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FOREWORD TO THE SECOND EDITION

TH1S MONOGRAPH attempts within the limits of 12,000 words to describe the
decline of the socialist movement in Australia over the last ten years. This
'sgeialist left’ T take to include the left wing of the Australian Labour Party
{particularly the Fabians), the Communists, and various dissident left groups.
I aceept John Burton's opinion in the 1958 Chifley Memorial Lecture that the
Labour Party as a whole is not a socialist party.

The survey considers the ideas, numerical strength, and influence of these
groups and individuals in Australia who were consciously socialist during the
1950s. It suggests that between 1956 and 1958 there was an acceleration in the
decline of communist strength, a mild socialist revival within the left wing of
the Labour Party, and the emergence of a ‘new left' based on magazines and dis-

-cussion groups. The crisis of socialism during the 1950s was a crisis of the

Labour Party which had seen the weifare state established, largely through its
efforts, and widely accepted, and now faced the problem of a policy. It was
also a crisis of communism which in addition to the problem of-a new policy
under welfare capitalism also-had-a clearer vision of developments in the
U.5.5.B. and other communist regimes. One reaction by socialists to the crisis
of policy has been to urge the Labour Farty to lay less stress-on socialism and
more on specific reforms (Crosland in England, Arnde and Burton in Australia).
Another has been to reinterpret socialism along lines similar to G.D.H. Cole's
‘guild socialism’ and pre-1914 concepts of socialism. {Hoss in Australia,. the
‘pew left’ in England and Australia.) A third tendency has been to deny that
there has been any major change in capitalism and to reiterate the traditional
Labour objective of nationalization.

Up to 1956 the Anstralian Comminist Party was a force in both middle class
intellectual circles and in trade unions. Since this date its importance lies
mainly in its trade umion influence. Similarly, what little importance the
trotskyists have had largely comes from their trade umion influence, together
with theit rather more realistic interpretation of the nature of the Soviet
Union. The growth of a white collar working elass, which may soon outnumber the
mamnal workers, provides the social basis for the new left.

The main sources for this survey are indicated in the footnotes and the

‘bibliography. I have also benefited from comments.and criticisms from. a. number

of people, particularly I.A.H. Turner, R.D. Walshe, J. Staples, 8. Murray-Smith,
Helen Palmer, and Henry Mayer, :

The first edition consisted of 500 copies. This second edition is limited to
'200. Xt has been enlarged by three addenda. The first pives further material
on the decline of radicalism between 1949 and 1956 {including some notes on
commmist influence in trade unions, something neglected in the first edition).
The second addendum briefly augments the material on the new left, and the third
indicates the main criticisms of the original monegraph and makes a few com-
ments. “As some of the pages are reprints of original duplimats the quality of
reproduction may not be quite as good as in the first edition.

The author cosmenced an Arts course at Sydney University in 1939. After a
period of war service he graduated in 1946, He was at varicus times secretary
of the University Labour Club, co-editor of the student paper Hont Soit, and
general secretary of the National Union of Australian University Students. He
graduated M.A. in history in 1954 and M.Fd. in 10958.

Jisly, - 1960, . 4B

1. The Emsrgence.of.x Now Laft

‘People were learning that class-war was horrible, said Mr Meénzies in 1953.
‘Over the preceding three years industria}l peace had spread in Australia,! The
:opinion that the class atruggle:is dying or out-moded hag been one of the more
‘trite concepts of hourgeois wo:nmnwnnm,mos wany decades. And yet, as it

..bappened, this time Mr Menzies was right.

The:long period of near-full .employment and prosperity.which commenced .in
Australie about 1941 did not at first.undermine political .and industrial mil-
-itancy. The great economic, social, political, and ideological disturbance of
Yorld War I1 prevented that. But after Labour lost office in the: federal sphere
:in 1949 political conformity and conservatism gained strength. The process was
aided by the intense phase of the ‘cold war' (1947-54), Occasional pericds of
.increased unemployment or intensified-inflation did not shake the political
stability of welfare state capitalism.

- How was it that this balmy climate witnessed a resurgence of left-wing so-
“cialism in 1956, small indeed, yet with some significance? The cracking of the
‘mono}ithic’ Commmist Party was.unexpected; ‘but was it as sudden as it appeared
to be? Why was it that the ‘new left’ was able to sustain = magazine and dis-
cussion groups when earlier.attempts at this sort of thing had failed? Were the
principles and theories of the new socialists sufficiently different from those
.of both the Labour Party and the Communist Party to justify separate identity
.and te guarantee centinued survival? : .

The 'mew left’ is a slightly embarrassing title,for twentieth:century history
is studded with movements bearing such eponyms, promising much but often ending
-in .backwaters. Bernstein.celebrated the new middle class; efter World War I
there came the new education; left wing magazines {from America’s New Masses and
New International to Russia's New Times and England’s New Reasoner} frequently
adopt this adjective, However, the title 'new left' has been widely used and we
may as well adhere to it, for it does refer to a movement which can be: idep-
tified by a number of distinctive features: ' ‘

1. Itiis part of a general ‘mew left' revolt, to be seen particularly in
England, France, Italy, Scandinavia, and the United States. The Australian
movement originated independently, .but draws moral sustenance from overseas.

2. It:has reactivated numbers of people who had become disillusioned with

the communist movement in.particular, and with the Labour Party left in some
.cases, and who had become politically passive since 1947 or-so. :

.. '3, It'is.a movement largely of intellectuals, with a slight influence .in
student circles and- little influence in working class circles, The.main support
cames not from youth, nor yet from senior veterans of socialism, -but from thase
in their thiirties or forties. . : . ‘

4. As one might expect from such social support, it is.largely a movement of
‘magezines and discussion groups, forms of expression suitable'to:middle.class
“socialists and small groups. ' :

5. The ‘new left’ appears to be developing the marxian ideology, though med-

ified and non-dogmatic: But its programme.and policy, .as distinct from its
world-outlook, is emerpging more slowly. The main themes are those likely to

1 Speech at Singleton, Sydney Worning Herald, 28 Oct. 1953,
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appeal to intellectuals, such as rejection of dogmatism and the party line,
humanism, concern with the 'alienation of wan', concern for political Hberty.
Its theory of political économy leans towards cencepts such az contrel from
below, decentralization, producers’ self-management. These are hardly new idess,
but & rediscovery of concepts fostered in.nineteenth century socialist movements
existing in.liberal, democratic regimes,

6. Ittis.interested in developments in Poland and Yugoslavia, :but has not
lost its critical facmlby. It.is nonseommnist rather than anti-communist, ard
is mainly pro-Lebour Party. Tt is sympathetic to some aspecta of Soviet.and
Chinese society, .but acutely critical of others.

7. The ‘mew left’ is not a unified politicel movement,and there is consider-
eble suspicion of the ‘monolithic®, vanguard political party. As yet it.has
failed.to develop independent political initiative.

8. Alongside the discussion group "new lefs® there is the embhryonic form of
a more politicallyrorganized ‘new left!, the neo-trotskyists.

The apparent suddeness of the 1956 upsurge of radicelism which hes been given
the name of 'new left’ was in actual fact based on a rather lengthy period of
incubation, A number of rivulets contributed to the small stream which emerged
from the rather sterile ground of left-wing politics in the 1950s.

The most important source. was the revolt of intellectuals within the Commn-
ist Party. Without this breakaway.the ‘new left’ could not have emerged. So we

-must start with some consideration of developments within the communist meve-

ment; and at the outset it is desirable to stress two geners! points. ._...rm first
is that up to 1956 the Commmist Party was able to include the great majority of
socialists in Australia who were concerned with theory and marxism. This.meant
that when dissidence arose in 1956 there was a great lack of theoretical help
from cutside the party; above zll, .there was no non-communist secialist journal
in existence, mmn_wnu.mnnmawnm to establish such having failed.

The second general point is that the Communist Party _u-..:wmnm. a strong
ideology that explained everything to its members, its strength resting on its
subordination to' the anthority of the Soviet party and thecreticiens. Tt.was a
temporary rupture in the Pussian monolith which threw the b:mnn..wwwns vwnne.m..._na
crisis and exposed the bankruptcy of its leaders to many intelligent commmista.
In the end, the crisis was resplved by a heavy-handed. reassertion of the autho-
rity of the Soviet.- at the expense of a breakaway that led to the formation. of

the "new left’.

‘2. The Comantst Party, 1949-1955

‘In.the post-war years shock after shock was administered to.the monmp__wwn‘
tradition by the U.5.5.R. without producing more than n.small sumber of indiv-
idval defections by party members snd fellow travellers. It seemed reascnable
to assumethat no major revalt would ever occur. The Lysenko nonsense .Gmhmm.
the expulsion of Yugoslavia frem the Cominform (1948}, the treason nw_.nun.,u:
eastern Europe (1949-52), .the growth of anti-semitism, .snti-westernism,-and
national chauviniam in the U.8.5.R., the 1953 Berlin uprising .and. the Moscow
‘doctors’ plot’ in the same year.- each of these episodes aonnnwwcnnm_.w smal}
quots of disiliusioned members. who quietly slipped out of the communist move-.

ment. ‘But there was no serious challenge to commnism's claim to a menopoly of

marxist orthodoxy and socialist militancy. . ) ]

After a period of moderate, right-wing policy in the _».nm.. war and pa.non_;no
‘post-war years Communist Party policy swung te the left'in .Hmﬁ.mozgwdm.nrm
outbresk of the ‘cold war® and the establishment of the Cominform. ﬂ—m.._.s_u..un..
tance of factory .branches was again stressed; the attitude no.nrm,Jaunawuwg
Labour Party became more antagonistic; the party began'to talk socialism again,
The disastrous coal strike of June-August 1949 Eoimmn— the climax of this
uoumom..m Sharkey's statement, ~If Soviet forces in pursuit of aggressors entered

2 cf. Webb, Coamunism ond Democracy in _-Enwa_n.u (1954), p. 13-14.

- 1. '

‘Australia, Australian workers would welcome them” Ufor which. h 8 impri
October 1949 o Novegber 1950) was, another product of mwmm .Mnﬂﬂﬁhﬂ.ﬁﬂh”ﬂﬂﬂ
Then in 1950 the party line swung to the right again. A feature of this a_on.o
,._a._o.__ﬁ.wnm period was the promotion of the Peace Movemsnt.

