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1    Identifying the historic themes relating to post-war migrant heritage in Victoria 

The lack of post-war places and objects of migrant significance on the Victorian Heritage Register (VHR) has been acknowledged by Heritage Victoria. These places and objects, as well as the significance and meanings they hold, have been largely overlooked. This study has been commissioned to address this silence, to access and understand the migrant experience in Victoria and to open a pathway for identifying places and objects that can help illuminate these experiences. Adopting a thematic approach to exploring this period of Victoria’s history and the experience of being a migrant is designed to establish a thorough and inclusive framework for identifying places and objects of significance. 

This thematic history is framed by the premise that the process of migration is complex, multi-faceted and lengthy, as opposed to being a simple matter of transition into a new and dominant mainstream culture. Themes relating to the experience of migration have been identified in order to investigate and explore post-war migrant heritage in Victoria. The themes acknowledge the diversity of the migrant experience as well as the complexity of building a new life in a new country. 

The thematic approach uses the major phases of the arrival and settlement experience and acknowledges that the process of settlement is dynamic and ongoing, spanning generations. The thematic framework aims to capture elements of the migrant experience, thereby enabling places and objects of significance to migrant heritage in post-war Victoria to be identified. 

The following themes are explored:  

· Arriving and making a home

· The business of work

· Learning new ways 

· Celebrating culture and marking life cycles

· Getting together  

· Keeping culture, language and traditions alive 

· Changing us all
Much has been written about aspects of post-war migration to Australia and Victoria. However, little of this material focuses on the practice and expression of culture. This knowledge and experience exists within migrant communities in Victoria. The application of this thematic framework to some of the experiences of migration will help to document and understand how culture has been expressed during this period.

Placing post-war migration in Victoria in a wider context is fundamental to understanding the experiences of migration at this time. In order to do so, the history of Australian immigration and settlement policy is explored, followed by a brief overview of immigration in Victoria. Then, each of the seven identified themes is defined and briefly explored. Examples of places and objects relating to each theme are listed, and a link is made to relevant Victorian and Australian Historic Themes.

2    Note on Source Material and Research

The majority of the research and writing for this Thematic History was completed at the end of 2009. The Thematic History was scheduled for completion during 2010 after the Pilot Study had been completed. However, due to unforseen delays in the commencement of the Pilot the Thematic History was not finalised until July 2011. A number of books, exhibitions, websites and electronic resources relating to issues of migration in Australia and Victoria, have been published or created since the research and writing of the Thematic History occurred in late 2009. As a result it should be noted that many of the more recently published resources that are relevant to the Thematic History, do not appear in the reference list as it currently stands. 

The reference list for Thematic History includes sources that were current at the time of writing (2009). Some additional, more recently published sources have been included in the reference list and are marked with an asterisk. Where possible, some of these more recent sources have been worked into this thematic history.
3    Historical background and the context of policy

Post-war migration changed the face of Australia. Between 1940 and 2010 the population of Australia trebled. Immigration was a major contributing factor.
 In response to war, trauma, persecution and political instability, increasing numbers of migrant and refugee populations became mobile, searching for a new, safe and politically stable home. Many of these refugees knew little, if anything, about Australia. However, once aware of its location and its political stability, Australia rapidly became an appealing and physically distant haven from the tumult of Europe. 

Plentiful work opportunities also increased the appeal of Australia as a destination, particularly in the 1950s and 1960s. Many migrated to Australia, some temporarily and others permanently, with the direct intention of finding work and improving their financial situation. 

As the century progressed and political instability plagued different parts of the world, the appeal of Australia did not diminish. By the end of the 1980s Australia had experienced the second largest migrant intake per head of population in the world.
 
3.1   Immigration policy 

The second half of the twentieth century was the ‘greatest period of sustained immigration in Australian history’.
 Behind these figures are a series of major changes to immigration policy that embodied the desire to expand Australia’s population for the dual purposes of improving its ability to defend itself against attack, and enabling it to become more self-sufficient in manufacturing and food production. These immigration policies evolved continuously throughout the post-war period and regulated who was permitted entry into the country and under what terms. The policies responded directly to the perceived needs of the country as well as to the international political climate. As a result, over the post-war period, immigration policy has emphasised different entry criteria, such as family and chain migration, occupational expertise and training, as well as humanitarian and refugee status. Without these continually evolving policies, the mass migration that characterised this period simply could not have occurred. 

Prior to the close of World War Two Australia was dominated by a restrictive immigration policy that regulated and controlled entry into the country to mainly white Anglo-Celtic from the British dominions. The post-war period saw a very deliberate and rapid change to Australia’s approach to its borders and to who was permitted to make a permanent home within them. Similarly, the settlement policy that was applied to those making a new home in Australia changed significantly throughout the latter part of the century. Understanding these changes and their context is crucial to understanding and providing a context for the experience of post war migration and its impact on Victoria. 

The perceived threat of invasion and concerns about the development of the Australian economy, industry and workforce dominated political rhetoric by the end of the war. These anxieties for the future of the country had also begun to permeate popular culture. Large-scale immigration, which would bring about rapid population expansion, was put forward as the solution. 

Australia’s first Minister for Immigration, Arthur Calwell, began to vehemently argue the case for population expansion in the early 1940s.
 According to Calwell, there simply was not time to wait for the population to grow of its own accord. A more immediate, proactive solution was necessary – immigration. The rapid population increase that would result from increased immigration would bolster Australia’s strength against invasion. In addition, it would strengthen Australia’s work force and foster the development of its industries and the economy.
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Figure 1. This pamphlet written by the Minister for Immigration, the Hon. Arthur Calwell, contains a statement given by the Minister to the House of Representatives on 8 September 1949. (Source: Museum Victoria)
The newly established Immigration Department began to negotiate agreements to entice migrants to Australia. The plan was to increase Australia’s population by one percent each year. However, increasing the Australian population via mass immigration was effectively at odds with the Commonwealth Immigration Restriction Act that was passed by the newly federated Australia in 1901 and remained unchanged and unchallenged until 1958. 

Post-contact Australia was clearly built on migration. The first British settlers, both convicts and free settlers alike, were migrants. At various periods, such as during the Gold Rush, the influx of migrants was particularly high. Interestingly, the Gold Rush period in Victoria is perhaps the state’s first experience of a multinational society. However, it was short-lived. The approach of the colonies to the influx of non-British immigrants who came to Victoria in search of gold was typical of the new colony’s approach to immigration. While migrants from the surrounding Asian countries and other non-European regions had arrived in Australia in search of gold, their entry was restricted and permanent settlement discouraged.
 

From the earliest days of post-contact settlement the colonies maintained a highly selective approach to migration, one that was motivated by an absolute commitment to maintain the ‘Britishness’ of Australia. This exclusive (in the most literal sense) approach to migration in Australia was codified by the Immigration Restriction Act 1901, or as it became known, the ‘White Australia’ policy, which was specifically constructed to restrict and control entry into the country.  

The Immigration Restriction Act was motivated by the desire to ‘preserve Australia’s white racial purity’ and maintain its Britishness.
 Immigration statistics from the first half of the century reflect its effectiveness. Nearly eighty percent of all migrants who settled in Australia during this period were from the United Kingdom.
 Australia clung to its British culture. Although it was the domain of policy makers and politicians, this immigration policy had the support of the general public.
 

When the post-war program of mass migration commenced, it was generally assumed, by politicians and the general public alike, that immigration policy would remain relatively unchanged and that Australia would continue to draw migrants from the United Kingdom. However, it rapidly became clear that this would not be the case. Conscious of this reality, early in 1946 Arthur Calwell agreed to provide entry permits on humanitarian grounds for 2,000 Jewish war refugees. But his first attempt to realise the plans for population expansion were met with hostility. These migrants were not British and their ‘otherness’ immediately provoked a public outcry. Calwell was forced to renege. A quota was placed on the number of Jewish war refugees permitted to arrive in Australia in the future. Clearly, Australia was not ready to relax its restrictive approach to immigration. 
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Figure 2. This cartoon, which appeared in The Bulletin on 4 December 1946, reflected public concern about the increasing numbers of war refugees being permitted entry into Australia. (Source: The Bulletin)
Calwell returned to the traditional source for the population injection. In 1947 the Empire and Allied Ex-servicemen Scheme was introduced. It was specifically aimed at encouraging ex-servicemen from Commonwealth countries who had served in Australia during the war to return and settle in the country. However, the desired influx of new Australians did not follow. The scheme was quickly broadened to include Polish people living in the United Kingdom as well as those who took part in resistance movements in Holland, Norway, Belgium, France and Denmark. But still, the numbers were too low. Less than 10,000 migrants came to Australia under the scheme during its first year of operation.
 
