WAR, ECONOMIC CRISIS, AND WORKING-CLASSPOLITICAL ACTION: A
COMPARATIVE ANALYSISOF PARLIAMENTARY SOCIALISM AND
POLITICAL LABOUR IN AUSTRALIA AND BRITAIN 1918-1921

Liam Byrne

University of Melbourne

An interesting effect of the rise of Syriza and @wmads has been the shifting dynamics
of the response to economic crisis from one basedominantly in the streets or the
city square, to the relationship between activisbvements and parties in the
parliamentary realm. Meanwhile, traditional parties progressive reform such as
British Labour have offered a less than inspiriegponse to a crisis for which, due to
their last tenure in office, they are in part coiipl

While addressing an earlier period of radical aale and change in this paper,
| do so with these unfolding dynamics in mind. kds on the period of social
polarisation and transformation in the latter yeafsNorld War One; the emerging
post-war order, and the impact of this period aa pblitical cultures of two dominant
organisations of political labour: the British LaloParty (BLP), and the Australian
Labor Party (ALP). | offer a comparative readingtloé two organisations’ adoption of
similar objectives ostensibly aimed at leading thevement to the realisation of
socialism within a parliamentary system. In Britaivis was the famous Clause 4 of
Labour’s 1918 Constitution, pledging the party tpragramme of nationalisation under
socialised conditions. In Australia, it was theiabsation objective of 1921, which had
a strikingly similar aim.

The intention of this comparative approach is not siggest that these
organisations were identical, or shared the sarpereence. Rather, it is to consider the
similar role they played as realms of political tstation within a context of crisis and

transition, and how this dynamic helped shape them.

Analysing political labour

To analyse the political cultures of these orgdrmsa | propose a unique integration of
two conceptual models built upon critique of Jurgdabermas’ concept of the
bourgeois public sphere. The first is the work ¢éx@ander Negt and Oskar Kluge on
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the distinctive sphere of the proletariat that dcds a centre for the articulation and
dissemination of a working-class identityln this conception, the movement is
understood to be differentiated between the ‘dédichiproletarian sphere’ which is
enmeshed with the bourgeois sphere and sectiohsejeat it> The delimited sphere
can be considered to contain the parts of the mewnéthat advocate an advancement of
the position of the working class, often requiriagadical challenge to the existing
power balance, but within the bounds of capitaledations. The dominant moderate
leadership of political and industrial labour ocgpsuch a position.

Significant left-wing forces also operated in tpioletarian sphere, organising
as subaltern counterpublics as identified by NaR@ser. Such counterpublics were
sites of identity formation, where non-dominantugys ‘invent and circulate counter-
discourses,” and from which they actively projectiedir interests out towards broader
publics® Operating within the proletarian sphere, they eegain contest with
moderates as they sought to convert it in a sgtidirection.

The British Independent Labour Party (ILP) operatedthis fashion, as a
membership-based organisation that affiliated &lthbour Party and with many active
members within the trade unions. It used this pwsito advocate for Labour to adopt a
socialist programmé.In Australia a powerful group of Labor socialistsfilled this
role with a strong section based in Victoria thaswnfluenced by the political legacy of
the infamous radical Tom Mann and his Victoriani8l&t Party (VSP). Mann himself
had been a member of the ILP. Both organisatiomsaded within the broader sphere,
attempting to lead it in a socialist direction.

This contestation is evident in many aspects ofydde, but this paper’'s scope
limits it to one particular forum; the party cordace. Political labour's conferences
were important sites in which the theoretical adudton of the concepts outlined can be
seen practically operating. Writing on Negt and ddu Margaret Kohn remarks that

their conception of the sphere is ‘easily romangdi because it is an ideal rather than a
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recognizable placé.’'Whereas Kohn sought to correct this through hedysof the
Italian Chambers of Labor, | do so with recours¢hi® conferences of the parties under
examination. In this, | recognise such meetingsinagortant sites and spaces of
symbolic meaning creation — as suggested by Keglfaan in his study of the Second
International — but also centres of poWeThis is in concurrence with Lewis Minkin’s
study of Labour conferences in a later period ageaof power distribution within the
movement, and a place where the left-right divids wften at showFor my purposes,
these conferences serve as vital moments of dabateontest in which the structural
and ideological implications of these clashes cest be identified; the pivotal moments
where the material and philosophical componentgatifical culture were shaped and
(re)defined.