In January 1949 Cacii Sharpley, .a member of the Victorian Executive of the
n.v... mnm@n,nmm. end his revelations concerning wn:onanwmmm:m caused some
un€asiness among sincere party members.d But the subsequent Lowe Royal Commi-
ssion in Victoria (June 1946 . April 1950) and the 1051 referendus on banning
the Communist Party were Just as prone to stimulate party solidarity, because
they could easily be represented as attacks of the ‘ruling class’ on the ‘party
of the working class'. The Petrov Royal Commission, May 1954 co March 1955
aserved to consolidate rather than divide the party, '

There has always been an incipient contradiction within the Commnist Party

-between the tendency to follow the Soviet line and the tendency to determine
‘policy with reference to local conditions. Between 1950 end 1954 Blake and
Henry, within the Central Committee, tended to resist the current official line,
‘During 1950 they attempted to continue the radica)] pelicy with which they hed

“been identified in 1947_50, In July 1950 Blake was eventunlly forced to indulge

in self:criticism. In February 1954 bath of them were removed from membership
of the .mu..ﬁw-awu Central Committee Secretariat. Though the issve was in reality
one of incipient national comminism, Blake and Henry were critieised in terms of
-anarche-syndicalism (Henry). and right-deviationism (Blake), with a mzwmmunms of
‘state-rightism and personal ambition threwn in for goad measure. These phrases
were used as a convenient ‘smokescreen to explain something which could not
really be honestly explained to the rank-and-file party membership, Parcy
ideology was so utterly Soviet-centred that it was sufficient to establish that
there hed been a deviation from the current Moscow line.,

As early as 1954 unorthodex ideas began to be discussed within the party
itself. ,ﬁ»o#ﬂnuammmbm evidence of anti-semitic practices in the U.S.S.R.
caused some dissatisfaction within the left wing of the Jewish commnity in
Melbourne, which had for long contributed some support to the Commmise. Party,

-both as sympathisers.and as actual members.

The moderate phase of party policy encouraged the development of attitudes

"and ideas which were of some importance when the crisis came in 1956. The. argu-~

ment was advanced at official lévels (Stalin himsel f had expressed this view)
that in some countries it.might be possible for the cammnists to achieve power
by parliamentary means. The idea appealed to some members in the Australian
party, .including Central Committee members. One of the leading spokesmen of
this view was R.D. Walshe,? through articles in the Communist Review and in two
pamphlets published in 1954, Australig’s Struggle: for Independence .and Parl-

¢ iamentary Democracy: and The Eureka: Stockade, 1854-1954.

Inthe post-war period party membership declined steadily, In 1945 it was
23,000; by 1949 it had shrunk to 12,500. The obvious loss was in a failure to
recruit young members. The Bureka Youth League, the party youth movement, was
becoming smaller. The Melbourne University Party Branch had reached a peak of
about 120 in 1946; by 1956 it had dropped to some 40. (The post-war University
Labour €lub, which on the whole was led by the C.P. branch, had a membership of
400}, .

The intelléctuals.who remained within the A.C.P. turned more and more to
cultural rather than directly political activity, encouraged by the leadership
for whom party cultural work was as political as any other. At the mast, they
were active in the Peace Movement or in societies promoting friendship with .
China or the U.5.S.R. In: the literary field there were the Australasiaon Book

3 Sharkey's insne comment at Lhe 1949 Brisbene District Conference, "They've gat
Sharpley, but we’ve got Shanghei™ is on.a level with the romsrk, in the seme year, of . ¢n
Amwsrican communist leader (who thes cornceded its stupidity), "I would.rather bs a lamp
post in Moacow than President of the United States”. cf. Goess, Evolution of an Aserican
Cosaunist {1958}, p. 15-16.

4 Not, however, a member of the C.C, He is now a member of the Editorial Board of
Outlonk,



Society, . the Realist Writers’ Groups, and to some.extent the magazine Overland,

‘to.zbserb activities. The:zearch for an Australian national traditian. fosterad

other relatively minor.activities. - Australian. folk-lore, -caltoral festivals,
the recording of folk-songs:

3. The:Labour Party Lefd

The Australien:Labour Party first.adopted socialism.as its official policy:at
the 1921 Brisbane Federal Conference. The striking thing: abont this Conforencs ! 4:
concept of socialism is its similarity to the new' approach which has-been tried
in Yogoslavia.since 1950 and which hes gained some swpport in.left wing.cireles

gince the 'new left' started to form.after 1955, Aléngside nationalisation of.

the pringipal industries came.the advocacy of at leass partial contrsl on'a
Yocal (mupicipal) level, such as we find in the Yugoslav communes. The:idea of
workers’ participation in the management of- the'nationalised: factories is
stressed. Consumers and producers. were to be represented on the hoards of
naticnalised industries, A Supreme Economic Couneil:was envisaged, .which would
epparently. replace parliament, Scullin expressed the view that ‘nationalisatien
is really state capitalism’, while H.S. Ross went on to argte that ‘the soeial-
isation of industry implied the absolute ownership of indestry by the-labour
engaged therein’.%. This approach, however, was not prescieace of' later develop-
wents; it was the culmination of the British tradition. of 'guild.soctalism’ . and
reflected some.of the early experiences. of Soviet Bussig, This interpretation
of socialism was considerably modified.at the 1927 Con'ferente and: thereafter
socialism.became.maxe . and -more equated with. nationalisation, ’
From 1941 to 1949 the Labour Party held the reins of government.in the fad-

eral sphere and during this period the construction. of:the welfare state

proceeded, involving an extension of nationalisation and government regulation,
More and more, socialism was- taken Lo.mean nationalisation, and little more. .For
most of this peried, from 1942 to 1947, -the moderation of Commmnist Party policy
fitted in with:the restrained policies. of the Labour Parey Hnmn.:mum.n__mm.vn._vmm
to sustain a moderate left current within A:L.P. branches. But thereafter

communiat policy became more militant and antagonistic to ‘sociak democracy’,

while the opening of the ‘cold war’ made the A.L.P, leadership more intolerant
of commmist and even.left socialist elements:within the Party. Commmmists were

expelled or resigned, .left socialists.losy their enthosiasm, and the party-

started to drift to the right. During 1948 . industrial groups were formed,.in
Yictoria. first.of all, ‘to fight commmist influence in the trade wnions, Thpa

the A.L.P. structure appeared to be moving towards the typically. commmist one

of industrial 'branches .as well:as locality ones. However, these industrial
groups came.under the influence of the Catholic-inspired ‘Movement', and.this
new influence began to strenmgthen its grip on the party organization proper.:
From 1952 to 1955 the Labour Party went through a right wing phase,  The
process was fairly slow from 1949 on because Communist Party policy becime more
conciliatory to the Labour Party, .while the fact that the A;L.P. was now in
opposition in the federal sphere and in.a growing mumber of the states encour-
aged a mare radical line than might have been expected were Labour still polit-

ically successful. The death of J.B. Chifley, federal leadér since 1945, doubp=-

less facilitated a reorientation of policy in a right wing direction; .in 1951,
the year of his death, the Federal Conference wrote an ‘Interpretation’ of the

.objective into.the party.censiitution which- consilierably wodified the offiecial

radicalism of the A:L.P.

"The'intellectual wing of the vmwwﬁ.rwm formed Fabian Societies in Melbourne, .

Sydney, Brisbane {which soon lapsed), end Adelaide after the war which carried
on propaganda for socialism conceived essentially.in terms of nationalisation
and the welfare state. The Sydney group produced a series of useful pamphlets
and the Melbourne society a*book of essays, Policies for Pregress-(1954). At

5 of. Cribp, The Australian Federal Lobour Party, 1901-1951 (1955}, p. 278-9..
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the seventh Annual z_amnw:m of the N.8.%. Fabian Society in August 1954 the
Chaiiman, Gmnu.m.m Godfrey, delivered an address which proved to be a swan-sohg,

We have held monthly meetings, and the- quality of the addreséses has
been high - but the Fabian impact upon the political and industrial
life of the commmity in which we live.has been of small consequence,

Tt is, of course, ‘a Fabian ‘principle that progress toward demoeratic
socizlism should be gradual..., But this does not justify us in
‘accepting a pace.of advance so gradual that it is indistinguishable
from marking time. . -

From ‘October 1955 the Fabian Society of N.3.W. suspended monthly meetings,

The Fabian societies- contributed most of the A.L.P.’s intellectral, socialist.
wing. Apart from these, there were only a few isclated individuals, such as Dr
John Burton of Canberra whose articles, public addresses and pamphlets were
regarded by many, probably erroneously, as the extreme left voice in the Labour
Party. A few leading A.L.P. politicians, such as E.J. Ward and C.E, Martin,
also continued to talk socialism. During the 1950s A.L.P. clubs were formed at
Sydney and Melbourne universities, in opposition to the Labour clubs; they

~withered when the Labour Party itself came under right wing influence, though
:they revived a little when the official party shifted a little to the Jeft.

From 1951 to 1956 Voice was published in Sydney, a monthly magazine edited by
'H. Levien and following a pro-Labour policy, but essentially the organ of an
individual. This magazine had an interesting genesis as well as careei. Origin~

“ally it was to have been called ‘Aim’ {Australian Independent Monthly), .Before

the first number appeared the editorial committee had a dispute with the editor
over the date of publication. The editorial committee proceeded to bring out
the first pumber, bur Levien, who had resigned, also produced a first number..
Two Afms: appeared simultanecusly, both published in Sydney, both inscribed Vol.
I, No. 1, .both carrying an article by Clarrie Martin on "The Constitution as a
Barrier to Democratic Socialism’. The editorial committee initiated court -
action, and obtained an interim injunction. ~ In due course the case was heard:
before Justice Roper.® Legal precedent for the situation was &mn.o<mun.m in
early nineteenth century British journalism. But quarrels over the ownership of
magazines and titles ‘are fairly common phenomera in left circles. Umznmnw..mn.‘
gives sn interesting account’ on Trotsky’s high mu&m-ﬁnmo._. when n_..a bolsheviks
appropriated the name Pravde which he had been using for his own .uo.:n..nu.. The ..
1959 dispute over Overland is another example of the struggle m.o—, a magazine mu.m
its. title. ’ ] : '

However, the success of a magazine comes not from a legal judgement but from .
“its ability te survive, and here Levieén's Aim was successful. Hn,momwm<n.u_ &
.cireulation of 3,000-4,000. The editorial committee Aim died after ita second
number (May 1952). . Levien changed his journal’s name to Voice to msuna_. no...m_-..
sion, Voice followed a fairly.right wing Labour line and its.life coincided
pretty closely with the right wing phase in A,L.P. politics. ..n“vm ==m=.nnmuuh=.._
Ain was more to the left, though not.as c¢lose to the communist position as
Fitzpatrick’'s Australion News Review, published in Melbourne,

.w. Tha Misgident Left

From January 1951 to October 1953 Brian Fitapatrick unﬂswmrx_ to vn_.._m.m out
the Australien News Beview, financed and partly written by —_uauo:” E.z.um it
followed a line fairly close to the communist one he rejected their views on

6 Barcan and Ora v, Levien. The editorial committee consiated of A. mnun-._-.‘:...
Beauchamp, R. Gooding, and G. Shipp.

7 The Prophet Araed, p. 1989,
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%mmonuwﬁmm... gonnwwmo:.v-.mns:m articles which were: fair to Tito and aécepting
advertisements for titoist documents. ; : : ——
" Tevelopments in Yugoslavia. had some mild reflection in the socialist wing of
the Australian left. In Novewber 1949 og Australian-Yugoslav Cultural Associa-
tion was established in Sydney..  This was a yon. political organization, but
provided 3 meeting place fora number of people interested in titoist Yugo-
slavia. Its first secretary was A. Barcan, and irs first president Dorg Birtles.
Ft.met every month or se for about five years, and less frequently nrnnnn.m«.n-...
At its best it held a membérship of 30 or 40, o g S
Yugoslavia also had its impact on the small League for Demacracy in Greece, -
In Decenher 1947 a Provisianal Denocratic Government was eatablished in northern
Goeece. In July 1949 Yugoslavia closed its frontier with Greece. Quite a few )
members of, the Australian-Yugoslav Cultural Asseciation were also members of the

- League for Democracy in Greece, which supported the communist regime in north

Greece, Early in 1950 a split occurred in the League, when comrunist elemernits
led by Norman Jeffrey cauged the expulsion of the president, Col A.W. Sheppard, -

" (whom they regarded as a titoist agent}, and W, Fisher. A number of ather

menbers withdrew in sympathy. According to The Socialist® Sheppard protested
that he ‘has mever denied the fact that the attictade of Yugoslavia was a contri-
buting factor to the defeat of the Democratic Army of Greece’. What he opposed

“in the League was making an -opinion on Tito a pre-requisite for membership,

believing that this would split the League. )
The Soectalist was a single sheet monthly newspaper published in Sydney by the

small trotskyist group around N. Origlass. Thig group had some working class

influence, but eventually it had to give up printing its paper, which started
abont 1945 and closed down about 1952, Thereafter the trotshyists produced an

infrequent roneced sheet headed *About Labour's Problems’ {note the initials).