At around the same time as the limitations of the Empire and Allied Ex-Servicemen Scheme were becoming clear, Arthur Calwell spent some time at the International Refugee Organisation’s (IRO) headquarters in Geneva. He also visited several of the Displaced Persons (DP) camps that had been set up in Germany immediately after the war, run by Allied Forces and other relief organisations like the IRO. The DP camps provided a base for the vast numbers of war refugees that had been displaced and left homeless by the tragedies of war, but the camps were only temporary. The war refugees needed a more permanent home. It was there that Calwell found part of his solution. There were hundreds of thousands of DPs in desperate need of a new home and a new beginning. As long as he could weather the response to this challenge to the ‘White Australia’ policy, here were the large numbers of migrants he was hoping to attract to Australia; here was the population injection he had hoped to find.

The Displaced Person Scheme, the first of Australia’s formal refugee or humanitarian immigration programs, commenced in late 1947. It opened Australia’s doors to war refugees from Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Ukraine, Czechoslovakia, Hungary and the former Yugoslavia. In exchange for an assisted passage to Australia, DPs brought to Australia would work, usually as labourers, and usually, for a contractual period of two years. They were placed by the Commonwealth Employment Service. After the contractual period had expired, they were free to settle in the country as desired. By 1949, 118,000 migrants had arrived in Australia on assisted passages.
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Figure 3. Refugees at a Displaced Persons Camp in Europe are processed by volunteer workers of the organisation known as the Joint, or JDC. A post on the wall advertises Australia as the ideal destination for making a new life. (Source: JDC Archives New York City, 15539). 

The failure of the Allied and Ex-servicemen Scheme to bring large numbers of traditionally ‘desirable’ migrants to Australia made it clear that British migrants alone could not provide the desired population increase. The Displaced Person Scheme clearly could. The Commonwealth Government embarked on a large popular education program, via organisations like the Good Neighbour Movement, to promote acceptance of the new Australians and also to encourage assimilation of migrant groups into Australian society.
 Slowly, the general public began to accept the changes occurring around them. 

The Displaced Person Scheme accelerated the opening of Australia’s doors. As the 1950s progressed, Australia began to sign more assisted passage agreements with individual countries such as Malta, the Netherlands, Turkey, Italy, Germany and Greece. Operation Reunion commenced in 1955 and aimed to reunite Australian immigrants with family left behind in areas of Eastern Europe. Over 30,000 migrants from the former Yugoslavia, Poland, Hungary, USSR, Romania, Czechoslovakia and Bulgaria joined relatives in Australia under this scheme. Arrival statistics reflect the swell in population. Between 1947 and 1951 over 460,000 immigrants arrived in Australia. Perhaps most significantly, more than fifty-five percent were from non-English speaking backgrounds.
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Figure 4. Midnight arrivals in Australia – 1,000,000th migrant Mrs Barbara Ann Porritt, aged 21, of Redcar, Yorkshire, England, arrived in Melbourne aboard the liner Oronsay on 8 November 1955 with her husband, Dennis, aged 25, an Electrical Fitter. (Source: National Archives of Australia, 8275081)
By 1955 the one-millionth post-war migrant had arrived on Australian soil. Interestingly, she was British. Her name was Barbara Porritt. She was 21 years old and newly married. Barbara and her husband Dennis represented the promise and hope Australia held for its future. While Australia’s approach to immigration had clearly changed to some extent, the hype that surrounded Barbara Porritt’s arrival as the one-millionth migrant suggested that the Anglo-centric approach to immigration still prevailed. The young British couple were the embodiment of what Australia had hoped to achieve with its post war immigration policy.
 

Although Australia’s immigration policy was becoming less restrictive, the ideas behind ‘White Australia’ retained a firm hold. Schemes were still being established to encourage migrants from the United Kingdom. Bring out a Briton, and the Nest Egg Scheme are two examples of such attempts in the late 1950s. Similarly, in 1966 the Special Passage Assistance Program was designed to encourage Scandinavians, Swiss French and Americans to settle in Australia at the end of their European work contracts. This highly successful scheme saw 11,000 people settle in Australia in its first year of operation.

In theory the Migration Act 1958 removed some of the discrimination underpinning the Immigration Restriction Act 1901. It abolished a dictation test that had been in place (at the discretion of customs officers) and introduced entry permits and a points system that regulated entry into Australia.
 Potential migrants could earn points, ideally a total of one hundred, based on categories relating to youth, employment skills and English language skills.

The Migration Act 1958 was indicative of the tension that fuelled Australian immigration. It removed some of the restrictions of the White Australia policy period, but still gave weight to English language skills in terms of allowing entry into the country. The Immigration Department continued to walk a fine line between restricting entry into Australia according to its traditional values, and adapting immigration policy to meet the country’s changing needs. There were policies to attract ‘desirable’ migrants, while at the same time in order to meet immigration targets, there were other agreements signed by the Australian government and the governments of specifically targeted countries that challenged this traditional approach. 

By the mid 1960s a further shift had occurred in Australia’s approach to migrants. Australian citizens could sponsor non-European spouses and unmarried minor children to migrate to Australia. In addition, unassisted passage became an option for all nationalities upon application. Accelerating this process of sponsorship was the change in regulation that permitted Non-Europeans to become Australian citizens after a period of five years residence in Australia. Previously, it had been a period of fifteen years. Prohibitive restrictions on mixed-race immigration were formally relaxed in 1966. Migrants from Asia, the Middle East, Lebanon, Israel, India and Japan were now permitted entry into Australia.
 

All of these slow, cautious steps were building to the abolition of the ‘White Australia’ policy. Finally, in 1973, Immigration Minister Al Grassby, at a press conference in the Philippines, overtly declared his intention to bury the ‘White Australia’ policy.
 By the end of the Whitlam Government’s term in office White Australia was officially abolished. However, it would take decades for the attitudes behind the policy to loosen their hold. 

In addition to the gradual dismantling of White Australia, changes in immigration criteria and the categories into which potential migrants fell was also a major part of the policy reform that occurred throughout the 1960s and 1970s. From the 1950s onwards, as evidenced by the point system favouring skilled migration introduced in the Migration Act 1958, there had also been an increasingly loud call for skilled migrants from overseas to join the Australian workforce. It was a call that continued to rise throughout the 1960s as the majority of migrants, particularly those from non-English speaking backgrounds (NESB) flooded into the unskilled and semi-skilled sectors of the workforce. 
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Figure 5. In 2001, cartoonist Geoff Pryor, created this satirical image that depicts the doors of the White Australia policy crypt hanging open and the ghost of death floating away from the cemetery. (Source: National Library of Australia, Pryor Collection of Cartoons and Drawings, vn5153596)
Lobbying began to be conducted by pro-immigration Australian organisations and ethno-specific welfare societies, in particular CO.AS.IT and the Australian Greek Welfare Society, in the 1970s. Similarly focussed, state-based ethnic councils were established after these two major players started influencing policy change.

As a result of this lobbying, the family reunion category was broadened. It became a major criterion for entry into Australia. Initially, it worked to the advantage of more established migrant communities. However, as the decade progressed and the Australian Government decided to participate in the resettlement of Indo-Chinese refugees, Asian immigration increased. By 1980, the number of migrants coming to Australia from Asia had reached twenty-two percent of the total intake.

Immigration intakes fluctuated greatly throughout the 1970s and 1980s. After several decades of consistently high immigration and a continually growing economy, migrant intakes began to be influenced by a less stable economic climate. The mid 1970s saw Australia face an economic downturn for the first time since the close of World War Two. Immigration numbers were drastically reduced in response. Between 1971 and 1976 immigration figures averaged 56,000 per year – less than half that of the peak years 1966-1971.’
 Figures began to rise again towards the end of the 1970s and into the 1980s as the economy looked to be improving. However, plans to steeply increase the number of immigrants were thwarted by another economic recession in the early 1980s. It was around this time, in 1982, that the assisted passage schemes that encouraged initially European and then non-European migrants and refugees to settle in Australia were finally abandoned.