The two objectives under examination, Clause 4 swouilalisation, are products
of a vital moment of change and transition withirede parties of political labour, a
product of the deep social polarisation of the gukand contestation at the heart of the
movement. The scope of this paper precludes aleiktdiscussion of the expansive
literature that exists on both of these labouripart though there is a notable point of
agreement within this work: that the objectivesevargely symbolic, and indicative of
the fundamentally moderate character of these gsdrtWhether a ‘sop to the
professional bourgeoisié,the taming of the ‘socialist tiger into a ‘sacredw’ the
objectives’ fates are considered in studies of Ipaitties as the natural result of their set

character?
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| reject the tendency of this literature to assant essential nature to these
parties, against which the worth of the objectiges judged. | seek instead to insert a
sense of contingency into understanding the natfithese parties, and the creative
contestation that existed at their core. | disagneéh the consideration of these
objectives in this regard as merely symbolic — thegre vital to the debate over
labour’s programme and purpose, crafted in the bpolitical battle as their meaning
was fought over by many who considered their adoptrucial to the realising of a
better society — the spirit in which they will bisclssed here.

These objectives were adopted in a time of deefalspolarisation and radical
working-class protest. From the latter stages ef war and into the initial post-war
years the economic crises resulting from the pressof total war, and the inspiration
radicals took from the Russian Revolution, embatdkthese subaltern counterpublics
to seize the initiative, and imprint a socialisacdcter on both these parties of labour. It
also led party moderates to seek a means to cotitsirburgeoning spirit of revolt
within their project of gradualist reform, for whic¢hey utilised the radical rhetoric of
socialism while denuding such objectives of pradtiffect’* In both instances it was
counterpublics operating within the labour movementboldened by this radical mood
that led the charge to adopt socialisation. In Aalist socialists within the unions who
were connected to the VSP were the dominant foetenld this process. In Britain, it
was the ILP that did the same, with radicals frdma brganisation connected to a

number of the militant actions taken by the workatess, particularly in Glasgotf.

Australian Labor’s transformation

‘[Tlhere had been lightning changes all over therldjoand the programme of the
Australian Labor Party was considered by some mesnée growing obsoleté®With
these words EJ Holloway opened the All-Australiaades Union Conference in June
1921. Holloway, the Conference President, explathedtask of those assembled as to
bring Labor’'s ideology in ‘line with modern thought@nd to reflect the ‘mental

revolution’ that had taken place within the inteiomaal workers movemerif.
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This moment was imbued with great significanceAostralian Labor. The first thing
to note is that this conference, charging itsethwhe construction of a new objective
for the party, was not a meeting of the party itsehther, it was a gathering of the
Australian trade union movement, confident in itsver to sway the party to its will.
This event was part of a dual process through wihiahor’s political culture was
forged in the heat of social polarisation and msatlon.

The first stage of this process took place in 1@b&n, on the initiative of the
trade union movement, the Labor Party formally éepea sitting Labor Prime Minister
from its ranks, ensuring union control over thetypanachinery in the process — a
defining moment in the relationship between indaktmd political labout?

The origins of this moment can be found in the ttfesk relationship between
parliamentarians and the broader movement folloviialgor's foundation by the trade
union movement. After foundation, the trade unioavement used its sway within
party structures to develop procedures attemptingensure their control over
parliamentary representatives. Such measures glwhforcing the supremacy of
party conference over the parliamentary caucuseierchining Labor policy, and the
pledge of principles Labor MPs were expected ta sigd abide by’ This was part of
the construction of a strong political section loé tproletarian public sphere, a well-
organised party that drew on the strength of Aliatsalarge trade union movement to
contest for government. In this, they were suppbh the moderate leadership of the
movement who led the delimited proletarian sphermst notably the powerful
Australian Workers Union (AWU), which organised rparily in rural industried’
Critical support for Labor was afforded by a numbérsocialist organisations, most
notably the VSP.

In 1904 Labor briefly gained its first experiencegmvernment on a Federal
level, a success bettered in 1910 when the parsyelexted as the majority government
of the nation. Alongside this, Labor governed savAustralian states. The authority of
government tended to grant sitting MPs greateraitjhwithin the movement, but also
placed pressures on these members to implementgsotipposed by the broader labour

movement, or to prevaricate on implementing letjistathe unions demandédiThese
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tensions were exacerbated following August 1914thiat year, the parties of the
Second International famously failed to live ugtheir pledge to unite in opposition to
the war. Re-elected in September 1914, Labor wiaedoto assume a position on the
conflict, and to implement it through the state hiaery.