In the mid-1950s a small Socialist Party of Australia, affiliated to the

- Socialist Party of Great Britain, raised its standard in the Domain on Sundays

and held occasional discussion group meetings. It was led by a few English and .

“Seottish migrants, and had a membership of about 20. The S_P.A. maintained a
‘marxist position, but trenchantly criticized the Soviet Union as a state capit..
.alist society. ' ,

It is worth noting that English immigrants were guite a significant element
in socialist opinion in post.-war Australia, and could he found in the Fabian

-societies, among Comsunist Party intellectuals, and in the more sectarian groups -

ta the left, The influx of immigrants from Britain strengthened socialist ideas
& little; migrants from the continent tended to be right wing. Before the war
the latter, at least, were usually left wing. Part of the post-war exhilaration
of socialist thought which characterised England was transmitted.a little art- -
ificially to Australia. : : ’ »
In.chronicling the details of the left wing dissidents one is reminded of

"Dwight Macdonald’s comments on the passionate earnestness .of small splinter -
‘groups, whose seriocusness increases as their members drop away, ‘The swaller -

the sect, the more - grandiously optimistic it usually is.’? This was said ip
July 1944; by the 1950s optimism had declined, but seriousness remained. It

‘might be more accurate to suggest that under the conditions of the time converts
‘to socialism were driven by intellectual conviction, not economic pressures. As-

the socialist groups declined the members who remained active were those with a-
deeper theoretical and ideclogical grounding. ’ ‘ . .
The preceding survey of developments between 1949 and 1955 suggests that in--
Sydney, as opposed to Melbouime, the dissident left was more developed, More
intellectnals had drifted out of the Communist Party in Sydney than in Mel-
bourne. On the other hand, the bulk of comminist intellectuals had always been

-in Melbourne; and there was more discontent and doubt within the party there

then in Sydney. Of the other capita) cities there is little that can be said.

& mi.-uu,.. March 3l1at, u@ma..m&uum-ﬁm was 4mnncﬂnnnmgn}n of the h...ﬁn..w. ‘nsm—, prasident’
of the L.D.G. Fisher wan s coomittes member of both orgenizationa. : -’ )
. ) . :
9 Memoirs of a Revolationist. {(1957), p. 204.
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The 1956 Criais

T~

its best mevbers, whe in turn provided the catalyst for the ‘new defe’, - Thess

-gvents vere Mikoyan's open but cautlous criticism of staling

itwentieth.Congress of the Soviet C.F.

thorqugh criticism in his speech on *The Cuit of the Individual®

in February 1956, Khrushchev's more
on the same

bnnmmmob. ..nmmnnmnmﬂmmnrsrme—.wmnmamv:r:nr._ June 1956 - and the Soviet

s4gpression of the Hungarian Revolution in November. )
_Hv.a_unngnm:mﬁmou of the Soviet with Yugoslavia in 1955 had produced up-

certainty .and cynicism among sincere party members, The consequent rehabilica-

tion.gf \the victims of the treason tria
tasiness. The outspokenness at the t

State released the text of Khrushchev’s secret speech

, and this became available.

n#uanh« nmnmwsmnmm in Australia through the international edition of the New
York Times. This particular number of the N.Y.Tires was probably the most

successful ever produced in Australia, It rapidly sold out,

and when eventual ly

the Central Committee of the C.P.A. sent an urgent request ve Victorian head-
quarters for twenty copies there were none left.

_u....umbm 1956 the Communist Party of Australiall permitted almost no open dis-
cussion of the issues arising out of the Khrushchev report and the Hungarian
Revolution in u...nm press. It never officially accepted the authenticity of the
secret report, though Tribune published statements by British and American

‘communists accepting the document as val

id12- and lewyer Ted Hill, secretary of

the Victorian State Committee of the C.P., who had been & delegate to the twen-.

tieth Congress,did eventually concede to

“that the published report was ‘basically

In Sydney J. Staples, a law graduate,

2 closed meeting of cadres in Melbourne
correct’ .
issued a 7,000 word roneved document,

dated 12 July, alleging that while the leadership had called for a discussion

within the party of the twentieth Congre
cussion in the press.1? He called for g

-the Khrushchey document and other materi
‘eracy and to the problem of the exercise
-This document touched on the old .contradiction between loyaity to the Soviet

Union and concern for local needs:

23 it had decided against an open dis-
public discussion of the relevance of
al to the problem of inner-party demo-
of power by a ‘People’s Government’ .14

.—e deted 10 June .wmmm. It wasz the New York Times also which first published the full

text of Lenin’s Testameat (18 Oct. 1926), . reference to which was made in Hhrushchav' a

‘report.

n The origipal name was Communist Party of Australia, suggesting the party's role.as
-a unit of an international movement. Following the dissolution of the Comintern.and on
the occasion of the union with the State Labour Party of N.S.¥. the pame was changed. to
_the.more nationalistic' Australian Comnunist Party. Times changed; after the expulsion
of Yugoslavia from the Cominform nationsl communism waa suspect;.and the name-egain

‘became C.P.A,
124 July 1956: end 1 Aug. 1956.

13 The decument was titled ‘Statement o
Communist Party of Australia, to the Stalin

n the Attitude of the Central Committee,
Issme' ond included the text of a letter

written to Tribane on 22 Jume. and not published eriticising the statement of L0 June of

the Political Committee, C.P.A,

14 Staples quoted rule 4{a), ‘It.is the right of a Party member to participate in -
.free and full discussion ar Party meetings

Party policy’, and commented: ‘Now, putting
what it says or it does not. The right is
‘comrades to exercise.a dis¢retion in these ma

or in Party publications on questions of
the matter baldly, either. this. rule mesns
not reaerved for leading Committeas.and
tters, ' '
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Putting the matter briefly, it.seems:that certain members ¢f the Cen-
‘tra) Committee -have, after a long period of active and prolonged
~ defence of the Soviet Union ageinst the attacks of the reactionaries,

lost their bearings. They:have become vﬁ.mwﬂnnwuu. ruomwam —ﬂ.nr a
.m...:ua:. conviction of their own wisdom,

They have. moumoﬂnma that- their w«qmn Ho_..m.HE must be to the .Pcmnnw.,.uw_..
‘working elass:in.every sense of the phrase, that nothing must.be said
or done which conflicts with the interests of the workers of this
counkry, that everything must be -done to raise the level of the
workers! political consciousness, to defend ideas of principle and to -
propagate them among the workers.

The Staples .mon-.:__.uoun,n_..n.nzwwnmm”vnwun_..uu:_.‘saouwmhn officebearers of nru.. .

party-and: individual dissentients. Tt.met with some hestility, particularly
from the full-time.officials, and Staples was persuaded to withdraw it from
circulation.and surrender the stencils:as a demonstration. of good faith to: the
leadership. The uncertainty of many of the dissentients enconraged this with-
drawal. An undertaking was given that a special meeting of Sydney communists
would be called to hear the case orally, .but this was not honoured. Staples was

.m.xm.m.:mm, from the party hastily and without warning a week afrer the Hungarian

uprising started.
‘Developments overseas served.to keep the ferment mo:_w In Poland there came

- the Poznan riots of July 1956 which were described in Moscow as the work of

imperialist sgents, but.acknowledged in Warsaw to be the- HmmunEwnm product of
internal policies. Then came the controlled revolution in Poland in October,
tapidly followed by the uncentrolled one in Bungary.. The-brutal and prolonged
_suppression of the latter provoked internal party discontent teo its.climax. The
reluctance of the party leadership to:concede that they had made any serious
mistakes and their attempt to dampen down diseussicn accentuated the erisis.
Eventually a little open criticism did appear, but before -being printed was
subject to negotiation and modification. The September 1956 Communist Review
carried a number. of articles which coniained implicit.or even some: open:critic-
-ism of party: behaviour, expressed in terms of Soviet criticism of the‘cult. of
-the individual’. AW.R. {'Lysenko Controversy’) complained of authoritarianism
in the C,P. ‘Party leaders can.thus rely on a large bloc of yes-men for any
‘proposal they make, and so. tend to.become.narrow and dictatorial; . the spirit:of
Party democracy. is lost even if its . form.reémains.’ A longer article by W.J.
Brosm, formerly editor of Tribune, used the theme of ‘Twentieth Congress Lessons
on Criticism’ to complain of restrictions:on criticism within.the Party.as “an
0ld, authoritarian approach that is.alien to.the new period’. In particular, he

eriticised: the failure in Sydney to provide opportunities for discussion and to .

provide the rank and file with ‘the latest informed reports’. ‘It is:net enough

to tell the Party membership'that they have the’ right to eriticism and self-
iepiticism, but it is.vital that actnal conditions:be created sc ...rwo this nnm._.&.

cen be adequately exercised.’
A forthcoming state conference, normally preceded by discussion of &.nmﬂ

.resolutiona, alsc offered a chance for criticism; A;W.R. returned to the’

guestion of the 'Cult of the mnm:nn:mu..um

" .Tribune .published statements by Khrushchov, Togliatti, .and other
internationally prominent Communist leaders on-this question,:but-
nothing to-indicate that any member or supporter of the C,.P.A. vnm .
attempted any. original contribution’ to.this discussion, g

Tribune published the resolutions of the twentieth Congress om nrn
C.P.5.U. AE. and a resolution E. the Political no._s._pnnom of nrm C.P.A.

15 Tripune, 10 Oct. 1956, *
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‘completely endorsing’ these, and one by the Sydney Committee *com-
‘pletely endorsing’ the Palitical Committee’s attitude, but nathing to
indicate that any Australian Cemmunist sees anything wrong in. having
.naa_uummm.:. endorsed’ everything Stalin ever said or did until Khrush-
chov pointed out his errors.