Large-scale immigration policy was embarked upon once again in the mid 1980s. Skilled immigrant intake increased as the emphasis on the family reunion category lessened. Between 1990 and 1991, 15,577 skilled migrants, classed as ‘Professionals’ arrived to make a new home in Australia.
 But, by the 1990s immigration numbers had once again slowed in response to the economy. The Keating Government introduced a four-year temporary protection visa for refugees as opposed to the existing permanent residence scheme. The importance of Asian languages and cultures in terms of Australian international relations and trade was highlighted in a report released in 1994.
 

While immigration numbers began to rise again towards the mid 1990s, another major change occurred with the election of the Howard Government in 1996. Once again, immigration plummeted as migrant intake was cut severely. The Howard Government also combined the family reunion and skilled migration into one entry category in 1997.
 This change is still in effect today as the major immigration categories are drawn into two ‘programs’: the Migration Program, including skilled migration and family reunion, and the Refugee and Humanitarian Program.

The number of people allowed into Australia under the category of skilled migration was increased, and the category of family reunion decreased. Migrants were no longer eligible for social welfare on arrival.
 A new points based system was introduced and the approach to refugees also drastically changed. Australia seemed to be closing its doors to migrants in a way that it had not done since pre-war days. 
As significant as the fluctuating immigration numbers in Australia throughout the 1970s, 1980s, 1990s and early 2000s, was the reality that increasingly, immigration was becoming a matter of difference between the political parties.
 In addition, lobby groups and the general public were becoming increasingly involved in how migrants were treated upon arrival in Australia. 

3.2   Settlement policy 
Public debate and involvement in issues relating to immigration began to increase when the assimilationist settlement policy of the Australian Government was called into question in the mid-to-late 1960s. Post-war mass migration was a solution to Australia’s anxiety and fear for its future.
 However, it had implications beyond arrival and rapidly climbing population statistics. The post-war migrants were different in every way: in their appearance, the languages they spoke, and in their cultural expressions and practices. The widespread adoption of the word ‘alien’ to refer to migrants is indicative of the otherness they embodied and the threat they were perceived to pose to the ‘British’ focused culture that Australia clung to so desperately.
 

The answer, at least initially, to this perceived problem of cultural difference was a clear policy of assimilation. If Australia could no longer afford to be racially ‘white’, it would try at the very least to be culturally ‘white’.
  ‘Migrants were discouraged from making their homes in ‘enclaves’ and forming their own organisations; assimilation required that they merge themselves into the mainstream of Australian life and assume a new identity.’
 As long as new migrants assimilated into the culture that surrounded them, the existing British-influenced Australian culture and way of life would remain protected. The process of assimilating or becoming ‘Australianised’ was something that the individual migrant was expected to do with little assistance from the government outside of programs run at migrant reception and training hostels.
 Discarding the old world and its culture was seen as a fair exchange for the benefits of the Australian way of life. It was naively assumed that migrants could be assimilated quickly, easily and with little public expense other than instructional leaflets that were published in English.

Against a backdrop of the burgeoning international human rights movement following the United Nations led Declaration of Human Rights in 1948, the right of the Australian government to promote and demand assimilation was called into question.
 In addition, by the early 1950s, it was becoming clear to the Department of Immigration that ‘the predominantly alien immigrant population would not easily assimilate into the monolingual, Anglo-Celtic host community’.
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Figure 6. 1957 photo of a group of new and old Australian school children on their way to a camp in Anglesea, where they would learn another facet of the Australian way of life. The camp was sponsored by the Good Neighbour Council of Victoria, to help the adjustment of migrant children to their new way of life. Children from Australia, England, Germany, Lithuania, Holland, the Ukraine, Poland, Estonia and Russia would ‘mix informally in a happy atmosphere of outdoor folk dancing, beach games, clay-modelling, drama instruction and films on Australia’. (Source: National Archives of Australia, 7471087)
Changes began to occur in the 1960s. The approach to the settlement of migrants shifted from assimilation to a modified form of assimilation. The long-term goal remained the same, but the process of assimilation began to be viewed differently. It was acknowledged that providing ‘arrivals with familiar faces and words [and] migrant structures ensured a stable foundation on which a new Australian life could be built’.
 The need for government assistance in the form of increased English language assistance and the establishment of ethno-specific organisations and schools was accepted.
 However, it was held that once established in Australia, the benefits of Australian life would become clear and the need for these ‘foreign’ associations would dissipate.
 By the end of the 1960s assimilation policy had given way to a policy of integration. Assimilation remained the ultimate goal, but it became the focus for the children of post-war migrants and the generations to follow rather than the new migrants themselves. 

It was not long before integration also came under fire. Advice offered by the vastly under-resourced social workers working with migrants, as well as the voluntary organisations and welfare bodies, began to point to the disadvantage experienced by migrant groups when trying to make a new home in Australia. In 1971 the Immigration Minister claimed that if Australia was to continue to attract migrants, the services it provided on arrival and settlement had to be improved.
 

Immigration policy and attitudes to the settlement of migrants clearly went hand in hand. While the conservative ideals of ‘White Australia’ were commonly accepted and perpetuated, an assimilationist approach to settlement was upheld. Similarly, as the restrictive and racially based underpinnings of Australian immigration policy began to break down, modified assimilation and integration became the accepted approach to migrant settlement. The end of ‘White Australia’ signalled the end to the policies of assimilation and integration. 

Terminology began to change as did differentiations between the types of migrant settlers. The assisted passage agreement between Australia and Turkey, made in 1967, was the first signed with the specific understanding that migrants participating in the scheme would become citizens of Australia. From 1974 all migrants were regarded as ‘permanent residents’, and entitled to civil and political rights without a formal requirement of citizenship regardless of where they came to Australia from.
 Loaded terms that had clear racial undertones had become points of issue. In 1983, the two classes of immigrants, ‘British’ and ‘aliens’, were removed and the universal term ‘non-citizens’ was instated. The right of migrants to continue to express their culture, as opposed to being permitted to express their culture as a short-term an integrative step towards assimilation, was finally acknowledged. Migrants were encouraged, at least in theory, ‘not merely to share in Australia’s social and cultural life, but to add to it’.

Changes in settlement policy introduced the rhetoric of multiculturalism into the dialogue that surrounded Australian immigration. Debate about the meaning of a multicultural Australia dominated the political and public spheres as immigration numbers and targets fluctuated in response to an increasingly unstable Australian economy. Multiculturalism as an ideology, as opposed to a demographic reality, gained acceptance in gradual phases, and saw different areas of emphasis depending on the policies of the government of the time.

The issue of migrant rights, the practical meaning of multiculturalism and the government’s responsibility to migrants became the subjects of numerous reports throughout the 1970s, 1980s and 1990s.
 All of these reports focussed on access and equity for migrants and the government provision of services for new Australians. While the methodology and approach differed, the common aim was to ensure that those from non-English speaking backgrounds had full access to government services. 

Interestingly, in the mid 1980s, while multiculturalism as a settlement policy gained acceptance, questions began to be raised by prominent academics, about the proportion of Asian immigrants arriving in Australia.
 The ideas and sentiments they expressed were the subject of debate. However, they were not reflected in immigration policy until 1996 when the newly elected Howard Government began to act on them. Multiculturalism, as both a policy guiding the treatment of migrants, and as a concept regarding the composition and identity of Australia, suffered a severe set-back. The Howard Government ceased to advocate a multicultural Australia.
 Two major government agencies established specifically to support migrants were dismantled and policy relating to the support of migrants was devolved to the states. 