From 1914-6 the Labor government alienated both mioderate and the
socialist sections of the movement, as its strongimitment to the war effort
contrasted to its perceived inaction in combating tising cost of living and other
economic pressures borne by the working clads. late 1915 the belligerent Billy
Hughes ascended to the Prime Ministership. Hugheentwo fateful decisions that led
to these tensions erupting into all-out conflictvieen his government and the broader
labour movement. First, he repudiated the govereoromise to introduce a
referendum measure aimed at combating rising priclesthen proposed to hold a
plebiscite on the question of conscription for @eas service, provoking the opposition
of moderates and socialists in the movement.

A powerful grouping of socialist leaders operatedMictoria, made up of
members and former members of the VSP. It countedngst its number Holloway,
and a young radical named John Curtin. Curtin Wassecretary of the Timber Workers
Union, and notably would later serve as Australiaatime Prime Minister 1941-5.
Writing in his union’s newspaper Curtin expresdeel anger of many in the movement
arguing that the Labor government had deviated fitsnpurpose of representing the
working class, pointing out that if the economy Idobe commandeered for the war
effort by the state, then surely similar measureslid be used to eradicate poverty

amongst Labor’s constituency. He wrote:

For Labor stands—if it stands for anything—for ghstitution of national
control, public management, and social organisation the existing
monopoly, anarchy, and rascality conditioning theodpction and
distribution of the means of human subsistefice.

Ultimately, the unions were narrowly successfudafeating the Hughes government,
creating an irrevocable split in the movement. lecBmber 1916 the Federal Labor
Conference formally expelled Hughes and all hitofeérs from the ALP in a move that

entrenched trade union control over the party. 3a8willin, a notable moderate with
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connections to the AWU moved the formal motion xped Hughes and his followers.
Scullin would later ascend to the Prime Ministgpsini 1929. In the wake of this fateful
meeting, Scullin explained the motivations for unigpposition to the Prime Minister
and his allies: ‘Hughes defied the movement. Fait,tand that alone, he has been
expelled.?

This was a defining moment in which the unions dedetheir control over
parliamentary Labor. Those MPs led by Hughes heayeti away from the objectives
of the movement, creating distance between themsehnd the leadership of the
proletarian sphere. Radicals and moderates withis $phere were able to unite in
ousting Hughes, but this did not mean the contestaver between them.

The structural character of the party was entrethahé 916 but questions about
the party’s purpose continued throughout the remgigears of the war. Australia was
not immune from the radicalising sentiment grippthg international movement, with
militant action on the upsurge. Moderate unionshsag the AWU were threatened by
this direction and sought to dampen radical ent#simss without isolating themselves
from a rank-and-file that was shifting to the [&ftThis militant sentiment spurred
attempts to direct Labor in a socialist directiaulminating in the socialisation
objective of 1921. As Holloway’s opening statemdemonstrated, this belief in the
need for social transformation was largely a proadiche war experience. It is not far
to travel from Curtin’s questioning of why the sta@ibuld not be used to alleviate social
ills, to the proposal for a socialist objective.rtu attended this union conference in
1921.

The focus of the conference was the motion that &bcialisation of industry,
production, distribution and exchange be the objeadf the Labor Party,” moved by
EF Russell, a Victorian socialist representingAlgeicultural Implement Makers Union
(long-aligned with the VSP¥ This motion can be viewed as the actions of algera
counterpublic seeking to assert itself and itsquopn the broader proletarian sphere:
the winning of Labor to parliamentary socialismisltworth noting that other minority
left-wing forces were also present at this confeeenincluding anti-political
syndicalists, and a number of union leaders wholdvba associated with the formation

of the Communist Party of Australia. But it was tMetorian Labor socialists who
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spearheaded the successful argument and carriechdlsé votes on the conference
floor.?*

Winning Labor to this direction required challengjithe leadership of the
delimited sphere, those moderate labour leaders &id such power within the
movement. Their willingness to accept a rhetoramahmitment to socialisation was not
imbued with the enthusiasm of the socialists ferdirect application. Few moderates
agreed with Russell's statement that ‘the only waywhich the working-class can
achieve its emancipation is by the complete overthof the capitalistic systeri> The
moderate Jim McNeill from the AWU put forward a t@sting reading of the
objectives purpose intended to constrain its lijratguing that socialism could not be
achieved ‘by revolution: but, as in the past, bylation.?®