Tribone published a resumé of a speech by a C.C. member J.It, Blake to
a meeting of progressive scientists, and a letter from someone who
attended the meeting *completely endorsing’ Cemrade Dlake’s attitude,
iut no excerpts from any other speech at the meeting, and nothing to
indicate that progressive scientists did anything but ‘completely
endorse’ everything Comrade Blake told them,

But the criticism which appeared was the work of a minorivty, After his
expulsion Staples produced a roncoed hooklet containing the New York Times
repart of Khrushchev’s speech and, apart from a brief note on the authenticity
of the text, involving ne comment. At least one party member in Sydney was
expelled for cireulating this booklet, and two in Brishane were reprimanded.
Lut, despite an interstate circulation, there was little interest in it; very
few copies found their way into the hands of non-intellectual elements within
the C.P.A., and the edition of 500 was not sold out.

Sharkey's return from Pekingl® and the N.S.W. state conference in October
markéd the end of discussion, Some criticism was voiced at the state confexence,
but the Jeadership then closed down on controversy. W.J. Brown's criticisms in
various articles in the Communist Review were answered by the leaders of the
party who defended *democratic centralism’ in the theoretical journal {November
and December 1956). DBrown was taken to task by E.F. Fill in the December Review
and this led to a thorough recantation by Brown in the May 1957 number, under
the title *For Farty Unity and Against Bevisionism’. DBrown stated that follow-
ing a self-critical analysis of his articles in the light of Hill's -eriticism
he theroughly agreed with Hill, - e had made a partial retraction in Tribune
(Octoker 24 1956), but found that party members tended to gquote his Review
articles to justify greater freedom within the party, Lie now thoreughly crit-
icised himself and ended with a promise *to carcy on with what I have already
started - the defpening of my as yet very inadequate grasp of Marxism-Leninism’.

The dissenters were treated individually and were expelled or resigmed,
usually with no great publicity. The disintegratien started in Sydney, for the
top leadership of the party was in N.S,W., and was more crudely intolerant than
the Victorian state leadership. Accordingly, it was.in Sydney that the first
Socialist Forum was established,

6, The Sociallst Forums

The Socialist Forum movement paralleled a similar one in England, but it
arose independently, without any knowledge of what was going on in England. A
little later, however, the pame was borrewed from England. The Secialist Forum
arose because of the impossibility of continuing discussion. or gaining reliable
information, through Communist Party seurces. One of the questions requiring
discussien was the nature of Yugoslavia. Tito had made the comment that the .
cult of the individual was the preduct of a social system; 17 Togliatti made much
the same comment. The Chinese communists and Pravde had replied to Tite, and

16 of ' his veport to the C.C., November 1956, (Corrrmist fevien, Pes. 1855

1 tFron the very beginning we have been saying that here it was not & question of
the cult of persemality alone, but of a system which had made possible the creation of
that cult, that therein lay the roots, that this is what should be struck at incessantly
and tenaciously....’ Spesch at Pula, 11 Nov. 1956 (cf. Zinmer, edit., Notional Commune
ism and Popular Revolt in Eastern Europe, 1956, p. 519).
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thus the srgument had gained some publicity in Australia. Dut there was a sur-
prising lack of information, or at least knowledge, about developments in Yuga-
slavia and shout the soeialist theories of dissident groups abroad. So out-of-
date Yugoslev pamphlets, back numbers of the Belgrade Review of Internatioral
Affairs, trotskyist literature, and English secialist publications hed to he
hunted up. : : S e

The Sydney Sacialist Forum was formed in February 1957, The topics discussed
at the first few meetings reveal the direction of interest - *The Yugoslav
Political Syster’,'Yugeslavia's Foreign Policy', ‘Democratic Secial ism','Social-
ism and Liberty', ‘The Press and Freedom of Expression’,... Roneced summaries
of the two talks on Yugoslavia were made; 160 copies of ‘The Yugoslav Political
Systen' were distributed in Sydney and 400 in Melbourne. :
" Attendance mt meetings of the Socialist Forum varied between 25 and 55. The
participents rapidly resolved themselves into. groups - ex-communists, trotsky-
ists, -Labovr Party socialists, . the Socialist Party of Australia,and ‘an anarchist
group.  No orthodox C.P. members. participated except at the second meeting, when
twe party observers sat in to check up on proceedings, their report leading to
at least one expulsion from the C.P.A;  The only definition of purpose for the
Socialist Forum was that drawn up by its committee of five: ‘To provide a plat-
form to bring together those organizations and individuals who are interested in
the achieverent of socialism'. . .

Meanwhile, in July 1957, vol.l no.l of Outlook appeared. It described itself
as an Australian Seceialist Review, was edited by Belen Palmer, and was produced

.in muleilith, The first number was very cautious in tone - its main article was

the major portion of Gomnlka’s speech of October 22 1956. The other articles
were by persons whose identities were effectively concealed by misleading init-
ials. They included a review of Burton’s pamphlet ‘Labour in Transition’, an
article on ‘Socialism and Civil Liberties’, and ancther on *Worker's Self-
Management’ {with particular reference to the fortheoming first Congress of
Workers’ Councils in Yugoslavia).

The circulation of speeches by Khrushichev or Gomulka may not appear to be
very extreme steps. Yet, in.view of the isolation of Australia from European
developments . and 'the Commmist Party leadership’s anxiety to suppress informa-
tion and discussion, they were. The Khrushchev report provided the facts; the
Gomulke speech (which the C.C. had refused to reprint) the beginnings of an
analysis.

In August 1957 a Socislist Forum was established in Melbourne. The . open

break was slower to come here, ‘but when it did it was stronger than in Sydney.-

The Melbourne Socinlist Forum was less a grouping of organizations than the
Sydney one, and more a united body of individuals. The initial topics discussed
were 'Socialism and the U.5.8.R.” (3 speakers), ‘Socialism and Peace’ (2
speakers), and “The Crisis in the Socialist Movement’. A statement at the
second public meeting said that:

The Melbourne Socialist Forim aife. to promote discussion on Guestions
¢oncerning the sgcialist .mmovement. The Forum is an arena of free
discussion; it is not s ‘united front' or an action group of any
kind.... Nobody shall be excluded as long as he is willing to adhere
-to the spirit of free discussion...._ Anyone attending the Forum is
-free to sell or distribute literature. 1

Hru,mwnwwsmmummmcmmonmu_qonwa m_um_...nmmmou.siwm.nroawwamubonwgomarm
Secialist Forums. . o :
By now the Communist Party realised that the forum movement was more than the

‘revolt of a few discontented individuals. Participation in the forums, and

writing or subscribing to Duilook was officially prohibited for C.P. members.

Hm,oﬂtnnm unﬁ- en article in Boomerang, March u.emm. -8 roneced magazine produced in
Melbourne by the Australien Student Lsbour Faderation. - .

5.

‘Commenting on the contimued danger.of revisionism E.F. Hill stated at a Central w\l

Comittee meeting in December-1957:

There is a certain regrouping, a certain activity.outside our Party.
There dis a motley collection of people with snti-Soviet, anti-Party
views. Certeinly some people mey be misled, but the core of these
people will necessarily, in the logic of history,.get more anti-Party,
more. anti-Soviet. Life and histery show that. .

The publications and discussion groups they have established have Heen
born.of the failure te'win the battle within our Parsy for anti-
Boviet, anti-Party ideas, born of the failure of these people to
secure for themselves. leading positicns in the Party, . for they saw
themselves as leaders of the Party.1? :

Tf in its original semse ‘ideoclogy’ meant a distorted view of reality,a false
‘wedlity, ‘then this is a prime.example. of ideology. ‘Motley collection’ is &
form of abuse, and yet it has the shadow of substance, for the supporters of the
‘Bocialist Forums were indeed of variocus origins. It'is quite untrue that the
Figst praminént dissentients were aiming at party leadership; yet it is true that

they were often people of higher calibre, morally and intellectually, :than the .

‘tired hureaucratic leadership, Moreover a radical change of policy might wall
have led to some change in the personnel of the leadership. The elaim that the
dissenters must,.of logic, become anti-party and anti-Soviet was also untrue;- it
is more accurate to describe the ‘new left' as non-communist, with an objective
Jattitude to the U,5.5.R. But an objective, critical attitude is extremely’
‘offensive to the Comimnist Party. , - ST -
Four months later the party leadership was adopting.en equally distorted, bat
rather more conciliatory, attitude to the secessionists: : E

We lost a handful of people {sic!).who went out of the Party because
they succumbed to revisiomist ideslogy. In.the light 6f the growing
crisis of capitalism (sic!) we can only hope they will realise the
erroncous character of their views and, they need not fear, they.will -
.be welcomed back inte the ranks of the Party.2?

What was the true nature of the ..—ommmm suffered by the Communist Party bet-

ween 1956 and 19587 The crisis was far more than the loss of ‘a rw._n_m:_.e.m
people’. Party membership dropped by about a quarter, many of them working

“class supporters who left quietly without formulating their reasons and -objec~

tions. But in additicn, the party lost most of its remaining m.uﬂm:nnnﬂb.u wing,
“people fairly well-known and widely respected in u.ﬁ..fnﬂﬁ&nh&wﬂ.vmws_.,nnn.n._n.m.
“and an important element in.maintaining the party's morale and its pretentions
‘to a principled, theoretical policy. Firally, a body of non-party sympathisers
was alienated, people who,though at times dubious of party policy, had mcvv_wnﬂ@m
it in its public activities and who bad contributed to.its funds. .m.».m experience
of a Sydney branch in April 1957 highlights the crisis., When a fairly prominent
intellectual in the West Como branch was expelled the branch of about 16.coll-

“:apsed, only two members remaining-in the party,.and one of these was a full-time

union organiser. (Préfessionsl party and trade union functicnaries -...He<mmn.mn..
important framework to the. party structure.) Two of the expelled Bﬂ._.wm%m.,..om this
‘branch wrote 'An Open Letter to Members of the Commnist Party’ . challenging the
tendency to dismiss these losses as the desertion of intellectuala.