As the new century commenced, multiculturalism and immigration returned to the agenda. The Howard Government had begun to use the term ‘multiculturalism’ and released several reports outlining the ‘Agenda for Multicultural Australia’.
 The reports reaffirmed the government’s commitment to a multicultural Australia, and in the case of a revised report released in 2003, reflected the security concerns and caution that resulted from the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 in America, and the Bali bombings of October 2002. The Howard Government’s multiculturalism focussed on civic duties and the ‘mutual obligations and responsibilities of citizens’.
 While the report signalled a return to the values and commitments of the pre-Howard Government years, many of its recommendations remained unimplemented.
 In addition, there had been a shift from discussions of ‘settlement and welfare issues ... towards the contribution which a multilingual and skilled immigrant workforce can make to the Australian economy in a globalising world’.

3.3   In summary
From the years leading up to the end of World War Two, to 2007, Australian immigration and settlement policy changed drastically. Australia changed from a country with a restrictive immigration policy that sought to perpetuate and protect a traditional British culture, to a country that provided a home for migrants from all over the world. Gradually, in response to a changing global environment, Australia altered both who it permitted to settle in Australia and how these migrants were treated upon arrival. Victoria, as evidenced by demographic change, its built heritage, the development of its cultural and religious institutions, welfare organisations and sporting and leisure clubs and societies, was similarly altered by the rapid change in immigration and settlement policy in the post-war years.

4    Post-war immigration in Victoria 

The history of post-war immigration in Victoria sits within the broader context of changes and developments to immigration and settlement policy in Australia over the second half of the twentieth century. However, the impact of immigration in Victoria is multifaceted. Both Victoria’s experience of post-war immigration and the experiences of post-war migrants in Victoria will be examined in detail via the thematic investigation in the following section, ‘Examination of Themes’. However, a brief and general overview of immigration in Victoria during this period, as well as some of the attitudes embodied by the Victorian Government toward the settlement of migrants in Victoria, is an important precursor to exploring the identified themes.

The 2006 Census revealed that 43.7 per cent of Victorians were either born overseas or had a parent who was born overseas. The migrant population in Victoria drastically increased in the post-war period. However, it is important to note that Victoria has had a diverse migrant presence from the earliest days of settlement. Like the surrounding colonies, Victoria’s population was dominated by British and European migrants in the early nineteenth century. However, particularly around the time of the discovery of gold in Victoria, increasing numbers of migrants from China and other South East Asian countries, the Pacific Islands, India and Afghanistan made at least temporary homes in Victoria.
 As early as the 1850s and 1860s ‘small ethnic enclaves [had] emerged, like Chinatown in Little Bourke Street’ in inner city Melbourne.
 There was also a vibrant, successful and well established Lebanese community in Lonsdale Street. 

As was the case in Australia in general, immigration in Victoria was influenced by fluctuations in the economic climate. In times of economic depression, migrant numbers were curtailed and in times of plenty they were encouraged. By the late nineteenth and early twentieth century, the role of migrants in boosting and stimulating the economy had become an acknowledged reality in Victoria. The government had proactively instigated specific immigration and settlement programs to boost immigration and develop certain industries. The Closer and Soldier Settlement Schemes provide a good example. These rural settlement incentive schemes were designed to attract both Victorians and potential migrants to relocate to rural areas within Victoria, thus developing agricultural industries in the state.
 

The Closer and Soldier Settlement Schemes were focussed on attracting additional British and European migrants. In fact there were specific publications enticing them to journey to Victoria to farm the land.
  There were similar attempts to encourage migrants from the United States, Italy, Denmark, Holland and Sweden.
 By the 1930s it was clear that the Closer and Soldier Settlement Schemes were largely unsuccessful in attracting British migrants to farming life in Victoria. However, Italian migrants, who were the largest group of non-British to settle in Victoria in the first half of the century, were enticed by the scheme and proved to be highly skilled and successful in rural environments. Their presence was encouraged and was particularly apparent in market gardens areas such as Werribee, Dandenong, Lilydale and in more rural locations like Mildura, Shepparton and Bairnsdale.
 In the interwar years there was also a high proportion of migrant men who travelled around Victoria from labouring job to labouring job as construction work on roads, railways and other major infrastructure became available. The construction of the now dismantled Yallourn Power Station drew a significant proportion of migrant men in the 1950s and 1960s.
 Similarly, migrant 'work gangs' were largely responsible for the construction of the Hume Weir, Maroondah and Silvan Dams.  It is important to note that although not in Victoria, the Snowy River Scheme was a major employer of immigrant labour, many of whom later moved to and settled in Victoria. 
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Figure 7. Many post-war migrants worked on the construction of the Silvan Dam, in the Dandenong Ranges. (Source: State Library of Victoria, b30585)
There was also a strong migrant presence in inner city Melbourne preceding the post-war period. Retail outlets, restaurants, small-scale factories and manufacturing industries dotted the streets of inner Melbourne and its suburbs. Churches, synagogues and places of worship that were specific to various cultures and migrant groups were also located around metropolitan Melbourne and its growing suburban network. Demographically, Victoria was no stranger to ethnic diversity. Inter-racial tensions and hostility existed – particularly in years of economic depression, when government assisted immigration came under attack.
 Of the 30,000 non-British migrants who arrived in Victoria between 1900 and 1940, approximately two thirds remained.
 

Victoria’s exposure to both European and non-European migrants before the end of World War Two shaped and characterised its response to the major influx of war refugees and later migrants from all over the world in the post-war period. In the immediate post-war years Victoria opened its doors to Displaced Persons and war refugees. Along with New South Wales, it was the leading destination for migrants during the 1950s and 1960s. The Victorian migrant intake peaked in 1960 with a net immigration figure of just over 50,000.
 

Immigration to Victoria remained steady throughout the remainder of the century but it slowed from the high numbers experienced in the 1960s. In this sense, immigration patterns in Victoria followed the general trends occurring in Australia. The number of British migrants arriving in Victoria was proportional to the rest of the country. However, European, and particularly southern European migrants, showed a clear and distinct preference for Melbourne and Victoria in this early peak period of migration. Many were channelled into the large manufacturing industry in Melbourne.
 By 1971, 47.6 percent of Greek-born migrants, 36.9 percent of Italian-born migrants, 32.5 percent of Yugoslav-born migrants and 35 percent of Polish-born migrants in Australia lived in Victoria.
 It was during this period that many of these migrants settled in the Geelong and Latrobe Valley areas.
 

The demographic of Victoria’s migrants altered over the post-war period in response to changes in Australian immigration policy. From the mid 1970s Victoria saw an increase in the number of Asian migrants, particularly in response to the turmoil of the Vietnam War. This increase continued throughout the early 1980s as the family reunion category was emphasised as a criteria for entry into Australia. An increase in the number of Middle Eastern migrants arriving in Victoria also resulted from this policy change. Under the refugee and humanitarian categories high numbers of migrants from the former Yugoslav and USSR republics, Poland, Turkey, Sri Lanka and the Horn of Africa settled in Victoria throughout the later 1980s, 1990s and early 2000s.
 It is interesting to note that the majority of refugees who came during this period satisfied the English language criteria. 

Government policy in Victoria regarding the settlement of migrants shaped the experience of migration as well as the dialogue and interaction between migrant and non-migrant groups. The Victorian Government, as well as Victorian migrant support groups and community agencies were at the forefront of the discussions surrounding attitudes to settlement as Australia moved from a policy of assimilation, to integration.
 Throughout the 1970s and 1980s Victoria provided forums for cross-disciplinary discussion about the services and structures that would celebrate diversity, foster cultural expression and assist in bringing about access and equity to migrants in a multicultural Victoria.

Successive Victorian Governments throughout this period sought to address community attitudes towards migrants in Victoria in the policies that were developed. In 1978, the Victorian Ministry of Immigration and Ethnic Affairs commissioned an attitudinal survey of Victorians toward migrants. The report revealed a high proportion of negative attitudes within the Victorian community.
 As well as being an interesting snapshot of viewpoints within the community at the time, the significance of the survey lies also in its demonstration of the Victorian Government’s commitment to address issues relating to migrant settlement and the interaction and reception in the wider community. Additional attitudinal surveys were carried out again in 1986 and 1997.
 It was in this way that Victoria explored, developed and charted practical multicultural policy. There were differences between the major parties’ respective policies in relation to immigration. However, unlike the national political sphere in the 1980s and 1990s, support for commitment to multiculturalism in Victoria remained bipartisan.