This contest continued at the December conferericinen Labor Party. The
nature of affiliation and delegate election ledtihe power of the socialist left being
diminished, with the Victorian delegation dominategd AWU figures such as Scullin
rather than socialists. Fatefully, an independenttovian MP named Maurice
Blackburn was also present. Without the strongcaddpresence of the trade union
convention the objective was re-interpreted at ¢bisference by these powerful figures
to diminish its radical content. But they did soammanner that would ensure that the
party did not overtly distance itself from its saldbase. As Scullin argued the intention
of the Conference was ‘to prevent a revolution drgé.?’ Crucially, Scullin stated that
the socialist objective was ‘ultimate and not immaéel’ That is, it was an abstract
principle rather than an immediate dem&h@his was not the intention of Holloway
and others when they spoke in favour of sociabsatbut it was a means through which
to denude the motion of any immediate practicalaatpand to avert the victory of the
counterpublic. This ensured that in the day-to-teymoderate direction of Labor could
be retained, even as loftier aims were proclaimed & distant future. This was
entrenched by a series of motions moved by Blackbeoncerned with ensuring that a

Labor government would not nationalise all privateperty*®
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Labor had its socialist objective, but not as tbeiaists had envisaged. It had
been granted a certain abstract nature by this taeference, but this was still an
important moment of creation. The interaction ofsh forces had crafted the party’s
orientation and outlook. From this stage onwarddydr would continue to be strongly
connected to union power, and committed to a giedusarliamentary project. That
this was so came down to a series of factors, thgtimportant to recognise that each
was contingent, depending on the actions of theetron the ground, not pre-
determined. The nature of Labor was defined byeiwiso worked within the party and

the movement.

British Labour’'s Reconstitution

‘We stand in the midst of a political and economystem which is perishing® With
these words WF Purdy welcomed delegates to thesBiilabour Party’s conference in
January 1918. Assembled to consider the proposed peaty constitution these
delegates participated in a major recalibrationpofitical labour. Three important
meetings would take place that year, in Januarprdgey, and June, by the end of
which the foundations of modern Labour were laighlsce, with the ideological hue of
the organisation set by the acceptance of the iodanClause 4 socialist objective, at
this early stage Clause 4 was known as Claus 3d.

This was a key point in Labour’'s development, thwgihg of a strong political
entity that operated as the primary political espren of the proletarian public sphere.
Whereas Australian Labor was able to operate tlag awing to its well-developed
structures, the organisational diffuseness of &ritLabour had hindered it from
providing this strong level of leadership withiretmovement. Founded in 1900 as the
Labour Representative Council and renamed the LraBarty in 1906, the BLP was an
affiliate-only organisation without individual memtship. This enabled membership-
based socialist organisations such as the ILPhhdtaffiliated to the party to exert an
influence beyond their numbets.The 1918 constitution altered this situation by
introducing individual membership, while simultansty ensuring that union affiliates

would retain overall control over the party’s démismaking bodied>
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This was a period of questioning and contest fdraua. As Purdy, who chaired
the conferences, expressed, it was a widely heliéflibat the contemporary system
was perishing owing to the stresses placed on fotay war. A new social order was to
arise, but its nature was not yet determined. Is Wwabour’'s task to ’increase our
political and industrial power, and hasten the @&gn we can control the machinery of
the State,’ for the purposes of ‘reconstructithiThe expansion of the franchise in this
year to include women over the age of thirty antea swathe of working-class men
led many Labour members to believe that contrahefstate may not be too far away.

The conferences were a site of contestation owend#ture of the post-war order
that Labour would create, between the moderateetship of the delimited sphere and
the socialists. The moderates utilised the workabbur intellectuals such as Sidney
Webb to frame a socialistic vision for the partyttltould relate to the polarising
movement, but did not seek total overthrow of éxgstclass relations. The socialists
sought to institute an entirely new form of workgrewer, a different manner of
ordering society where ‘workers all over the wonabuld ‘take affairs into their own
hands and work out their own salvation,” as thecaldMP and ILP member WC
Anderson put it® This attitude was framed by the experience of wae, where
standards of living for the working class decreasmad the state demonstrated a
capacity to operate sections of the economy. Timmpted a similar questioning to that
in Australia, if the state could commandeer sestiohthe economy to prosecute the
war, then why could it not do the same to eradisatgal ills?’ This questioning was
granted urgency by the action spurred by deepesoo@l polarisation, increasing strike
action, rent strikes, and the formation of stewamsmittees on the radical Clyd&.