1s Communist Review, February 1958,

20 Report of L.L. Sharkey, sightesnch Congress, April 1958 (Sydaey, May 1958), p. 40.
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In fact, W. Cano.branch was made up mostly of industrial workers (with
-a few exceptiops) in a primarily working class area, in which the C.P.
had & strong mass basis, and from election figures, enjoyed more than
-average support. West Como.branch is now almost non-existent, with.a
total of two members (the Stalinist minority). A branch destroyed. -
and the C.C. ean hoast of another complate victoryl These men, who are
so prepared to label other people 'splitters’, heve shown themsel ves
quite prepared to destroy the party itself to save themselves, no
watter how mild the challenge. These men, who are so ready to form
inited Fronts with right-wing opportunists, professicnal pacifists,
demagogues and even Cahill and Menzies themselves (if. they were to say
‘We're for Peace’ for every ten strikes they sell out), seem to have. a
mortal fear of worker-critics, non-stalinist communists, and trotsky-
ists, in short anyone to the left of them.2l . '

"The West Como episode was not, 'however, typical, In'most cases disillusioned
-mexbers just dropped out. For long Commmist Party rembership had baen declining,
-and the average age of party members rising. Moreover, the party had always
Possessed a high turnover rate, Between 1940 and 1956 some 30,000 people: had
“passed through the party. In 1944 membership reached its peak of about 24,000,
By 1958 there were at best 5,500 members left, about half of these in Sydney.22 "
In these fourteen years membership had fallen by three-quarters while Australia’s
popalation bad risen by a third. The second and final number of Forum, a journal
. supporting the Socialist Forum movement in England,claimed in late 1957 that the
Australisn communists had lost 25 per.cent of their membership, This implies.a
drop from 8,000 in 1955 to 6,000 in 1957, not unlikely figures. (Between March
1955 end February 1958 the membership of the British party fell by 24.5 per
cent.) In Australia the party's press circulation dropped by 15 per cent bet-
ween October 1955 and February 1957.2% Between 1954 and 1958 sales of Tribane
-fell from 22,500 to 16,500, the mjor slump coming after Hungary.2¢ The party
was led by ageing men, many of them physically sick from overwork and mentally
tired from years of dogmetism. The remaining membership, concentrated in the

trade unions, was eccupied with industrial problems and little interested in

marxism,

The Socialist Forums, which had so suddenly sprung into existence, just as
suddenly evaporated. The:same phenomencn marked the British Socialist Forums. -
a period of intense activity and then, their educational and emotional functiens
‘being fulfilled, they disappeared or radically changed their nature. Some of
the ex-communists turned to the Labour Party or became non~political, The
trotskyists withdrew. The smaller sects were frozen out, .or else the forums
simply disbanded. The outcome of the Socialist Forum movement in both Britain
-and Australia was discussion groups or clubs, associated with a magazine, -

In Sydney attendance at the monthly Secialist Forom meetings had steedied at
35 or so. Early in 1958 the trotskyists withdrew having picked up s few re-
cruits, finding enough, and perhaps more fruitful, work for their small forees
within the A.L.P. - a more working class.milien than the forum., The small.bot
sble group from the Socialist Party of Australia held.the arena. Late in 1958
the Socialist Forum ceased to meet. In Melbourne the Socialist Forum was always
-more homogenecus than in Sydney, but a similar.process occurred. Too much
attention was being devoted to criticism of the Soviet Union and the Communist
Party, too little to activity and organised.study. The last speaker in both

21 g, Living Marrism, No,9, a trotskyist fordigraphed maguszine, deseribed as the
‘Orgen of the Sydney Section of the Committee of the Fourth International’.

22 qnie figure may be derived from an article on the communist press.in Coamwnist
Beviev, May 1958. But perhaps 4,500 might be a tryer figure. - :

23.Ct. The Free Spirit (Sydney), Dec, 195T-Jan. 1956, p. 3.

28 Quoted in The Observer (Sydoey), Oct. 17, 1959, pi 646.

Sydoey and Melbourne appesrs te have.been Tibor Meray, .a Hungarian.writer who
‘was visiting Australia.at the invitation of the Australian Asseciation for
Cultural Freedom.2% Thus in.e sense Hungary .both opened end closed- the Socialist
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Feroms, .

‘The'Hungarians ‘contributed in yet:another way to'the development of the soc.
salist left.in Auitralia. The execution.of Nagy, Maleter,.and two others in June
1958 .led to the-loss to the Cemmumist Party of Tan Turner.and Stephen Murray-
Smith in Melbourne:and 2 few academics in Canberra end Sydney. Turner. and
Murrdy-Smich hed.béen prominent-student.lesders.at Melbourne University:after’
World.War IN. “Turner was.secretary of the Australasian Book Society and.Murray-

-Bmith editor of Overlund and Naticnal and State secretary of the Peace Coumcil,

Turner was expelled: and Murray-Smith, long his close associate, immediately
resigned. They' had .both:been leng suspected of 'revisionism'; and their loss
was the end of the possibility -of any.change from within.

7. The Sociuliem. of Magarines

The'new socialism, .in Australia_as .in England and the United States, was

.characteristically a socialism of magazines.

* Outlock:first sppeared in July 1957, edited by Helen Palmei, daughter of
Vance Palmer and prominent. in.the Australia-China Society, During its:first
‘two years it was.a multilith production, ‘appearing bi-monthly - (6 isaues per
.year), From the beginning. of 1959 it appeared in printed format,.and an edit-
orial board was.named, By mid-1959 its circulation was .nearly 1,000, The-
gradual .appearance of new names.among its:contributors provides .an .interesting
record. of the growth.of the ‘new left'. . A useful service undertaken by Outlock
was the production of a mumber of discmssion pamphlets (8 by the end of 1959),
Most of these were reprints,ef overseas material, but a few.were written in

‘Aunstralia.?® Associated with Cutlook were a number of discussion.groups.- the

successors of the Socialist Forums, They.appeared first in Sydney and Melbourne:
later in Brisbane.and Canberra. The: Melbourne discussion group was the hest

orgatiized, with.a committee:of about 13, :and holding monthly public.functions' at

which an attendance of 70 or so bécame.normal;:it.was somewhat like ".nrn c.mw.;
versities:and Left Review Club.in Londen. . In Sydney.a number of u...B.E mumnﬁmwg
groups existed intermittently,.meeting in suburban homes. In'Brisbane.a fairly

.atable Ontlook: group was:meeting:at about two-monthly intervals. And in. Canberra’

‘a_small discussion.and research group sterted to fumction in 1959. In:Adelaide,
Perth, and Hobart no. organized discussion groups existed. o K
" -In.late December 1958.a two-day conference. of 15 peaple. from Adelaide,Sydney,

"Melbourme, .and Perth was held.in Melbourne, giving:itself the rather:flamboyant

title.of the ‘First Annual Conference of the ‘New Left’ ‘.mﬂ Australia”. If:seems

“likely that such gatherings.will.continue, .

“The:English Universitics. ond Left Review and uﬁn.zms.wnamojoﬂ wwmo‘rww.uoan
cirenlation in Australia and helped the nnmmmommamna‘om.monum:ma”r»no..“ ..H..rm
‘U.L.R. in particular had a growing -influence, .Hrm.c.._....._m. and .nvm.z..m. .nnnm.wnm
both political and.literary material. Outlook.was.a purely wo:nu.nﬂu Hnm.mnmun..
" One of the reasons for this.was mo:vam»mm.nro‘nxwunmsom‘.wu .Sm.uvocﬂ.a of n—.ﬁ
left wing literary magezine Overland, which mw-.mn..wbvmm—..& in printed mo«.a.b«..n-..
the spring of 1954, .edited by Stephen Murray-Smith. This a:w.u._uwn.: had a eirs
.calation.in 1959 of 3,500, the largest.of any:literary magazine u._.u,bnwnu.ﬂunn.
JIn*July 1958 Murray-Smith:resigned from. the Commmist Party;:but backed by the

23 Meray's impressions.are.contained im en arvicle, 'From My Australian Emtu*....ww
Quadrant (published.by the A.A, for C.F.), winter 1959. 'Meray spoke to the Melbonrné
Socialist. Forum.in Sept. 1958. He miso participated in.the Melbouros Peace Congrean of

November 1959,
26 & Jigt of these disciasion pamphlets:ia given in Appendix C.

27 fhege magazines merged.in 1960’ aa. the New Left wae.nnu.

—
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and the “Communi gt Party of Australia snd to ‘the. overwhelming q_m.u.o.n.mmﬁ of milis
tant' workers and socialist intellectuals who bhelong to no. party at all', Ig

“followed the ned-trotskyism of thé English Newsletter group, characterised by a_
. greater stress on'workers' control, qualified support. for pesce mevements, end:

Hwnwo:.o...mu..wn_mmﬁomw‘nwo:ne..nmn-.<nrm.wu‘nrosmr..._unwn-inr.n:q_wnwmmn.re.
Trotsky's death in 1940,31. - . N e e .
- Orthodox - trotskyism was represented by 'Lebor Forward’, a monthly paper which

-was -the successor to.a roneced bulletin of the same tigle. - It.states as its aim_

‘to'help ‘courteract the ever-sctive right wing tendencies within the Labor Perty
end to propound Socialist solutions to the workers’ problems’: Led by N,

-Briglass, the orthodox wing had seme industrial contatts and paid more attentiom
-to overseas developments in its paper. In N.S.W. the neo-trotskyists appeared.to

have a more youthful composition. But both groups were very small - about half=
a-dozen neo-trotskyists and less than a score of the arthedox variety.3?

AMiLd Laft:Revival in the A.L.P..

As from December 31, 1954 the Federal Executive of the Labour Party withdrew
‘the A;L.P, charter of the industria} groups, who were largely under the control
of '‘The Movement’. In the following February a special conference elected a new
‘Yictorian A,L.P, executive, The Hobart Federal Conference of March 1955.com-
.pleted the leftward shift.in party policy. Quité a few of the spokesmen of the
left revival within the A;L.P. could be considered 'intellectuals’. Indeed, in
some states, such as West Australia,- few trade union officials were prepared to
dead the struggle against the influence -of the right wing Catholic' ‘Movement"™
and the Industrial Groups. ) . :
" At the same time there came a renewed activity by.fabian socialists. Wi
Brisbane the Fabian Society stagéd a revival,.and-in Perth one was establishéd
for the first time in August:1955, the majority of its supporters being active
merbers of the A:L.P. (By 1959 it had 60.members and 80 subscribers to-ita
paper, The'Fabian Monthly.) - = - - . . o
~ Within the universities there was a similar revival of Labour Party social-.
ism. After the war university Labour and Radical Clubs hed been ‘united fromt'
societies, often dominated by-communists though with some Labour Party members
“in them. By the 1950s the latter were less disposed no...mm.w: ..nEnw clubs. >=
A.L.P. Club was formed in Melbourne in 1949.7 In 1955 2 similar .or.& was mou.amm‘
in Sydney, .about 1956 in the universities of Adelaide and s_nmn.?wmnnw:? and in
1957 at Canberra University College. Such clubs excluded mnuwuznmnm.. though not
‘trotskyists. They were fairly small clubs, but even so were _wumn.u than the
-tunited front’ clubs. In 1956 the A.L.P. Clubs-entered the >nmnqm_pms.mn=zaﬂn
Libor Federation and took over the Executive, though Labour Clubs contiaued to

ers. - X ,
be M.m”___uca—unw of pamphlets on Labour Party policy alse mmmmmnmm. Two by Dr John
-Burton, a menber of the A:L.P. in Canberra, appeared in 1654 - The Light Grows
Brighter and Labour in Transition. ~We have already Em_..ewo.u-mm aru.ma. In Labour
in Trensition Burton expressed something of the reaction against the oz,n-.
‘fabien stress on nationalisation and plamning... 'Démocratic monu..n_nwm:m does not
rest on centralization, economic plenning, conformity to a pattern in w:m:mmﬂwwp
.o-.mmsu..w,wnwo._ or.in econcmic.life’.