Victoria was also a forerunner in developing language policy and programs that helped migrants learn English and ensured the maintenance and longevity of their own languages. In 1979 the Victorian Ministry of Education formulated a policy that showed its commitment to English language proficiency for all citizens, offering migrants the opportunity to learn their home language as well as the opportunity for existing Victorians to learn other languages and cultures, particularly those within the community.
 English language proficiency and the provision for the proliferation of languages other than English remained a policy focus in Victoria. By 1995, Victoria’s population included people from over 140 countries and one in five people spoke a language other than English at home.
 This became a promotional point for successive Victorian governments as the language diversity in Victoria’s population was perceived as advantageous in growing Victoria’s economy and contributing to the burgeoning globalised market place. 

Victoria is also characterised by a strong history of both government funded and independent support networks and organisations that aim to provide support to migrants. As well as providing access to support and community services, these organisations have often provided an important point of intersection between the migrant and non-migrant communities – a forum for cultural exchange and dialogue. A strong cultural presence that carried a diverse range of cultural expressions emerged in Victoria. As a direct result, in the late 1990s multiculturalism began to be used as a platform to bolster the state’s cultural exchange program, which fostered interaction between Victorian arts and the rest of the world.
  

Migrant communities continue to influence Victoria long past the initial period of arrival and settlement. Migration is not a static or fixed process with a finite end point and frame of reference. Consequently, understanding the impact of post-war migration on Victoria involves investigating the economic, demographic, social, welfare and cultural components of migration and the many different experiences that fall within them. 
5    Themes

Developing the themes

The thematic exploration of post-war migration in Victoria encompasses the experiences of migrants in arriving, settling, working and living in Victoria. It encompasses Victorian Government policy relating to the settlement of migrants, as well as the tangible and intangible effects of migration on various aspects of life in Victoria. It also provides a framework for the investigation of interaction between migrants and non-migrants. Looking at the migrant experience thematically will facilitate a detailed examination of post-war migration in Victoria and the identification of places and objects that relate to this process and are significant as a result.
The following themes are explored:

· Arriving and finding a home

· The business of work 

· Learning new ways 

· Celebrating culture and marking life cycles

· Getting together 

· Keeping culture, language and traditions alive 

· Changing us all

Each theme is designed to be used as a framework to help identify places and objects of post-war migrant heritage significance across Victoria. Each theme is discussed before specific examples of places and objects that illustrate each theme are listed. In addition, the related themes from the Victorian Heritage Framework and the Australian Historic Themes are listed in each section. 

Naturally there is some overlap between the themes. For example, the emergence of specialty delicatessens or ‘delis’ and shops that supplied culturally specific food and produce has been identified as an important part of the first theme, ‘arriving and making a home’. But, these commercial enterprises are also an integral part of the second theme ‘the business of work’ and the sixth theme ‘keeping culture, language and traditions alive’. This is a clear strength of the thematic approach. It reiterates that there are many layers of meaning for different individuals and groups who have lived, experienced and been influenced by post-war migration in Victoria. 

This thematic approach is fundamental to the investigation of post-war migration heritage in Victoria. Using these experience-focused themes as a framework to identify places and objects of significance to migration heritage is an important step in ensuring that, in time, the recognised and protected heritage of Victoria reflects the complexity of this period in Victoria’s history and the many voices and layers of meaning that comprise experiences of migration. 

Theme 1 - Arriving and finding a home

Arrival

Pino Giuseppe Bartolome arrived in Victoria on 10 February 1953. He was fifteen years old. His ship berthed at Station Pier in Port Melbourne. Uniformed customs officials and policemen, strange forms, numbers, labels and lines followed before a long train journey through rural Victoria took Pino and his family to Bonegilla in Northern Victoria, the largest and longest running migrant hostel in Australia.
 

In the years immediately following World War Two, a long sea journey was the most common way migrants made their way to Australia.
 Major ports in Perth, Sydney, Brisbane and Melbourne were often the first points of contact with Australian land. Some disembarked where they landed and this part of their journey came to an end. For others, additional journeys, either by sea or by rail, or both, took them to another destination within Australia. In the late 1940s aeroplanes began to be used to transport migrants to Australia. However, it would take some decades before air overtook sea as the major form of transport. 
Pino’s experience of arriving in Australia by sea and then journeying to Bonegilla is representative of many arrival stories of immigrants who arrived in Australia on assisted passages during the 1940s and 1950s. Overwhelmed and bewildered, exhausted, and in the cases of many refugees, traumatised, many talk of a sense of confusion and dislocation when reflecting on their arrival in Australia. 
Memories of journeying and landing remain vivid and strong. Arrival was the end of a long journey. But it was also the beginning of another. A journey that involved finding and making a home.
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Figure 8. Ships like this one – the SS Galilah, which embarked from Cyprus in 1949 – carried war refugees to Australia. (Source: JDC Archives, New York City)
Finding and choosing a home

Upon arrival in Australia the migrant ceased being the responsibility of the Commonwealth of Australia and became the responsibility of the state in which they arrived. The Commonwealth was responsible for ‘the recruiting of immigrants abroad and for their transport to Australia while the states were responsible for their reception and aftercare’.
 Despite this demarcation of responsibility, the hostels, that were established to provide initial temporary housing for migrants, were originally owned and managed by the Australian Commonwealth Government. Although this was short-lived: in 1952, management of migrant hostels was transferred to a new entity, created by the government, called Commonwealth Hostels Ltd. The management of the hostels became a private business, although the government retained ownership of the buildings and the land. By the late 1950s, Commonwealth Hostels Ltd operated 64 hostels around Australia. The hostels were run as businesses, charging a tariff for board and lodging according to the migrant's working situation and family size.

Many migrants who journeyed to Australia on assisted passages throughout the post-war period spent their first nights, days, weeks and sometimes months in Victoria in the temporary hostels located throughout Victoria. In rural Victoria there was the well known Bonegilla, as well as hostels in Benalla, Mildura, Rushworth, Sale West and Somers. There were also several hostels located in the industrial or less developed outer suburbs of Melbourne, such as Altona, Broadmeadows, Brooklyn, Fishermans Bend, Holmesglen, Maribyrnong, Nunawading and Preston. 

For many, the hostel experience was difficult. The food was strange, unfamiliar and tasteless, and the plainly furnished rooms and communal washing and eating facilities provided little privacy. While they were intended to be temporary, many individuals and families spent months at hostels while they waited for employment and more permanent housing. As attitudes to the reception and accommodation of migrants began to change in the late 1960s, many of the early hostels were closed. Those that remained were upgraded. A new hostel, The Enterprise, was constructed at Springvale in 1969. Hostels increasingly provided services for migrants and refugees as well as accommodation. By 1980, there were four hostels in operation – in Altona, Maribyrnong, Nunawading and Springvale. Each hostel could house approximately 3,000 refugees. 
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Figure 9. A postcard of the Enterprise Hotel in Springvale. Postcards from the milk bar were often the first purchased item in Australia and were sent home to family soon after arrival. (Source: http://enterprisehostel.org)

Hostels only accommodated assisted passage immigrants. Therefore, not all migrants spent their first days and nights in this type of organised accommodation. Initial housing of unassisted passage migrants was the responsibility of the sponsor or guarantor. As a result both formal and informal networks emerged within different migrant communities to assist with the absorption of new arrivals. Boarding houses and shared accommodation with relatives or friends provided alternatives to the migrant hostel. An example of this kind of accommodation can be found in Moonee Ponds in the 1950s, where there was a large Italian pre- and post-war community. One study of post-war migration in the area revealed that of 27 Italian-born people interviewed, just under half stayed in boarding houses or shared accommodation on arrival in Melbourne.
 This option was often most attractive for single males, or men awaiting the arrival of a spouse and/or family members. 

Boarding house accommodation was less common for single women. It was often viewed as inappropriate. For example, in many Mediterranean cultures women were not permitted to travel alone as immigrants. They came as wives, proxy wives or fiancés of men already in Australia. It was therefore not acceptable for single women to use boarding house accommodation. Informal temporary accommodation became increasingly common as migration numbers gradually declined over the post-war period. By 1998, it was recorded that 87 percent of new migrants stayed with friends or relatives on arrival in Victoria.