Such radicalism framed the presentation of the nemstitution by the party
Executive to the conference, introduced by Hendevgloo argued that if the party was
to propose ‘remedies going right down to the r@otd almost if not entirely demanding
a reconstruction of society,’ the first task wobklto organise political labour to contest

the election and fight for governmefit.An indication of the tensions between
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moderates and radicals came as Henderson deli@gedspeech, advocating ‘a
reconstruction of society...based upon the principlesitizenship,’ to which a critical
delegate interjected ‘and continued wage slavengjcating that Labour’s program for
change was not as far-reaching as some radicated&s

The main point of tension in January, however, natsthe constitution but the
issue of Labour representatives remaining in thetimma government, a situation
condemned by radicaf Whereas Henderson and other parliamentary leaéesded
the arrangement as indicative of the special carditof wartime, socialists such as
John Bromley of the Locomotive Engineers and futliid MP condemned Labour
representatives for assisting ‘the capitalist ciassrushing Trade Unionisnt? While
the moderates ultimately won the day, this wascaiilie of the rising tensions within
the movement, and the growing sentiment that time tf sacrifice for the war effort
was ovef*® This was confirmed as the constitution, includ®iguse 3d, was accepted
at conference the following month.

The dynamics of contestation were particularly bissiat Labour’s June 1918
conference in London, where delegates debated #snimg and interpretation of the
socialist clause. Purdy’s address highlighted tieeeiasingly radical mood, arguing that
if in the cause of ‘social reconstruction the sbiechrights of private individuals
encroach on the public good, those rights musthdhis statement received a hearty
‘Hear, hear,’ from delegatés.

Labour's role in wartime government was again thdject of debate,
demonstrating just how entangled this experiencexaicutive responsibility and the
guestion of Labour’'s project, and the means toehiit, was in the minds of the
movement. The Executive proposed an end to itetwith the government when it
came to bye-elections, with this motion soon bgilover to broad assessment of the
Labour member’s actions. Trade unions are ofterictkxp as a single bloc of like
political mind, usually conservatiV8.This debate disproved this; the powerful Miners
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Federation delegates disagreed with each other theecontinuation of the alliance.
GE Winteron from the Richmond Trades Council atted the growing scepticism of
many when he stated his fear that the ‘idea sed¢méd not to create a great political
movement, but to create a machinery for placingpgerepresentatives in the House of
Commons?*’ Bromley similarly expressed his disdain and thiathe ‘rank and file’
who were ‘sick and tired of the truce and all carted with it.” Beneath the surface of
the working class there was a ‘smouldering volcahbatred against the Government’
that the party would suffer from if bound to theeeutive?®

The contestation over the Clause itself is eviderd series of programmatic
resolutions debated at this time. These resolutimese intended to follow the
overarching declaration of Clause 4, incorporatittge programme to realise
reconstruction. The MP Jimmy Thomas introducedfits¢ of these motions on ‘The
Task of Social Reconstruction.” He argued that ‘teal root cause of the manifest
unrest among workers’ was ‘because they recogrifsed¢ause of the misery, poverty,
and degradation in which they had lived.” This whae inequity of the system itself, no
longer tolerable when ‘the most ignorant people nmaerstood that if the State could
spend eight millions a day on the destruction ahanity, they could at least find some
millions for the reconstruction of humanityy.’

Immediately a member of the British Socialist P4B%P) moved to ensure that
this programme was as clearly radical as possipladerting the party’s dedication to
socialisation into it° This socialist delegate launched an attack orFtigian society,
who he accused of engineering a conservative prageathat did not explicitly call for
socialisation, stating that having ‘failed to cortveapitalists to Socialism,” the Fabians
were ‘now engaged in attempting to get the LaboantyPto accept capitalism® A
similar process occurred as the conference disdubgesecond resolution, in favour of
increased production. FO Roberts, a delegate fromhidmpton, identified himself and
his section of the party as ‘closely associated whte advanced wing of the Labour
Movement, the Socialist Movement, for something IBO years,” and using this to

explain his insistence that socialisation be refeee in the resolutior.
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This amendment to the second resolution was suctefhe amendment to the
first resolution was not. Interestingly, in thealission concerning the BSP amendment,
Sidney Webb spoke in the debate to state that thiaseno need to repeatedly ‘ring the
changes on the old shibboleths,’ by restating tdation for socialisatioft The point
was, Webb asserted, not to persistently appe#héaonverted,’ but rather to ‘appeal to
the 20 million electors’* Ultimately, the executive supported an amendmenitst
motion ensuring that it was clear that socialisatiwould include production,
distribution, and exchange.