" From 1954 .on the Melbourne _.?wﬁnmmn*?ﬁ.m.. Club spensored an snnual Chifley

‘Memorial Lecture, and reprinted these as pamphlets. Those by Professor Arndt in-

. -1956- {Labour and Economic Policy) and E.G. Whitlem,.federal member mon..“ Werriwa,
in.1957 (The Constitution versus Labor) dealt 1mnr problems of basic Lebour

31 For the trotskyist attitude to peace congresses see a letter in Q:Zou_.r;. Dece.
1959, the.main argurent.of which is that the peace atruggle. should not be separatéd. from

the. general working class struggle. ) . . -

-82 The .ounrrn&u,nnoenrﬁmrau pumber .about 15 in"Melbourme, 12 in Sydney, and 2 in
Brisbane. There.ia aleo a neo-trotskyist group of 7 in Sydney, established. im 1957.
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Party aims, -Arndt criticised the objective of widespread public ownership and
central planning. Whitlam pointed to the constitutional sbstacles to tha federal
‘Labour Party. carrying throngh its objective of socialisation of indugtry and
which @lso prevented the implementation of more modest reforms. In 1958 J.W.
‘Burton gave the Memorial Lecture, speaking on ‘The Nature and Signi ficance of
Lobor’. He. argued that os the economic demands of the workers beceme léas urgent,
the non-econemic cbjectives of Labor - freedom, social equality, social justice -
assume g greater importance. The A:L.P.'s objectives have to be restated mot in
temms of socialism but of sacial equality, .etc. Dr Lloyd Ross continued this
*socialist re-thinking’ 'in 1959 with.his lecture on 'Workers' Participation in
the Ownership and Control of Industry’ ,msinly a history of this concept but alse
&n - assertion of the need for democratic. rights in industry. .
Official A[L.P. policy has lagged -behind the .ideas of theorists. In 1957,
-however, the objective was modified by the insertion of the word 'Demaeratic’ -
" The 'Democratic socialisation of industry’; ‘Demecratic socialisatien is the
utilization of the economic assets of the state in the interests of citizens’,
-ete; This is some evidence of changing views on nationelisation and socialism.
* But the development of Labour pelicy, which the establishment of & federa]

" secretariat might have speeded up, was delayed when the 1959 proposal to estab-

lish such a secretariat was abortive.

"Worthy of mentian, too, is the Catholic group centred.on Melbourne and pub-
‘lishing Prospect {1958 on). A Catholic intelligentsia -has made its presence
" felt in the 1950s and its left wing has made some effort to examine the idea-
dogical and cultural crisis, in Prospect and - through diseussion groups. Sup-
porters of this group participated in the 1959 Peace Congress. The - ideas of-
-this left Catholic section, in so far as ‘they relate to political life, seem to

include such principles as workers’ control of industry, decentralisation, oppo-
‘sition to bureaucracy, aid to Asia, and other themes to be found in the “new

left’ generally. Prospect had a circulation. of abenit 1,500 .in 1859.-

“.—e.. Evaiuation.und nann”.u...u- fan

" The Lebour Party in Australia has shared many of the changes which have taken
place -in similar parties in Weitern Europe,in particuler a growth of uncertainty
-about traditional objectives. In:England the organ of the Labour Party left,
Tribune, has recently shown some interest in the alternstive concept of social-
ism involved in the theory of workers’ participation in the management of in-
dustry (¢f. a series of articles on this theme, Tribune, November numev.. Thete

".has been some slight interest in this approach .in Australia too, as evidenced by
Ross’ 1959 lecture. - o . - . :

One of the interesting features. of the crisis in the Commnist Party has been

the attitude of the leadership to the lost ‘revisionists'. The initial reaction

was elong traditional lines - the loss was small,the dissentients were activated

by wnworthy, personal, motives, they were politically worthless.. ,w.:...sn a__n..
eighteenth Congress Sharkey adopted an unexpectedly coneciliatory.attitude, and

this was confirmed {(after some hesitation) in the Overland affair. and ag- the
Melbourne Peace Congress. The loss, gualitatively. and quanticatively, was too
great for the party bureaucracy to be able to deceive its members, let . alone

itself. The confidence of the commmniat movement-in itself und.its infallibility °

-has been shaken,both in Australia’and on a werld.scale; one turns mow.nﬂisu.wunu
“to the impact of the sixteenth century refermation en the nmnramwn&u.m....wnnr_._.

A new political spectrum has emerged in many:of the western political demo-
cracies: The communist parties have been transformed into.marrow sects (though
not, of course, in France or Iraly)., A new n_mscnumnmn ummnlrnm.nnmmnn. ..Hmm
-trotskyists, teo, have been transformed.- the process of .a.o-o<w~=wnu.o=,s.rnnr
they started about 1951 has been strengthened by the recruitment of 1956-7.and

%

_...1 mmqmpn?ﬁsﬁ in eastern Europe. A new period in the history of western cap~
italism, 2 period of .state capitalism, has been accompanied by the development

of appropriste changes in the socialist movement, ;
A nwmnmnnmnwmemn of the ‘new lefy’ in Australia is tche uneven degree of
support and the varying nature of the groups in different centres. In Melbourne,
s.rmqn the strength lies, a well-organized Melbourne Outlook Committee holds
Tegular publie functions. A so-called ‘New Reasener’' group emerged in late
1958, overlapping in-some respects the ‘Outlook’ greup., The wniversity A.L:P.

Club, overlapping a little with Prospect supporters, is alse important., JIn

‘Sydney the ‘new left’ lacks ‘a central meeting place as in Melbourne, and sustains
merely the editorial board of Outlook and discussion groups of uncertein life in
the suburbs. Tn Brishane an Outlook discussion group meets regularly, while a
local Fabien Society is also of some importance. In Canberra.a small ressarch
group operates. In'Adelaide, Perth, Hobart, and the Australian countryside
generally there is almost no evidence of a "new lefi’, Centralisation and
uniform development is not characteristic of the ‘new lefe’, . .
The development of & ‘new left’ ideology has been slow. This may be due in
Part to a traditional aversion to theery in Australia, - The noOn-ex-commnist
_=..ws left’ has a dislike of theory, The ex-comnist ‘new left’ needs time to
think mm.-.mm_z and being accustomed to a mixture of discussion and activity, has
& certain uneasiness about discussion alone. The process of working out &
specific policy' is stimulated mainly by immediate practical problems and re-

flects the uneven rate of development mentioned above, The Kemshead pamphlet,

Nutionglisation. .. . the Road te Sociglism, represents a very tentative advance -

only in theory; its most significent contributien is to stress the importance of
workers’ control in industry., This booklet is a contribution from Brishane,
where Kemshead is President of the Fabjan Society. In Melbourne the activities
and statements of various ‘new left’ supporters made it necessary to define
positions and policy. Both the *New Beasoner’ group (mainly ex-communiats) and
the Melbourne Outlook Committea split, basically over attitudes towards the
Communist m.quf .The October 1959:0ut look printed a statement by four Melbougne
socialists dealing with unity vickets and.the A.L.P., attitude to Commnists and
the Communist Party, and attitude to the Peace Movement. This was replied to by

three socialists frem N.5.W. .in:the following number. Outlook itself made it -

clear that it was 'a socialist journal independent of. any political party’, a
forum of socialist thinking, .and-that opinions expressed at discussion groups
and forums were .not necessarily those of Outlook.3%  Meanwhile: a second' “new
left’ conference was announced, for the end of Jaguary 1960, .at which policy
could be discussed. ' : ]

It might well be asked, how viable.is. the ‘new left’? T¥s it merely a local
response to overseas stimuli,or has it sufficient of a secial basis in Australia

.to ensure survival?

In:the first place, it is not impossible that further overseas devel opments
might lead to a few more breakaways from the Communist Party and a slight
strengthening of the ‘new left’ from that source. An open break between the
U.5.5:R, and China, for instance, might proveke such a development. But in any
case, there seems to be a limited but real basis for the existence of a demo-
cratic ‘new left’ in Australia, even if conditions at home_and abroad remain
unchanged for the next decade or ae, .

" The fair level -of prosperity and the increased population in Australia seem
to make it economically feasible to sustain a secialist magazine like Outlook..
The appearance of new political magazines like Netion and The Observer would
strengthen the view that the chances of survival for a left wing, independent

‘megazine are greater now than in the past, Indeed, Outlook’s strength is likely

to be greater than that of the ‘new left’ generally, for many socialists now
limit their political sctivity to subsecribing to this magazine. In the decade
of the 'great apathy’ personal problems = family, career, material comfort -
have assumed considerable importance in the lives of many formerly politically

33 Gutiook, Oct. 1959, p. 12; Dec. 1959, p. 2.
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conscious people. However, the reading of intelligent magazines and books con-
cerned with social problems is not incompatible with this sort of existence.
There is a real market for a socialist magazine.

The labour movement seems to have entered on a long period of quiescence.
This is mot without precedence in the history of the industrial working class.
But at the same time there has been a new growth of an intellectual-professional
riddle class. Bectious of this class are disturbed by the low pitch of ‘mass
culture’, by the decline in education and standaxds. They look for same alter-
native to ‘admass civilization’. They are alarmed by the dangers of a third
world.war and interested in the problems of world peace. The Communist Farty,

-mow mainly a party of industrial militants and union bureavcrats, is incapable

of enlisting the sympathy of this element in the conmunity. .;m Labour Paruy
lacks a clear policy, an able leadership, and an enthusiastic rank-and-file.

The “new left’ can probably meet.the needs of some of these worried citizens.
This need not mean that it must remain a movement of ‘intellectuals’ alone. In
Australia the gap between the intelligentsia and the mass of the population has
always been less than in Britain or France, and this should work as a local
factor to extend the influence of the ‘new left’.

The prosperity and stability of present-day society has brought with it the
growth of state intervention, a decline in factive? democracy, a mwns.ﬂ_- of
centralisation, bureaucracy, corruption, and impersonality. If the ‘new left’
continues its evolution towards a philosophy of democratic socialism based on
control from below, decentralisation, the withering away of the state, and local
participation and initiative in econamic and political life it will be in a good
position to offer an alternative to Ppresent trends,

Socialists have always been few ip Australia; this position has not changed,
and is not _Hw&< to change markedly in the immediate future. But the ‘new left’
is significant in its potential, inflpencing as it does most of the Australien
socialist intellectuals. Important initiatives are.likely to come fram it in
the future. .
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ESTIMATE OF COMMUNIST PARTY MEMBERSHIP FIGURES

1928° 500 1947 13,000
1935 3,000 . 1948 12,000
1940 4,000 1949 12,500
1942 16,000 ' 1955 8,000 {?)
1945 23,000 ) 1958 ‘5,500

Tn:Communise: and Democracy in Australia, p. 22, Webb gives a table of figures
for membership at varions dates between 1920 and 1949. Figures of party member-
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i ship usnally come from the C.P. itseli-and: are.likely to be optimistic: That . : : : o
for 1958 mighg vell'be 4,500 rather than 5,500: In.addition, the significance - | -+ N.S.¥. FABIAN SOCIETY PAMPHLETS
of membership figures varies from period to period. In‘some periods,. ss'im the
latter part of World War II;fecruitment. proceeded rather fréely, .and the duties-
! of membership were not é.m-.m...obmno:.mu " At other times members. might be -fewer id
; pusber, but greater-activity might be demanded. . =~ =~ . -
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.u. Towards a Socialist Australia (March, 1949).

