenianism coloured the paper’s early years.'"” Irish-Australians

contributed £4,000 to pardoned Western Australian Fenian convicts, demonstrating

16

commitment to Irish affairs.'” Melbourne’s daily papers were typically venomous towards

Victoria’s Irish and Catholic community, reinforcing the Adpocate as a positive alternative.””’

THE LATE MR. JOSEPH WINTER. The Late Mr. W. H. Gunson.

Figure 4. Joseph Winter (1844-1915), Figure 5. William Henry Gunson (1829-1901)
Adpocate, 11 December 1915 Adyocate, 4 January 1902

167 Samuel Winter established the ‘Released Irish State Prisonet’s’ Fund in May 1869 to raise funds for ex-
Fenian convicts released from WA, as well as to cover legal costs associated with convict, John Kenealy’s
Victorian collecting, reinforced the paper’s Fenian leanings and its Irish-Australian supporters, see Advocate,
29 May, 12, 19, 26 June, 3, 10, 17, 24, 31 July, 28 August, 4, 11, 18, 25 September and 2 October 1869.

168 See Keith Amos, The Fenians in Australia 1865-1880, University of New South Wales Press, Sydney, 1988,
186 for his description of these donots as ‘a sizeable minority’.

169 See Naughtin, “The Melbourne Adpocate’, 227 for distinction between levels of hostility in Melbourne: the
Argus equated Irish nationalism with Empire-dismembering disloyalty, the .4ge exploited Irish nationalist
issues to raise colonial anti-Irish/Catholic feeling.
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Figure 6. Adyocate mastheads 1868-1869

Gunson’s 34 year editorial role provided great continuity. Commending his conciliatory
tone and moderation, Adelaide’s obituary applauded his refusal to concede any ‘of the
principles he held sacred...as an Irishman’.'™ Naughtin attributes to him the Adocate’s
literary quality, and its ‘direction as an Irish’ rather than a Catholic paper.'” The use of
already mentioned ‘newspaper exchanges’ characterised the composition of the Advocate.
While challenging the L.ondon-focussed cable news bias of the daily papers, the ‘exchange’
process involved a mail delay of at least six weeks. Gunson was followed by a series of

Irish-Australians. Among them was Thomas Cornelius Brennan: he was possibly the new

170 Southern Cross, 3 January 1903.
171 Naughtin, “The Melbourne Adpocate’, 225. See Appendix C for details of Gunson’s life.
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but un-named editor announced in 1912. He resigned in April 1917 following conflict with
Archbishop Mannix over conscription.'” His successor, Thomas Shorthill, was prominent
in the Home Rule movement from 1880.'” The combination of Irish support and
opposition to conscription located the .Advocate at the centre of Victorian Irish-Australians.
Its centrality was highlighted by a Special Intelligence Bureau (SIB) security raid on Advocate
offices, and prosecution, '™ in December 1917 before the second Conscription

referendum.'”

During 1918 Mannix decided to acquire the Adpocate, approaching Mrs Winter with ‘terms’.
The circumstances surrounding the sale will be explored in greater detail in Chapter Seven;
here the importance is two fold. One relates to SIB knowledge of the sale through
monitoring of Mannix’s mail months before .Advocate readers were informed,' the other
involves the Archbishop acquiring a Catholic paper ...guaranteed to follow his position’."”
SIB ‘concern’ about the sale endorses the newspaper’s importance for Irish-Australians.
The Adyocate merely stated that the paper had ‘passed into the management or
proprietorship of the archdiocese’.'” Readers were reassured: ‘No Change in the Policy of

5179

Victoria’s Catholic and Irish-Australian Journal under the New Management™ . Many

‘Letters of Appreciation’ were published in March 1919, most eulogising the Irish

172 See Adpocate of 1 June 1912. Morgan, Melbourne Before Mannix, 131-2, 168 describes Brennan as following
Winter as editor in 1915 suggesting Gunson was not replaced, but other evidence points to Irishman J
Grattan Gray as editor between 1902 and 1904. See Adpocate of 21 April 1917 for resignation, and Appendix
C for Brennan’s details.

173 _Adpocate, 31 January 1914. See Appendix C for Shorthill’s details

174 See Adyocate, 1, 22 December 1917. Mrs Winter was fined £20 with costs of £5.5 while Shorthill was fined
20/- without costs.

175 They wete fined under the War Precautions Act (WPA) of August 1914 for publishing material cleared by
Sydney’s censor but not in Melbourne. The WPA led to tight censorship controls of all printed material but
these were not always interpreted consistently.