Ethno-specific groups also provided more formalised temporary housing options. For example, in 1950 the Australian Jewish Welfare Society opened the Bialystoker Centre in Robe Street, St Kilda. It provided temporary accommodation for migrants.
 Similarly, at around the same time, the United Overseas Jewish Relief Fund purchased two large houses specifically for conversion into temporary dwellings for war refugees from Europe.

Whether staying at a migrant hostel, the home of relatives or friends, or at a community-run temporary boarding house, permanent accommodation was crucial. A booklet, prepared by the Inter-Church Migration Fellowship of Melbourne, welcomed new arrivals to Victoria and provided them with important information about life in their new home. They were advised that the most pressing problem for new settlers was that of housing.
 Migrants were encouraged to seek the advice of banks, the Home Ownership Advisory Bureau and Commonwealth Hostels Housing Officers regarding the rental and purchase of property. 

A severe housing shortage, particularly for lower-income earners, characterised the immediate post-war years. As a result of a government enquiry into the state of housing in inner Melbourne, the Victorian Housing Commission was formed in 1938.
 As Victoria opened its door to migrants, the Housing Commission was engaged in the construction of two and three storey blocks of flats in ‘slum’ areas of inner suburban Melbourne in an attempt to address the housing crisis.
 Migrants could apply to the Housing Commission to rent or buy homes under the Commission’s control. Initially, non-British migrants were not permitted to apply for public housing until they had resided in Australia for a period of two years. However, by 1963 this limitation was removed and all new arrivals were encouraged to register with the Housing Commission as soon as possible.
 By this time, the Housing Commission was constructing high-rise blocks and encouraging high-density living. High-rise Commission housing retained a large concentration of migrants throughout the post-war period.
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Figure 10. Housing provided by the Housing Commission of Victoria provided homes for many migrant families. (Source: Darebin Library Collection)

The Housing Commission also built low-cost housing in specific areas to support growth in the manufacturing industries and to provide housing for those who would work in them. The Doveton Housing Estate was custom built in the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s for this purpose. Located on the fringe of Dandenong, the Doveton Estate provided housing for workers in the surrounding factories of International Harvester, General Motors Holden and H.J. Heinz to name a few. By 1971, 2,500 homes had been built at Doveton. Census figures from 1986 revealed that 31.5 percent of Doveton residents were born overseas.

Many migrants also chose to rent or purchase homes that were not under the auspices of the Housing Commission. In many of these cases, migrants sought to settle in areas that were heavily populated by other migrants from their home country, or that where in relatively close to the temporary hostels or first places of accommodation. This pattern of settlement resulted in the formation of ethnic clusters in certain areas. For example, the large Vietnamese population in Springvale is a result of migrants settling close to the initial accommodation that was provided to them at the Enterprise Hostel.
 Suburbs such as Brunswick, Coburg, Thornbury and Oakleigh also had high migrant populations for similar reasons. 

The concentration of certain migrant groups also occurred in certain locations as a result of ‘chain migration’. This term refers to a succession of migrants from a particular location followed family or friends who have already migrated to Australia. In this chain-like process, newer immigrants rely on support in the form of sponsorship or financial assistance from those who have already made a new home in Australia to enable them to also immigrate to Australia. In some cases whole communities and from villages, towns and cities have been transplanted to Australia as a result of this pattern of migration.
 
The demographic composition of Brunswick also provides an example of ‘chain migration’. In the 1950s and 1960s Brunswick had a high proportion of Greek and Italian migrants. New arrivals, seeking to make a new community in a new home, settled near other Greeks and Italians. A demographic shift occurred in the area in the mid to late 1970s after the arrival of some 10,000 Lebanese migrants. By 1994, 50 percent of these migrants lived within the borders of Brunswick and Coburg.
 High concentrations of specific ethnic groups within a particular suburb or location had a clear impact on the local businesses, cultural activity, and built heritage of the area.

Making this place home 
Making a home in Victoria involved more than finding a stable, affordable place to live. Maintaining and adding personal elements to the physical appearance of a house was one aspect of this process. Even in temporary hostels this desire to personalise and familiarise place occurred – Dutch migrants at the Maribyrnong migrant hostel painted a mural of windmills and tulips on the side of one of the concrete structures. A mural of an Asian scene that appears to have been painted by Vietnamese migrants also remains on an outside wall.

Personalising touches, often reflecting specific cultural trends and practices were also made in more permanent forms of accommodation. For example parts of the suburbs of Carlton, Collingwood and Fitzroy were transformed by their post-war migrant residents who occupied the less affluent areas of these inner city suburbs. Their revitalising influence on these homes was noted as their physical appearance began to improve, representing the pride that was taken in the appearance of home and garden. 
 However, these changes are difficult to find examples of as many of these houses have since been demolished or physically altered. 
Gardens were also of great importance. As well as a source of pride, they were often important for practical reasons, particularly in the early post-war years when produce and foodstuffs that had been staples in a migrant’s home country were not yet available in Victoria. The Greek-Cypriot community in Victoria in the 1960s began to grow and make their own produce as a solution to the lack of availability of certain foods like coriander, haloumi cheese and colocassi.
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Figure 11. The Mazzecato family vegetable garden. Gardens like these often provided a link to the more rural practices of home countries and enabled migrants to grow important foods that were not commercially available in Australia. (Source: Darebin Library Collection)

Migrants began to physically transform the areas in which they made their homes with the establishment of churches (either in existing buildings or custom built places of worship), halls, meeting places and social clubs. This happened in various pockets of Melbourne with high post-war migrant populations. For example, following the arrival of large numbers of Lebanese migrants in the mid 1970s, an Islamic mosque was built in Preston in 1976. The mosque was extremely significant in building a sense of community and fostering a sense of home in the new migrant community. The mosque ‘met all the needs of the people, far outside of the scope of religion. Often it was only these religious institutions that people could rely on, especially if they did not have family close by.’
 

Ethno-specific shops and restaurants appeared in close proximity to places of high migrant settlement in post-war Victoria and were also part of building a home. Being able to purchase culturally appropriate food, household items and clothing was an important part of establishing roots in Victoria. Examples of these types of specialty shops are numerous. For example, existing women’s clothes stores on Sydney Road in Brunswick that cater for the modest dress requirements of Muslim women; European cake and bread shops in Acland and Carlisle Streets in St Kilda; the Mediterranean style furniture shops in Brunswick Franco Cozzo and Sortino; and finally the Dutch supermarket De Hollandse Winkel, located in Vermont. 

The many meanings of home
There are many different meanings of home and place for post-war migrants. This was illustrated by a community cultural development project undertaken with the residents of the high-rise Atherton Gardens Housing Estate in Fitzroy. The project revealed the complexity of the meaning of home and place, even to those who share an experience and place of residence. The project, entitled ‘Settled and Unsettled’, revealed that there were many different connections that bound residents to Atherton Gardens and its community. While some spoke of the estate as a long-term home, there were others for whom it was a temporary refuge. Some referred to it as a place of uncertainty and danger, while for others it was a place of sanctuary.
 

For some migrants it is the physical location of place that carries the meaning of home. As a result they choose to stay in the same home or suburb that they first settled in on arrival in Victoria, or return to it in their years of retirement.
 For others this sense of physical place is less important. 

Demographic research reveals migratory patterns within some migrant groups as the settlement process progressed. For example in 1947, 40 percent of the Italian community lived outside of Melbourne in areas such as Shepparton, Wangaratta, Myrtleford, Mildura, Swan Hill and the Latrobe Valley. However, by 1996, almost 92 percent of Victoria’s Italian-born community lived in metropolitan Melbourne and the greater Geelong area.
 Other migrant groups tended to move from inner suburban homes, which were often lower-cost rental properties close to places of work, community and transport, further out into the suburbs of Melbourne in favour of larger suburban dwellings.
 Areas like Croydon and Ringwood, within the Shire of Maroondah were a particularly popular choice of residence from many British and Dutch migrants in the post-war period. The British migrants in particular were enticed by the possibility to purchase ‘new detached houses with gardens on large lots’ – a stark contrast to the housing options offered to them in their home country.
  