3. Towards a Free Press (August, 1949). _
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Appendix ¢ ) . Labour and the Constitution {Septenber, 1950).

_.., , B. Fighting Communism - i .
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Addendum A: More Data on the Decline of Radicalism

1. "The Welfare Stats and Redicalism .

Two long-term developments underlay the decline of socialist radicalism. after
1947. The first was the apparent success, in material terms, of the welfare
state, of state capitalism. The second was the impact of the Cold War. One
might be tempted to say that the main impact of prosperity as a quietus was on
the working class, and the main impact of the cold war was on middle class
socialists. But a moment's consideration must modify this conclusion. Middle
class Australians responded to economic stimuli of a negative sort - inflation,
the drop in margins over working class incomes. Warking elass militancy was
maintained for a while by conditions of work. The Cold War was somewhat quali-
fied ag an anti-radical influence because of a general lack of interest in
foreign policy among Australians; however, it scon became clear that the Cold
War was something more than a question of foreigm policy, while its advent en-
couraged renewed enthusiasm for anti-commmism among many Catholic workers.

The growth of prosperity has been mentioned in Section 1 of this monograph.
It can be illustrated statistically: ) .

Working Days Lost by Strikes (in millions)

1945 2.1 1949 1.3 1953 1.1
1946 2.0 1950 2.1 1954 .9
1947  -1.3 1951 .9 1935 1.0
1948 1.7 1952 1.2 1956 1.1

Thus from 1951 onwards the loss of working days due to strikes at no time
reached the 1945-50 level, despite the fact that the nupmber of unionists
tncreased {in 1945, 2,213,000 or 54% of the wage and salary earners;.its lowest
point was in 1952:at 1,638,000 or 60% of wage and salary earners; in 1955 unien-
ists totalled 1,802,000 or 61% of wage and salary workers). .

Unemployment alse fell, from 83,500 in 1947 (3.2%. of wage and salary earners)
to 55,000 in 1954 (1.8%). Real wages rose, from 1,318 (1911=1,000) in 1947 to
1,438:in 1952 and 1,454 in 1955 (1957 Commonwealth Yearbook, p.201).

A rough index of inflation comes from figures for the Commonwealth basic wage
for adult males, in six capital cities, which was 96/- in September 1945, 162/-
in December 1950, 231/- in February 1953, and 246/- in June 1956 (ibid., p.177).
Similarly, nominal wages (1911=1,000) rose from 2,598 in 1947 to 5,241 in 1952
and 5,773 in 1955 {ibid.,  p.200).

2. The Col? War and Padicaltmm - .

The ‘deep freeze' period of the Cold War lasted from 1947 to 1954, and marks
a2 transitional phase from a period when political consciousness and interest
among Australians was high to one when apoliticalism and apathy was more prev-
alent.

A new attitude to radical extremists developed in the last year of the
federal Labour Government. In March 1949 the re-establishment of a Security
Service was announced {the wartime organization had been discontinued after the
war). Its purpose was to keep ‘a closer check on the movements, associations,
and activities of persons with subversive tendencies’ (Chifley). Security
action against the Communist Party was quite frequent. In July 1948, during the
commnist-led Coal Strike for improved wages and conditions, police and security
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officers raided Marx House in Sydney. During 1953, following the accession of
Elizabech II, the security pelice seizéd copies of the Communist Revies,.which
contained a critical article on ‘The Democratic Monarchy’. The Commonwealth
launched a prosecution under the Crimes Act. The Sydney Morning Herald published
the whole of this article and pointed out the absurdity of the prosecution,
which the Court subsequently dismissed. (Cf. Pringle, .in 'Liberty in Australia’ .
p.101.)

By 1950 the political atmosphere for communists was becoming very chilly,
The iron and steel firm of Lysaghts (Newcastle} announced that *the holding of
Communistic principles makes an applicant  for employment quite unsuitable for
the industry’ (S.4.H., 10/2/50}. A senior security officer, describing Aust-
ralia’s intelligence system as chactic, said that there were eight campeting
government security agencies in Sydney alone. ‘Apart from the Customs intelli-
gence service all these agencies are almost exclusively concerned with keeping
an eye on Communists’, reported the Sydney Morning Herald (12/3/50}. During
1951, ‘when it appeared possible that the Communist Party would be declared
illegal, a few trial copies of an illegal Communist Review started to appear
under the title of Review (No.4 appeared in March 1951).

The atmosphere of repression spread its influence beyond the (diminishing)
ranks of. the Communist Party. In October 1952, the president of the Congrega-
tional Union claimed: that liberty of the individual and freedom of speech were
disappearing in Australia (S:M.H., 30/10/52}. By 1955, when the Cold War had
passed out of its most intense phase, more voices were raised on the dangers to
political democracy in Australia. In January 1955, the Australian Insticute of
Political Science’s summer schoal discussed ‘Liberty in Australia’. In February
the Australian Council for the World Council of Churches stated that the two
greatest threats to freedam were Communism and the forces of reaction provoked

by fear of communism. Commenting on this the Sydney Morning Herald said
(15/2/55): ’

It is certainly true that ‘there are signs that freedom of
speech and social criticism in Australia are. being curtailed by
a nervous public opinion and governmental fears®.,..While there
is nothing that can properly be called McCarthyism in Australia
there is a discouragement of free and unpopular or pelitically
uwnconventional thinking.

3, .Intalléectuals.and:tha Left Parties

Singe World War I, the A.L.P. has not been very receptive to intellectuals
and Fabian Societies; mainly ‘intellectual’ in composition, have had their

task made more difficalt for this reason. ' 'It has spurned the suppotrt of

intellectual friends-so intense is its class suspicion' the editors of the
Victorian Fabiian Seciety's Policies for Progress wrote in 1954. However,
official party policy has varied from time to tiwe and from state to state, and
if at one time the parliamentary leader states that he is not against people
having a university education but that. the A:L.P. is a trade unien movement: and
would not be taken over by ‘intelléctuals and pseudo-intellectuals’ {(S:H:H.;
13/6/60) there have been. other.times when ‘Labour Stands for the well:being of
the People, not just sections of the People’ (adveriisement, Daily Mirrer,
Sydney, 7/12/48). The looser discipline of the Labour Party has allowed a
greater variety of thought within at, and has permitted the existence of intell-
ectuals: though, like women, their influence has not always reached the official
policy-determining levels. When it has, it has often been by the back-door.

For a periced the Communist Party contained a pumber of socialist intellect-
uals, though they had less freedem of thought than in the A.L.P. The main
importance of the 1956'crisis for the Communist Party was that henceforth middle
class intellectuals were no longer a significant element in the party, which
became largély orientated on the trade umions. N

It is important to stress, however, that in general intellectuals have never
played an- importens part in Australidn society, This is mainly a proeduct of the
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general weakness of the middle classes in Australian society, coupled with the
absence of a leisured, educated upper class. ‘What Australia badly needs is not
a rulipg class but an educated class’ (Pringle, Australian Accent, p.112),
Qualitatively the Australian intellectnal is often not of the same standard as
the English or the best Americans.

Middle class intellectnals were very impertant numerically in the' communist
parties in Bricain-and-the United States, and the 1956 crisis was accordingly
more severe for those parties. Intellectuals did play a rather more importast
role in the leadership and rank-and-file of the Victorian Communist Party,
though even so they were suspect. ‘

Vhy were commmist intellectuals stronger in Melbourne? The answer is linked
with that to a wider question; why have intellectuals generally been more
numerous in Melbourne? It is only partly a matter of size; Sydney is larger
than Melboumne, but its intellectyal life is rather less striking. Tt is partly
a matter of class structure. The urban middle classes have been somewhat
stronger in Victoria than elsewhere. Sydney has many of the characteristics of
@ working class city; during the 19th century its middle class was a commercial
one, a client of the pastoralists,

Partly because of this pattern the private schools in Victoria have been
stronger than in N.8.W. Secondary schooling was longer - six years for matricu-

-lants. Thus umiversity students at Melbourne had a different educational and

social background to those at Sydney. A great deal of the intellectual leader-
ship in Melbourne was the product of private scheols. In 1946 Melbourne Uni-
versity had an enrclment of 7,300 and Sydney 8,500. - Yet the University Labour
Club in Melbourne numbered-some 400 and that in Sydney only some 120. At
Melbourne University the S.C.M. was stronger than in Sydney and often co-
operated with the L.C... In Sydney the Freethought Society and ‘Andersonianism’
provided a rival te Labour Club influence. It should be remembered, however,
that the post-war period was one of heightened political interest in all
universities for a number of special reasons.

Another example of the reaction of commmist intellectuals to the 1956 crisis
may be seen in developments in the Australia-China Society. This society was
founded in 1951, and was nat dominated by Stalinist communists. The communists
who occupied official positions were not anxious to see their more stelinistic

‘colleagues move into the society. Following the 1956-7 crisis both the National

Secretary and the Victorian Secretary of the Australia-China Society left the
C.P., the latter being expelled for attending a Socialist Forum meeting, and the
former for attending an ‘Cutlook’ Discussion Group. The result was that the
C.P. had no replacements of any calibre to hand.

4. Comoounists.and the Trade Unions

Communist influence in trade unions has frequently arisen more from the
persenal ability of communist leaders and their willingness to follow a militant
policy than from any interest in commmism among trade unionists. However,- the
link between trade unionism and politics is often close. Because most trade
unicns are affiliated to the Australian Labour Party communists gan at times try
to influence Labour Party conferences. Moreover, leninist theory stresses the
importance of raising trade union interests from purely economic matters to
political ones. The desire and the ability of communists to do so, however, has
varied from period to period. )

The  decline of communist influence in trade unions has come about not merely
because of a patural decline of radicalism under conditions of full employment,
higher wages, and the spread of hire-purchase (which encourages greater contin-
wity in work) but also through the struggle of anti-commupist groups (such as
the Industrial Greups) and through a number of scandals involving ballot rigging
in the Commmist-controlled union elections.