176 See Frank Cain, The Origins of Political Surveillance in Australia, Angus and Robertson Publishers, Sydney,
1983, 30-1.

177 Motgan, Melbourne Before Mannix, 196.

178 _Adpocate, 8 March 1919. See issue of 8 February 1923 for announcement that the W.A Catholic Record was
becoming ‘the official organ of the Archdiocese of Perth.’

179 _Adyocate, 1 March 1919.
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identification." Significantly, the new manager was a priest, Rev Dr W. Collins, with
Shorthill remaining editor until 1920. During the Irish Civil War, .Adpocate support for de
Valera and the Republicans was unmistakable. Mannix’s forced sale of the Irish Free State-

' to the archdiocese in 1923,

supporting Tribune, (Melbourne’s other Catholic paper)
deprived the Irish-Catholic community of an alternative voice. For its first fifty years, the
Adpocate operated independently as an Irish-Catholic newspaper, widely respected across

Australia and beyond.'” Its close post-1919 identification with Mannix, especially during

the years of his hierarchical marginalisation, affected its reputation.'®

Adelaide’s Southern Cross history differed in many respects, but it also became a Church-
owned enterprise before achieving its fifty years. It started life as a limited proprietary
company in mid-1889 when Archbishop Reynolds decided a weekly newspaper should
replace the Catholic Monthly (for which he had publishing responsibility). The proposal for
the new venture was prepared by J.V. O’Loghlin. A staunch Catholic and second
generation Irish-Australian,'™ he had been a farmer,'™ a wheat agent,'™ part-owner/editor

of a country newspaper,187 and was a Legislative Councillor when invited to a meeting to

180 See Adpocate, 1, 8, 15, 22 and 29 March 1919. Early responses from the Hierarchy, and clergy indicated
receipt of news prior to any public announcement.

181 Morgan, Melbourne Before Mannix, 90-2. Backed by the Catholic Young Men’s Society (CYMS), the Tribune
(1900-71) was more a newspaper with local perspectives than a journal, it was working class oriented, and less
Irish-focussed than the Advocate; its first editor was William McMahon.

182 See McNamara, The Sole Organ, 89, 91, and “The New Zealand Tablet’, 157.

183 See Michael McKernan, ‘Archbishop Mannix — An Aberrant Irishman’, in Edmund Campion, Axel Clark,
John Fletcher, Robin Marsden (eds.), Celts in Australia: Imagination and Identity, Colloquium Papers, March

1980, 75-85, and Boland, TP, James Dubig, University of Queensland Press, Brisbane, 1986, 163-6.

184 His parents, James and Susan Kennedy, emigrated from Co Clate in 1840; JV was the youngest of their 6
children. He was educated at John Besley’s Classical Academy at Kapunda, Besley had previously taught at St
Aloysius Jesuit College at Sevenhill.

185 His father farmed at Kapunda (where he became insolvent) and later with JV at Pekina.

186 From the late 1870s, JV was employed as a wheat agent at Gawler, Farrell Flat, Terowie and Gladstone
(from where he was elected to the Legislative Council in May 1888.)

187 See JV O’Loghlin to Mary O’Loghlin, probably 4 May 1884, O’Loghlin Papers, National Library of
Australia (Hereafter NLLA) MS4520/3. The letter refers to George Dawson urging him to ‘take a paper again’
due to his ‘disgust with the [Terowie| Enterprise.” The first Dawson/O’Loghlin Enterprise edition was 8 August
1884, and O’Loghlin’s final edition on 24 December 1886.
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outline his editorial policy.'™ His newspaper model involved 200 shares of £5 to generate
capital of £1000, five directors, three lay and two clerical, supported by the archbishop,
anticipating a minimum circulation of 2,500. The papet’s orientation was more explicit than
the Adpocate’s, both in its masthead — ‘A Weekly Record of Catholic, Irish and General