The ultimate effect of this wrangling was to entferwhat was to be known as
Clause 4 in the constitution, and to promote aeseof programmatic points for the
party to follow. This could be considered a sigmfit victory for the subaltern
counterpublic operating within the Labour Partyr Festance, the ILP had proclaimed
an objective strikingly similar to Clause 4 in 18%d had tirelessly advocated its
adoption by Labout® The broader role played by the ILP within the catlsing ranks
of the workers’ movement, and the impact this hadh@ ideological climate in which
the conferences took place was also an importatrfén its adoption. Ostensibly, they
had achieved their aim, of ensuring that Britishoduar was heading in a socialist
direction®’ This of course, was not the case. The structesllty of the constitutional
changes were such that they benefitted the modewatkin the proletarian sphere who
were willing to adapt to the radical mood, but twobe transformed by it.

Over the course of these three conferences Labaderwent a form of
transformation that was strikingly similar to thatdertaken in Australia — although the
form of these processes were different. These @&sangere both structural and
ideological. The first was a recalibration of thrgamnisation that ensured union control
over the processes of party organisation. The skeusms the setting of Labour’s
ideological limits. A socialist objective was prached, but this was to be restricted to
measures within the established democratic systetrevolutionary change. As Webb
noted, it was necessary to convince not just tmeded, but a broader constituency of

the benefits of Labour-in-power.
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This was a crucial moment for Labour, in which gaety’s position was forged
in the heat of contest. There was general agreethahteconstruction needed to take
place, but no such accord on what lines this shtakd. The debate and disagreement
that took place in these forums were indicativethed differentiation between these
different sections of the movement, the broad paoi@n sphere and subaltern
counterpublics that differed in their vision of wHaabour could, and should achieve.
Immediate demands, such as Labour’s role in govenbjrand broader aims, such as
socialisation, were clearly linked in this contest.

Clause 4 was the product of Labour’s experienagowernment, the crisis of the
war, and the social polarisation that saw the ediation of a section of the working-
class movement. These factors shaped the Clauséhanthanner in which it was
applied throughout the party programme, and howass interpreted and read by those
within the movement. It was crafted and shaped dity Imoderates and radicals, who
each had differing designs as to its result. kertéd their contest over Labour’s vision
and purpose. That Labour was not in power from 18ff8cted this, allowing these
forces to continue a disparate reading of the @aunsl its intentions for longer than if
faced with the immediate challenges of governmédithough Labour did achieve
office briefly in 1924, by this point the radicaison of the immediate post-war period
and the belief in reconstruction had receded. Treders aided the moderate section of
the movement in maintaining its control, and grdigudistancing themselves from

commitment to the objective.

Conclusion

Both British Labour and Australian Labor underwargrocess of transformation in this
period, spurred by the economic and political arisethe war. The similarity of debate

over the objectives is striking, and as this pap&s argued, indicative of processes
common to both parties — though, of course, nattidal. They represent the creative
contestation that occurred within these parties pofitical labour, as subaltern

counterpublics sought to win the movement to theaigramme. In both examples, the
moderate leadership was content to utilise radtvatioric to retain political connection

with a polarising movement, but sought to contdia practical application of such

sentiment. Seen in this manner, the objectives waportant instruments of power,

ideological signifiers directly related to a vayietf issues that the movement was
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contesting: the role of labour in government, timeits of the parliamentary strategy,
and the nature of the new order to emerge fromutims of the old.

This paper has demonstrated an analytical mod@ugfr which to identify and
conceptualise these important dynamics. In the tyvirst century these organisations
have been tarnished through their direct involvemerthe neoliberal restructuring of
their national economies. The rise of Syriza andefms can appear to offer a radical
new alternative, but with Syriza in particular fr@ssures of power have already begun
to impact an organisation that is itself riven witlvision between left and moderate
sections.

This is the contemporary relevance of developing amalytical means to
interpret parties of political labour in transitidaring periods of crisis in a manner that
averts the essentialism of previous interpretatidhe future is as unsettled as the past.
Though these parties have undergone serious erasidheir ideology, electoral
support, and membership, they do retain that kaly o the working-class movement
through the trade union connection. Historic pesiad transition demonstrate that
possibilities exist for such organisations to altkastically. After all, both were
tarnished through participation in war governmehbtit both were successful in
renewing themselves. Clause 4 may have been rem@lets may be hatched to
repudiate the socialisation objective, but thetmali culture at the heart of these parties
is an unsettled thing, and 1916-1921 demonstraggsin such periods drastic change

remains possible.
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