In 1945 communist influence in the trade unians was strosg. According to
J.M. Riordan,involved in the anti-commmnist struggle and not necessarily object-
ive, (‘Communist Threat to Australian Labor’ in Free Trade Union News, -February
1960}, the communists had secured a majority of the delegates at the Australian
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Council of Trade Unions Conference-and controlled all but one  of the state

‘branches. {i.e., the trades and lahour cowncils). Sharpley {The Great Delusion,

p.67) says that at this conference the C.P. just missed gaining noﬂ_.auou. ._pn
this time, however, the Communist Party was following a somm-.u....a unmc.mﬂ..wwu‘
policy. About 1948 came a swing to the left, with greater emphasis on strikes
and anti-governmental action, This swing, together w..uer.ﬁrm onset of the Cold
War, led to a campaign against communist trade union influence. In May 1949 the

' federal cabinet cancelled the appointments of the two cowmunist members of the

Commenwealth Stevedoring Industry Comnmissior and asked the Waterside Workers’
Federation to neminate two new members, (S.M.H., 13/5/49). On 27th June the
Communist-cantrolled Miners’ Federation cdlled a strike which lasted till the

-first week in August. This strike marked the beginning of the decline of

commmist. influence in trade vnions, ]
In 1949 the A.C.T.U, seceded from the communist-led World Federation of Trade

Unions, and at its hi-annual congress in September 1951 affiliated to the Inter~.

national Confederation of Free Trade Unions, voting being 236 for m:m.“_.mm
against. In June 1952 che A.C.T.U.. suspended three communist-controlled unions
{Waterside Workers’ Federation, Australian Miners’ Federation, Seamen’s Union)
for failure to sever their affiliation with the W.F.T.U. (shortly after, the
AM.F, did end its affiliation with the W.F.T.U.). ) ]

The ability of the communists to call political strikes slowly .wmn.:ﬁnm. In
1937 Australian waterside workers held up the Dalfrem, carrying pig-iron to
Japan. In 1945-7 they placed a ban on Dutch shipping, te help the an_aﬂ.amwmq._m.
The Waterside Workers’ Federatien and the Sesmen’s Union resolved not to assist
the shipment of troops and munitions to Malaya. But in 1954 nvo.a.own these
unions could do was to delay the Radror, carrying supplies to Indo-China, for a
short peried, and this not on political grounds but because of lack of amenities

' for watersidé workers. ‘However, both wharf-lsbowrers and seamen are engaged in

declining industries and are also threatened by automation, and the decline in
strike activity may owe something to this fact. ]

During 1952 and 1933 the communists suffered some m.m.onnunﬁwﬂ defeats in
large trade unions, but following the me%wm split in the >.—._u.m. .E.E the
repudiation. of the industrial groups by this party, the deterioration of
.commmist influence in trade unions stopped. The A(L.P. mﬁrmwﬁcmﬁn:.@gmﬂ:nam
the policy of ‘unity tickets’ (combined C.P.-A.L.P. tickets in union elections),
but in Victoria this policy has continued. ) .

At the 1955 A.C.T.U, Congress 2 communists were elected to the interstate
executive. This rose to 4 in 1947, hut dropped to 3.in 1959,

How far is communist influence a cause,. and how far an effect? UmE Bawson
has pointed ont that communist control of a union does not hecessarily cause
strikes (Trade Unions in Australie, 1959, uv.“—.m.wrmvw.

z..wmﬂ.—t everyorpe, including the Communists themselves, _uwm.w
vested interest in demonstrating thét a union under Communist
leadership is very different from a umion under any other
leadership. This has the advantage of being partly true. .m.b:_n
munist officials have -no inhibitions against fomenting strikess
and it is in the jnterests of the Communist Party if the Aust-
ralian economy is weakened as a result. However, we are some-
times unwilling to appreciate:that unionists whe mwmmn Commurn~
ists are probably people who would be likely to strike anyway
and.who are not much interested in the general health cﬁ“ the
econgmy. The rapid changes back and forth in nvm leadership of
many unions over the last few years have provided plenty of
evidence that the mere substitution of Communist for non-
Communist officials need not produce important-changes in
industrial policy. ‘

3.

‘Addendum B: More Data on the New Left

1. 'The Catholic New Laft

‘The 'split in the Labour Party has helped to weaken the link between Catholics
and political labour. The redefinition of sccialism in terms of decentralis-.
ation, the withering away of the state,and contro] from below (workers' contrel)
has made it easier for sincere Catholics to endorse socialism as a valid object-
ive, something which was not so easy when socialism was taken as total national-
isation and total state control, Moreover, a Catholic intelligentsia seems to
have developed in Australia since the war; Catholics are ne longer mainly
working class in social origin. A small section of this new intelligentsia is
gravitating to socialism. Some evidence of this new stream of thought may be
found in Prospéct (founded in 1958} and The Catholic Worker (established in
1936). Becently The Catkolic Worker has grown into something more Jlike a
monthly magazine than a newspaper, and is rather more intellectnal in tone than
its name might suggest. Vincent Buckley, who is on the editorial committee of
The Catholic Worker and is co-editer of Prospect, prefers to describe this
tendency as ‘radical pluralism’ rather than socialist. (‘Is there a New
Catholic Left?’, The Observer, April 16, 1960.) In June 1960 The Catholic
Worker wrote: 'We would not accept either of the descriptions "socialist” or
"left”.’ The Melbourne base of this tendency is worthy of note.

2. The Naw Laft, 196D

‘During 1959-60 the new left has been marking time. 1960 opened with a second
interstate conference in Sydney in Jamary, - at which some 30 attended, from®
Sydney, Canberra, and Melbourne. The collapse of the Outlook Committee in
Melbourne at the end of 1959, however, was not followed by any immediate
reorganisation. The essence of the dispute was over attitudes to ‘the Vietorian
AL.P., which is further to the left than other state branches and which has
maintained some links with the coanmunists, e.g. on the matter of unity- tickets.
Discussion groups appear to he'less active than in 1959. However, both Outlook

-in Bydney ‘and Overland in Melbourne have maintained their ‘policy of helding

occasicnal readers’ meetings.

3. 'The'S.L.P. “Eroup
% have received the following statement from a small Socialist Labour Party
group in Sydney: .

-The Sydney S.L.P. Study and Discussion Group was formed in

November, 1957, for the purpose of re~establishing the Socialist
Labor Party in Australia. This Group is based upon the funda-

"mental principles of Marx, Engels, Morgan and De Leon. - The

Socialist Labor Party advocates the ending of Capitalisin by

means of the peaceful plan of Secialist Indastrial Unionism

formulated by Daniel De Leon. . In pursuance of these aims, the
Groap holds four meetings each week to conduct Group activities,

study and speakers’ classes, etc. This Group ‘so far has concen-

trated its efforts on the sale and distribution of the ‘Weekly

People’, official organ of the Socialist Labor Party of America,

and literature published by that party. This has been dane as a

preparatory step before the actual launching of the Socialist

Laber Party.in Australia.
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4, The Trotskylste-

‘I-have received the following comminication concerning trotskyism in Aus-
tralia:

Your interesting menograph The Secialist Left in Australia,
194%:59 is net guite aceurate in regard to Trotskyism. -The
trotskyist organisation, the Australien Section of the Fourth
International, has functioned continucusly since 1933, It did
not group into a faction in 1956-57,

There was a minority secession from the Fourth International in
1953, resulting in non-participating. organisations functicning
in UBA, Britain and one or two other countries. This followed
the F.I. adoption of the Pablo (F.I. Secretary) theses on the
“Rise, Decline and Fall of Stalinism™, These theses explained’
stalinism as the product in the isolated Workers' State of the
period of reaction which followed the pest-First World War
revolutionary upsurge, and which would prove more and more out
of consonance with the new world revolutionary upsurge, in which
conditions the Soviet bureaucracy would not maintmin its erst-
while monolithism. : )

The sectarians who reacted against this living marxism have
since seen the Pablo theses validated by events and no longer
maintain their original line of opposition.. The neo-trotskyist
group members in Sydney were accepted to membership of the
Australisn Section of vhe F,I, at Easter, 1960. The Section’s
public organ is International. .

Addendum C: Some Comments on Criticisms

t. "‘No Hed Star ta Buide’, by K.D. Batt (Nation, May 21, 1888}

‘The review of the first edition of this monograph in Netion was generally
favourable. Tt'sumarised meny of the main points of the monograph, though like
most of the reviews concentrating on the crisis in the Communist Party snd

neglecting the Fabian socielists and the dissident groups. A number of possible -

omissions were mentioned, mostly relevant to developments-in Melbourne.

2. “Ex-Cemmunists’, hy F. 'Kiopfslmacher (The Observer, May 28, 1960)

Most. of this review was framed in emotional and abusive language: The first
column of the article was a sober summary of some features of the monograph,
particularly the discussion of communist developments. The next twe colums
mentioned certain omissions; e.g. failure to suggest reasons for the special
strength of communist intelléctuals in Melbourne, failure to consider the rel-
ative weakness of commmist intellectuals im Australia, by contrast with Britain

-and America, the alleged failure to consider the impact of the 1956 crisis on

fellow-travellers, and a denial of something not said in the momograph - that
there was an atmosphere of repression in Australia in the early 1950s. These
points -have been taken up in Addendum A. The final two colums moved into the
sphere of fantasy. Commmism’s strength was clsimed to be unshaken. ('The
influence of the Party...is now exercised mainly through fellow-travellers, by
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manipulating the emotions, delusions - for example anti-Catholicism -, and
interests of essentially unpolitical neutralists.’) Reference was made to
orders’ from overseas to communists operating among middle class groups, students
intellectuals, .and businessmen to disgnise their pelitical identity, and stress
was laid on allgged betrayal by intellectuals, infiltration into universities,
subversion by fellow-travellers, etc.. A typical comment follows:

Only a politically blind man can fail to notice the familiar
signs of emergent quislingism..,the often mimute but significant
sins of commission, but more frequently of omission, occurring
.at times in the most wnlikely quarters...Communist influence...
will grow, if the permicious doctrine now peddled by the more
degenerate and treacherous among cur ‘illuminati’' is allawed to
spread wnopposed.

3. Note in The Sen-Herald (Sydney), Iems 5, 1380

“This two-paragraph comment describes the monograph as ‘painstaking, well-
documented’, but questions whether it is worthwhile expending so much energy on
such a limited problem. The answer to this is that the decline of socialist
movements and radicalism has been widespread in many countries since 1950 and
deserves to be explained. The rise of a new left and a new concept of socialism
also calls for an explanatian.

4. ‘I3 Thaze & Now Left?’, by D.J. I, (Libartezian Seclety Broadsheet, Sydney,
June, 1950)

The review in this roneced foolscap bulletin is one of the best -because of
the moderation of the language used and the fairness in which the monograph’ s
contents are summarised before being answered. The author questions whether
intellectuals:have ever been really strong in the Communist Party and argues
that ‘rather than any "new left” what we have is the old left outside of the
formal C.P. organisation. Nothing is very new abont them except their interest

"in titoism.... People who are not anti-communist are in the positicn of net

having seen through one of the great illusions of our time’. This lack of new
interests is shown by the fact that the Sydney Anarchist Group gets one men tion
in the monograph and the Libertarians none.

5. 'Tha New Left....How Important?’, by M. 1, Charlesworth (Catholic Worker,
Juna, 19851) '

Like the Libertarians, Catholics have the advantage of discussing matters
such as this from a background of social theory and from a position. This
review outlines the content of the monograph quite adequately .and fairly but,
like the Sun-Herald and unlike the Observer’s reviewer, wonders whether the
socialist left is sufficiently important to justify a.detailed study.