189 . :
and in its statement

News’ — in which Irish iconography became explicit within weeks,
about becoming the ‘recognised organ’ of South Australia’s Catholics and Irishmen. Its
coverage of ‘home and colonial affairs...will secure it a wide circulation and influence’. The
statement had three parts: the first assured readers the newspaper would be ‘Catholic in
tone, sentiments and principles’, while the third summarised Irishmen’s (sic) duties as
Australians and the papet’s promotion of ‘religion, patriotism and public duty’."” The
second articulated its Irish focus:
Irish Affairs will also have special prominence. Full and trustworthy intelligence will
be supplied as to the progress of the great struggle for life and liberty now going on
in the old land. This portion of the Sowthern Cross will be unsectarian in spirit,
thoroughly national in sentiment, and, needles to say, will be in entire sympathy and
unison with the great Liberal and Home Rule party, which, under the leadership of
Mr Gladstone and Mr Parnell, is earnestly labouring for the legislative independence
and regeneration of Ireland.""
Founding shareholders were overwhelmingly Irish, with a large clerical component. Of the
86 original shareholders taking up 168 shares, 56 were Irish-born, and 18 born to Irish
parents. Priests made up slightly more than a quarter, 22 of the 24 were Irishmen. Only one

director in 1889 lacked Irish blood, 60 percent of shareholders were rural, 15 and 13

petcent respectively were professional and skilled/semi skilled; less than five percent were

188 The Archbishop consulted FB Keogh, (Irish nationalist, involved with the Catholic Monthly), JE Murphy (a
printer), Bessie Baker (a wealthy Anglican convert) and senior Irish cleric, Archdeacon Russell, a veteran from
Adelaide’s 1868 newspaper. See Southern Cross of 3 July 1914 and 28 July 1919.

189 Figure 10 shows changes to the Southern Cross masthead between 5 July and 9 August 1889, the Irish harp
and shamrocks appearing. Figure 6 shows changes to the Advocate masthead from 3 July 1869 when
shamrocks and gum leaves, replaced the previous plain lettering. Under clerical editor, Fr Collins, the _Advocate
became ‘Australia’s Foremost Catholic Weekly’, while in 1927 the Southern Cross became “The Official Catholic
Ortgan of South Australia’.

190 Southern Cross, 5 July 1889.

191 Thid.
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women."”” Research reveals shareholders as closely identified with colonial Irish

organisations and Irish fundrztising.193

The Southern Cross under O’Loghlin and successors reflected the ‘newspaper exchange’
system mentioned earlier. O’Loghlin retained the editorial position until his appointment as
Chief Secretary in March 1896. He was followed by William Joseph Denny (1896-1903),"*
and Frederick Martin Koerner (1903-1934)" who shared Irish heritage and commitment to
Irish causes.””® And, although the Southern Cross has yet to attract research interest
comparable to the Adpocate, it tulfilled a similar role at the centre of South Australian Irish
affairs.'”” Shareholder meeting reports (and O’Loghlin’s few papers)'” reflect early tensions
between clerical and lay directors, resulting in an apparently loaded 1896 AGM voting to
equalise the clerical:lay director ratio.'” And the drift of shares towards greater clerical
ownership was evident from at least 1908,*" with pronounced additional control emerging
in 1922 when Archbishop Spence gifted his 44 inherited shares to the newly established
Catholic Church Endowment Society.”” Additionally, most Chairmen of Directors were

priests,202 and after Managing Director O’Loghlin’s death in December 1925, the masthead

192 See State Records of South Australia (hereafter SRSA) GRS 5/3 3/31, File 20/1889.

193 See Southern Cross of 21 December 1900 for an article by FB Keogh entitled “The Irish in South Australia.
What They Have Done for Ireland: Interesting Reminiscences” where he mentions the contribution of 23
founding shareholders including 4 priests.

194 See Appendix C for details of Denny’s life.

195 See Southern Cross of 22 May 1903 and 26 January 1934 and Appendix C for details of Koerner’s career.

19 Both Denny and Koerner were committee members of the UIL, INA and SDIL.

197 See Naughtin, “The Melbourne Adpocate’ and Morgan, Melbourne before Mannix, for Adpocate focus. See Press
From Our Broken Toil, 213, 240, 250 and 261, and Colour and Shadow, xi, 2, 5, 7, 8, 17-19, 20-21 and 166 for
most extensive details of the Southern Cross.

198 The Southern Cross reported annual shareholder meetings; few indicated issues except those of 1895 and
1896 (following Archbishop O’Reily’s appointment) about content and director numbers. See Southern Cross
of 2 August 1895 and 7 August 1896. See also O’Loghlin Papers, NLA, MS 4520.

199 See Southern Cross of 2 August 1895 where concerns about Catholicity led to O’Loghlin’s restatement of
the paper’s original formula as more than a religious paper. See issue of 7 August 1896 for details of a
constitution change at an unusual AGM attracting 16 shareholders and 100 proxy votes to increase clerical
directors to protect religious content.