Potential places & objects

Types of places and objects
Arrival points: piers, stations, airports, refugee centres. First housing: hostels, boarding houses, Housing Commission estates, community owned and shared houses.

Migration papers, brought goods, ephemera from travel to Australia, items of furniture / personal items from hostels, reunion items from hostels, guides and booklets produced for new migrants

Examples from Thematic History

Station Pier; Essendon Airport; Bonegilla Migrant Hostel; Enterprise Hostel; Maribyrnong Migrant Hostel. Migrant hostels in rural areas: Benalla, Mildura, Rushworth, Sale West and Somers.  Migrant hostels in outer Melbourne: Altona, Broadmeadows, Brooklyn, Fisherman’s Bend, Holmeslgen, Nunawading and Preston. Housing Commission estates: Hotham Estate, Atherton Gardens housing estate; boarding houses and share accommodation in Moonee Ponds; Bialystocker Centre; housing in Coburg and Brunswick as examples of chain migration; Mosque in Preston; Clothes and specialty stores on Sydney Road (Brunswick, Coburg); Acland Street St Kilda

Registered Places

	Place Name
	Descriptor
	Locality
	Hermes Ref
	VHR/VHI/HO/NTR

	Bright Boys Camp
	Camp
	Bright
	
	HO101

	‘Snail’ house
	Accommodation
	Cape Paterson
	72051
	HO26

	Shenton
	Reception Centre
	Hawthorn
	
	VHR H0788

	Ernest Fooks House
	House
	Caulfield North
	
	VHR H2191

	Residence (rear of property)
	House
	Bellarine Street Geelong
	
	HO1641, HO873

	Dhurringile
	Children’s Home for British migrant boys
	Murchison
	
	VHR H1554, H0012

HO3

	Williamstown Grammar School ‘Monomeath’
	Hostel
	Williamstown
	
	HO292

	Brooklyn Migrant Hostel (Former)
	Hostel
	Brooklyn
	15063
	

	Dugan House
	Residence
	Tangambala
	107899
	HO714

	Maribyrnong Migrant Hostel (former)
	Hostel
	Maidstone
	35583
	VHR H2190

	Oriental Coffee Palace (Former)
	Accommodation
	North Melbourne
	
	NTR B6857 

	Painsdale Place Precinct 
	Housing Precinct
	Carlton
	
	HO1

NTR B7264

	House at 18 Beryl Street
	House
	Essendon West
	29636
	

	Villa Italia
	Residence
	Coburg
	
	HO169

	36 Alistair Street
	House
	East Brunswick
	61732
	

	Tolarno Hotel
	hotel
	St Kilda
	
	VHR H2207

	Station Pier; Southern and Northern Sections
	Pier
	Port Melbourne
	
	VHR HO985 and H0984

	Princes Pier
	Pier
	Port Melbourne
	
	VHR HO981

	Bonegilla Migrant Camp
	Migration Centre
	Bonegilla
	
	VHR H1835

	The Royal Exhibition Building and Carlton Gardens
	Reception Centre
	Carlton
	
	VHR H1501

	Elementary Flying Training School No 11
	Hostel
	Benalla
	
	NTR B6757

	Former Fort Franklin
	Military barracks & housing/ Recreation camp
	 Portsea
	2322
	VHR H1090

	James Reilly Flour Mill
	Mill/Precinct
	Brunswick
	
	NTR B6289

	Brunswick Street Fitzroy Historic

Area
	Community Commerce
	Fitzroy
	
	HO311

NTR B7089

	236-252

Brunswick Street
	Community Commerce
	Fitzroy
	
	HO311

NTR B4770

	Chapel Street
	Community Commerce
	South Yarra
	
	HO126

NTR B7144

	Sunshine Market
	Market; Commerce
	Sunshine
	106104
	HO118

	Bonegilla Greek Orthodox Church, former
	Church
	Gundowring
	
	HO146

	St Paul's R.C. Church
	Church
	Brimbank
	106104


	HO118

	Ukrainian Catholic Church
	Church
	Brimbank
	106139


	HO132

	Church of the Nazarene
	Church
	Thornbury
	24010
	

	Prince of Wales Park Methodist Church
	Church
	Thornbury
	26722
	

	Sacred Heart Catholic Church Complex
	Church
	Preston
	26700
	

	Omar Bin El Khattam Mosque
	mosque
	Preston
	27070
	

	St Mary's Catholic Church
	Church
	Bairnsdale
	
	VHR H2174

	St Mary's Roman Catholic Church Complex
	Church
	Altona
	
	HO265

	Newport Baptist Church Complex
	Church
	Newport
	
	HO180

	Camii Turkish Mosque
	Mosque
	Dallas
	114674
	

	Parkdale Greek Orthodox Church
	Church
	Parkdale
	114477
	

	Templer Church Hall
	Church; Recreation
	Knox
	
	VHR H1992

	Church of All Nations and Organ
	Church & Organ
	Carlton
	
	VHR H2179

NTR B4851


Registered Objects

	Object Name
	Descriptor
	Repository/Owner
	Catalogue number

	Flotta Lauro Napoli - Ashtray
	Ashtray from ship to Australia
	Museum Victoria
	HT 5329

	Aeroplane Boarding Pass
	Boarding pass of Lam huu Minh from journey to Australia
	Museum Victoria
	HT 13312

	Baggage Chest
	Baggage Chest used by Polish migrant Bill Jegorow in Displaced Persons Camp, Diez
	National Museum of Australia
	1988.0029.0001

	IHS Document Collection
	Travel to Australia
	Italian Historical Society
	

	IHS Object Collection
	Domestic life, Home
	Italian Historical Society/Museum Victoria
	

	Photographic

Collection
	Approximately 10,000 original photographs and copies which illustrate the migration and settlement process in Australia and the contribution made by migrants to their new home.
	Italian Historical

Society
	

	Collection
	The Tatura Museum houses a unique collection based on 3 main themes. One of these is the history of the seven World War 2 Prisoner of War and Internment Camps and the Garrison and Hospital which were established in this area. The collection houses items specific to Tatura.
	Tatura Irrigation and War Time Camps Museums
	


VF & AHT Themes

2. Peopling Victoria’s places and landscapes
2.2 Adapting to diverse environments

2.3 Arriving in a new land

2.4 Migrating and making a home. 

6. Building towns, cities and the garden state 

6.3 Shaping the suburbs

6.5 Living in country towns

6.7 Making homes for Victorians.

Theme 2 - The business of work 

Tales from a Suitcase is a collection of first hand testimonies of various Displaced Persons who migrated to Australia in the 1940s and early 1950s. Editors of the collection Will Davies and Andrea Dal Bosco reflect on their own thoughts and experiences of arrival. They comment that even though ‘you are new to this place, you already feel a certain attraction as you build the country – actually build it and change it and make your mark’.
 Through work, migrants have played a critical role in building, shaping and making ‘a mark’ on Victoria. 
One of the first and most fundamental tasks faced by most migrants upon arrival in Victoria was finding work. Often complicated by language barriers and the lack of recognition of overseas qualifications, the process of finding work could be both arduous and stressful. Migrants in the post-war period were involved in a variety of sectors of the Victorian workforce. Their contribution to the building of Victoria is unquestionable. 
Manufacturing
From 1945 to 1970 Australia and Victoria enjoyed a period of sustained economic growth. As Calwell had foreshadowed, immigration was pivotal in providing the labour to support the growing economy and its demands. ‘Migrant labour filled more than five out of every ten jobs created in Australia.’
 The reality of language barriers, combined with Australia’s immigration policies in the early post-war period meant that unskilled and semi-skilled labour became synonymous with the experience of immigration. 

This ‘utilisation of relatively low-skilled migrant or ethnic minority labour…led to marked ethnic or racial (as well as gender) segmentation, with concentrations of minority workers in low-skilled manufacturing jobs and certain service occupations.’
 The large group of Displaced Persons, the first mass intake of non-British migrants, moved into the semi-skilled and unskilled labour industry that had been deserted by Australian-born and British migrants in the immediate post-war years. Migrants from an English speaking background were more likely to be ‘employed in jobs across the occupational and industrial spectrum’.
 This type of segmentation continued throughout the post-war period as particular migrant groups continued to be drawn to certain factories and industries. In 1988 reference was still being made to a ‘South European occupational ghetto’ as a result of the high concentration of Southern European workers in manual manufacturing jobs.
 