200 See SRSA GRS 5/3 3/31, File 20/1889 which shows shate movement (excluding 1893-1902), with clerical
acquisition of shares: by 1937 12 priests owned 62 shares.

201 This organisation operated from Archbishop Spence’s address, and showed share growth from 56 in 1922,
to 70 shares by 1931, and 104 in 1936.

202 There were only 3 non-clerical chairmen for 5 of the paper’s 48 year company history.
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was transformed in June 1927. Without public explanation, all visible Irish masthead cues

vanished and the Southern Cross became: “The Official Catholic Organ of South Australia’*”

e

L i i
HON. J. V. O’LOGHLIN, M.L.C.

Figure 7. James Vincent O’Loghlin, (1852-1925,)
Southern Cross, 15 March 1901
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Figure 8. William Joseph Denny

(1872-1946), SLSA, B 6691/1 Figure 9. Frederick Martin Koerner,
(1857-1943), Southern Cross, 10 September 1943

203 Southern Cross, 3 June 1927.
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Figure 10. Southern Cross mastheads, 1889-1892

Nevertheless during the years covered by this research, the newspaper’s preoccupation with
Ireland was clear; like the Advocate, from the outset it promoted and supported visits of IPP
delegates and other significant Irishmen, acting as a receiving house for multiple fund-
raising efforts.”” And in the same way as the Advocate, its readers were informed about both
Ireland’s progress towards independence, and Irish Church affairs.”” From 1917, its

significance as an information medium for the SIB has already been acknowledged.™

204 See for example, Southern Cross, 8 November 1889, 15 December 1911 and 12 March 1920.

205 See for example, Southern Cross, 11 March 1892, 29 March 1895 and 12 March 1920.

206 See 3 above for discussion of its value to the security services. Southern Cross, 10 February, 17, 24, 31
March, 14, 22 April, 2 June 1919, 6 and 12 January 1920.
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Archbishop Spence’s visit to Ireland during the War of Independence was noted from the
‘Cross, items highlighted in red;”” subsequent statements in Adelaide reinforced official

208 . . 209 . . . .
% Koerner’s mail was intercepted,” so his contact with Sinn Fein newspapers after

alarm.
the 1918 election victory was registered with alarm.” In August 1919 when the Director of
the Commonwealth Investigation Branch (formerly the SIB) circulated a ‘Most Secret’ list

of 19 Australian ‘Socialist and Revolutionary Papers’, his Adelaide Inspector wanted the

‘Cross to be included.”"

Koerner’s position during Ireland’s Civil War differentiated the ‘Cross’ from the Advocate; its
support for the Irish Free State, although initially confused, became explicit. Although
O’Loghlin, Denny and Koerner were all active within the more radical Irish groups from
1918 — the Irish National Association and the Self-Determination for Ireland League™” —
their attitude towards ongoing Irish violence defined their support for the Treaty. Similatly,
Adelaide’s Archbishop Spence did not support the Republicans. Thus, while these
newspapers (and their archdioceses) had been comparable for most of their three decades
in common, by 1923 their Irish positions differed. In Victoria, the Advocate had moved
from private ownership to become a Mannix mouthpiece. In South Australia, this stage

awaited a clerical editor in 1934, then ultimate Church takeover of the company in

1937.71

207 Southern Cross, 20 September 1920.

208 Southern Cross, 7 March and 10 June 1921. Attention was paid to Spence visiting schools, especially where
he commented about Ireland.

209 Southern Cross, 30 May 1918, 17 January, and 3 February 1919.

210 See Southern Cross of 20 January, 3 February and 6 June 1919 for signs of Koerner’s shifts; the latter issue
involved his letter to (banned) Sinn Fein papers.

211 Cain, The Origins, 195-6.

212 In 1923, for example, O’Loghlin was president of both the SA Self Determination for Ireland League of
Australia and the INA.

213 Irish-born and journalistically experienced Fr ML Dunne was invited by the directors to become editor
when Koerner retired, see Southern Cross of 26 January 1934.

214 On 30 June 1937 the Endowment Society took over the newspaper, citing economic decline and Catholic
‘apathy;’ 72% of shares were owned either by the clergy or the Catholic Church Endowment Society; 65
shares were held by 38 lay people.
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There are many unknown aspects of these newspapers’ histories: writers and general staff
were often anonymous; articles were frequently published under initials or pseudonyms.
For example, ‘Desmond’ published in the ‘Cross’ and other Catholic papers, but his identity
remains hidden. Correspondence seems limited, with occasional comment suggesting
exclusion of some material. Editorial control, according to Koerner’s 1919 reply to a

correspondent, was tight: the editor always had the last word.””