This high concentration of migrants in the manufacturing industry was particularly the case in Victoria, which was one of the focal points of the industry in Australia. There were particular areas in Victoria where clusters of industrial factories employed a large number of migrants. For example, Melbourne’s western suburbs were transformed by this industrial focus and the migrant workers who staffed these factories throughout the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s.
 Major manufacturing plants such as the General Motors Holden site in Dandenong and the Ford site in Geelong relied heavily on migrant labour. In fact, migrants comprised 47 percent of Ford’s workforce by 1955 and 87 percent by 1974.
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Figure 12. The Ford Factory in Geelong was a major employer of migrant workers. Indeed, 50 percent of the workers in Australia car plants were migrants from the United Kingdom and Europe. This image pictures Branko Kacavenda from Yugoslavia, who was a machinist at the Geelong factory. (Source: National Archives of Australia, 8275107)

Migrant workers in the manufacturing industries enjoyed relative job security in the post-war economic boom. However, they were affected by the economic downturns experienced in Victoria in the mid 1970s and early 1980s. A study in the mid 1980s revealed overwhelmingly that migrants suffered higher levels of unemployment than those born in Australia.
 

Language barriers often made it difficult for migrant workers to deal with issues relating to the workplace such as wages, working conditions and safety. After a Migrant Workers Conference was held in Victoria in 1975, moves were made to establish a trade union that represented the needs and interests of migrants.
 A year later the Trade Union Migrant Workers' Centre was established. It aimed to strengthen the links between non-English speaking workers and their unions. The Centre received support from a combination of state and federal government funds and unions who were sympathetic to the needs and challenges faced by migrant workers. The Centre was based at the Metal Trades Union, in East Melbourne, until it moved to the Trades Hall Building in Carlton in the late 1980s. Individual migrants also began to get involved in union activity, eager to represent their interests in the labour market. This was an important part of the political activism that grew as migrants began to overcome language and cultural barriers.

Building Victoria – construction and infrastructure
Migrants made significant contributions to the physical building of Victoria in terms of construction, roads and infrastructure. For example, the Department of Railways participated in a scheme in the early 1950s that specifically sponsored young men from Germany to work in Victoria.
 Italian migrants, often bringing specific trade skills, became involved in the construction industry as builders and tilers.
 Work in the labour, construction and trade industries often resulted in the involvement of migrants in their related trade union – this was an important junction between migrant and non-migrant communities.
 

The involvement of post-war migrants in the Kiewa Hydro-Electric Scheme is a pertinent example of the contribution of migrants to the building of Victoria. The Kiewa Hydro-Electric Scheme, built between the 1930s and the 1960s, was the largest civil engineering project of its time in Victoria.
 It provided significant employment, new townships and roads to the Alpine Shire, and enabled the development of Falls Creek ski field. The Scheme experienced a burst of activity in the late 1940s when additional power stations were built as part of the scheme. Nearby, a model township called Mount Beauty, was constructed from pre-fabricated buildings imported from England and constructed in Melbourne. A large number of post-war migrants, particularly from Italy (the third wave of Italian migrants to the Alpine regions) were employed in the construction of the Kiewa Hydroelectric Scheme, and many settled in the district, contributing to both the building of Victoria, and to the rural community they became an integral part of. 
Migrant women and work

Clear patterns emerged in the type of work in which migrant women were engaged. A report released in the early 1990s revealed that five main industries provided employment for overseas-born women: manufacturing, community services, wholesale and retail trade, finance, and recreational and personal services.
 However, it was acknowledged that migrant women were over-represented in the manufacturing industry, particularly clothing and footwear.
 This was particularly evident in the Brunswick area, which had a high proportion of both migrant women and textile, clothing and footwear manufacturing factories. In the 1990s these industries declined dramatically in Brunswick. Many factories closed entirely and some relocated to the outer suburbs. A major proportion of related job losses were experienced by ‘married women from non-English-speaking backgrounds who had been the mainstay of [the] industry for three decades’.
 

Migrant women from non-English speaking backgrounds have been described as being at a ‘double disadvantage’ to others in the Australian workforce in that they face both gender and ethnic barriers.
 The practical implications of this reality meant that many post-war migrant women were engaged in unskilled, repetitive and high-risk occupations, usually in a factory context. An article released in 1994 revealed that ‘56 percent of women born in Greece, 54 percent of Yugoslav women, and 45 percent of Italian women work as labourers, production or process workers’ compared to nine percent of Australian-born women.
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Figure 13. A female migrant worker at a loom factory in Northcote. (Source: Darebin Library Collection)

Work conditions for these women were often poor and the language barrier made it difficult to demand improved conditions. A Migrant Women Workers Project was formed in 1974 to provide support for migrant women in the workforce. The outcome of the project was a report, entitled ‘But I wouldn’t Want My Wife to Work Here … A Study of Migrant Women in Melbourne Industry’. It drew the conditions of migrant women workers to the attention of the unions.
 

Migrant women were often engaged in family businesses and made an important contribution to the running and management of specialty stores and smaller-scale family run factories. Sophia Nikitarakos talks of the pickling business she ran with her husband upon arrival in Australia. She describes the Kensington factory at which the pickled mussels, onions and scallops were canned and mentions that 38 women were under her supervision.
 This kind of supervisory and authoritative role was uncommon among migrant women outside of the sphere of family business. Sophia also talks about the experience of raising her first child and the reality that she had to keep working throughout the pregnancy and return to work soon after the child was born. There has been little documented about the pressure on migrant women in the post-war period to juggle domestic and paid work as well as maintain the role as mother and home-maker while helping to establish the financial stability of the recently arrived family. 

Small business

In January 1965, the then Minister for Immigration Hubert Opperman, announced that of the post-war migrants to have arrived in Australia, approximately 100,000 had either become self employed or employed other people.
 Small scale manufacturing activity increased as migrants found niches around existing Anglo-Australian enterprises. This was particularly evident in areas such as ‘clothing, textiles and food production where the capital required was not substantial and where foreign experience could be of value’.

Small scale retail outlets, delis, grocers and speciality shops were also common areas of enterprise in the post-war migrant community. Once again, little capital was needed to start these businesses and ‘as shopkeepers, the willingness of many migrants to work long hours and to utilise family labour gave them a competitive edge’.
 The presence of speciality stores, in particular delis and grocers, often fulfilled an important need within migrant communities as they stocked and imported culturally specific food and produce.
 La Terra food store, which became Mediterraneo or the Mediterranean Supermarket, on Sydney Road was a known and much valued supplier of imported Italian cheese.
 As well as making a significant contribution to the economy these small businesses and specialty stores were an important element of building a home, community and culture in post-war Victoria.
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Figure 14. The Ibrahim family milk bar. (Source: Darebin Library Collection, 1989)

Small shops and specialty businesses were also a significant meeting point between migrant and non-migrant communities. Many strip shopping centres and local shopping areas that were previously dominated by pre-war Anglo-Australian shops and enterprises were transformed by migrants. Puckle Street in Moonee Ponds became a hub of Italian grocers and delis. Victoria Street in Richmond became a centre of Vietnamese supermarkets, grocers, couture and restaurants. Halal butchers began to spring up on Sydney Road in Brunswick and Coburg, often standing side-by-side with non-Halal butchers and other non-ethno specific shops.

The opening of ethno-specific restaurants, shops and retail outlets occurred in close proximity to particular communities. Lygon Street, Carlton developed a strong Italian presence because of the shopping strip’s proximity to the suburbs of Carlton and Brunswick which had a large Italian population. Similar patterns have occurred in other areas of Melbourne. A further example can be found in the City of Greater Dandenong which has a large and diverse migrant population. Ethno specific restaurants and shops representing various migrant cultures have emerged to the extent that tours of certain areas are carried out. For example, the Little India Cultural Tour allows participants to experience ‘the rich Indian culture through clothing, jewellery, food, film and music’ that is found in the Dandenong area. An Afghan Bazaar Cultural Tour with a focus on places and aspects of Afghan culture in Dandenong can also be undertaken.
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