But many sources endorse
the newspapers’ importance for Irish-Australians. The challenges involved in assessing

circulation figures will be covered at the end of this chapter.

While segments in these newspapers changed over the research period, some Advocate
features such as the ‘Letter from Rome’, ‘Catholic Intelligence’ (which covered the four
Victorian dioceses), ‘European Intelligence’, ‘Our London Letter’, the Ladies Page, the
Children’s Cotner, reports from Societies, Country News, details of school/church
openings or events, an instalment of a story, book reviews and various agricultural notes
represented common fare. War coverage was added, a regular Australian Catholic
Federation (ACF) bulletin, and increasingly focussed Irish material as the situation
developed after 1916. The Southern Cross at 16-20 pages in contrast to the Advocate’s 44
included many similar items. Editorials and “Topics’ in the ‘Cross’ and Advocate ‘Prominent
Topics’ represented spaces for editor views, and J.V. O’Loghlin contributed the ‘Currente
Calamo’ column until his death;*'® neither paper provided a dedicated column for
correspondents. But full accounts of lectures and addresses ensured readers received
important religious or social commentary; until the 1920s the press was without

competition as a mechanism for informing the community.

215 See NAA: D1915, SA 29 Pt 1. On 30 May 1918 he justified his decision not to publish a letter from local
Irish nationalist priest, Fr Prendergast.

216 See undated item in NLA, O’Loghlin Papers, MS4520/4 for his son’s comment: ‘Dad as founder and for a
long time editor...used to write a Currente Calamo (Burning pen) column of current affairs in his final years.
The last was written in the afternoon of the night he died in 1925’.
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For most Irish-Australians, residence in British colonies guaranteed immersion in the issues
and crises of the Empire. However, some individuals resisted engagement with the colonial
impulse towards unconditional loyalty and participation in Britain’s imperial conflicts. Even
in the Anglo-Boer War numbers were small, but that conflict became a pivotal lesson, and
in the Great War, greater scepticism prevailed, supplanted by more explicit opposition after
Easter 1916. Persistent reports of British intransigence over Ireland triggered increasingly
intense responses from many Irish-Australians, reinforcing or reactivating eatlier ‘deep
green loathing’. The depth of sentiment expressed in these reports suggests feelings and
attitudes had been dormant rather than extinct as some historians have claimed. Within this
milieu the Irish-Catholic press had the power to define an invisible world differing totally

from the visible British-defined society.

Cirenlation Fignres, Contributors and Gender Issues.

Without the availability of histories or even substantial records for the Adyocate or the
Southern Cross, there are multiple problems in establishing circulation figures and any
textured sense of their reading communities. What follows therefore has been garnered by
locating quite small crumbs of information, much less for the Advocate than the ‘Cross’,
given the former was a family company until 1919, and the latter was a limited proprietary
company which involved some formal reporting to shareholders. The Adpocate’s claim of
reaching 20,000 subscribers early in 1869 cannot be tested but seems unlikely.”” Michael
McKernan’s previously mentioned assessment that its circulation probably matched the
advertised figure of 13,000 for the Tribune (Melbourne’s other Irish-Catholic paper) during
World War One, seems more plausible.””® Any reference to the size of readership located in
this non-digitised paper has been extremely generalised. In 1919, one correspondent’s

response to the Church acquisition described not only his 1870 introduction to the .Advocate

217 See Adyocate of 16 January 1869.
218 McKernan, Australian Churches at War, 21. See 16 above.
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in rural Victoria, but also his passing on of the paper to other Catholics in the area.””’ His
account suggests that absolute sale numbers were always augmented by broader reading
patterns. An editorial of the same year reflected on the wartime price increase necessitated
by a 400 percent rise in paper costs. Surprisingly, price doubling from threepence to six
pence had caused only a ‘comparatively small’ drop in subsctiption numbers, and by 1919
these showed ‘steady improvement’.”” Thus while any sense of how many Victorians read
the Advocate must remain speculative, the fact that the Irish-Catholic population sustained
two newspapers between 1900 and 1923, reinforces the local importance of Catholic

newspapers.

The Southern Cross, on the other hand, held annual shareholder meetings. Between 1890 and
1912 the paper published detailed financial statements prior to the meetings, these included
income from annual subscriptions. And from 1913 to 1925, some meeting accounts
mentioned subscriptio