
: Following ihe Channel ? " Revolution " ballyhoo. Chan- 
nel 4 promotes a vast " Socialist Rcvolution " campaign, Channel I 0  a 
" Third World Rcvolution " blast, and Channei 2 a " Cuitural Revolution " 
drive. Asked to comment. Communist Party secretary Laurie Aarons 
says : " This sure buggers everything." US takes over whole of Worthern 
Territory. 

OCTOBER : American developers buy Canberra and announce :hey now 
own the whole of Australia. Prime Minister W.C. Wentworth (who has 
ieplaced Gorton) goes to Washington with Gurindji elders to lead a march 
on the White House bearing banners : " Give C's Back Our  Land !" 
Nixon calls in National Guard ; Wentw~r th  goaied. 

NOVEMBER : Nixon bans mini-skirt ; Women's Liberation Movement 
leads wccessful American revolution. Wentworth released, land given 
back to Australians, but sex banned. 

DECEMBER : Rcvolution in Australia. 

Our last issue 
Many readers have sent us messages regretting our closure, and we thank 
then  warmly for their interest and under%tanding, as for their support over 
many years. 

Few have had a chailce to spell out their answers to our questions about 
the future of the Left, though several have said they would like to do  so 
if there were time. Unfortunately time is what we cannot offer. 

We will, however, be remainins in existence as J group for the time 
k i n g ,  and can he found at the same address (Box H159. PO, Australin 
Square, Sydney 2000). We hope that readers w:il continue to keep in 
touch with us. as we will with them, and will iet us know their ideas 
ribout future possibilities. 

Meanwhile we thought our best final contribution would be a retro- 
spect on the political era in which OUTLOOK has been in existence. 
and we invited Ian Turner to make it. What he has !o say has relevance 
for the future. 

OUTLOOK 
An Independent Socialist d~urnal  

EDITOR : H e k n  G. ?almer. SUB-EDITOR : Grace Bardsley. 
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G.H. Sorre!l. J.F Stapies. E.L. Wheelwright. 
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The Australian on November 3 teport- 
ed that Overseas Cintainers Ltd. chief 
Sir Andrew Crichton. answering criti- 
cisms of containerisation. " sald ihe 
new system was passing through a 
phaze of healthy discussion not unlike 
an election, where one side said white 
was black and the other the reverse ". * " *  
The US journal Newsweek reports 
that Canadian security police last 
month raided the library of a Mont- 
real university and confiscated an art  
exhibit labelled " Cubism "; later they 
explained that they had mistaken the 
display for Cuban propaganda. * C + 
Check your reaction time on this one : 

A man was driving his son to school. 
They had a bad accident : the father 
was killed instantly. the son was taken 
to hospital. In casualty. the surgeon 
Looked at  him and said : " That's my 
son :" 

I f  you find this still puzzling after 
more than five seconds. examine your 
arsurnptio~s. Women's Lib will be 
after you. * : 

Award for Best Headline. from Austra- 
l&. 3 NOV 1970. re dindivik drones : 
PTLOTLESS AIRCRAFT DEMAND - - -  

INCREASES. * X S 

Written by R.H. Tawney in 1921, when 
the idea that anyone should be paid 
£20 wages was fantastic - but topical 
today : 

" Hence the idea wh:ch is popular 
with rich men that industrial disputes ' 
would disappear if only the output of 
wealth were doubled. and every one 
were twice as well off, not only is 
refuted by all practical experience but 
is In its very nature founded on an 
illusicn. For the question is one, not 
of amounts. but of ~ r o ~ o r t i o n s  : and 
men will fight to be' paid £30 a .  week 
instead of £20, as readily as they w s  
fight to be pald £5 injtead of £4, as , 

long as there is no reason why they 
should be paid E30 instead of L30, and 
as :ong as other men who do not work 
are paid anything at  all ". * * + 
And this week's advertising award 5 on 

the SMH : " Where to zee the P o p  
in ecclesiastical lettering, then at the 
foot. " If it's fit to print, it's in Sun- i 
day's SUN-HERALD, the paper you 
can take into your home". 

Gorton Proves Pensioners WeU Otf 
Old Bill and Nlary down the street 
When they read Gorton's speech 
Put it between two slices of bread- 
And had it for dinner. They S? ' 

' 

It was undoubtedly very nourisi 
But might have 'wen more tast: 

they could have 
Afforded some butter to put 
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THE LONG GOODBYE 
IAN TURhER 

How to review over thirtc.cn years, 82 issues. of 0utli)ok ? 
What it has said. what it has meant. what it has accom- 
plished? T o  run through the file - from the first 
roughly printed sixteen pages ( June-July !957 ), which 
~)pcned with !he optimism of " Socialism is again becom- 
ing n live issue in Australia ". to this issue which will, 
unhappily, close the file - is to have an  overview of 
a long chapter in the life of one generation and one 
draturn of Australian radical intellectuals, to confront 
g a i n  their preoccupations and rheir practice. :heir hopes 
~ n d  rheir fears. their ~lttcmpts to find a new wif-definition 
, ~ n d  a new fulth. But I should jay " our " rather than 
.' their ". for I a m  part of this ~enc ra t ion  and thls 
>tratum, and Olrtlook is part of my political and intel- 
icctual autobiography : so perhaps I c m  best d o  the 
iob I have to do in personal terms. 

Thc Orttlook generation was born in ihe 1920s. into 
;I world whcre thosc who had survived :he shambles o f  
World War I had rejurrectcd the ability :o hope. But 
!hope dicd many deaths - in 1929, with the Wall Street 
~ m h ;  in 1933, with Hitler;  in 1935, in Abyssinia; 
i r l  !937 at  Shanghai ; in 19313. at  Munich ; in 1939 
in Spain. These were the social and political impressions 
of our  childhood and early adulthood. 2nd they shaped 
our lives. An end to poverty amid plenty. Down with 
capitalism. The united front against war and fascism. 
.Vo pascrran ! 

We were inte!lectuals. so we sought a theory of society 
which would define our prcsent condition and teach us 
how to transcend it : we found it in Marxism. We were 
activists, so  we sousht the means of maximising our 
political potential ; we found them in the " vanguard 
of the working class ". the Communist P x t y .  We were. 
1 suppose, revolutionary romantics. so we locked for a 
utopia which would prefigure our future ; we found 
it in the USSR and, later, in China. 

I t  was a total commitment, surviving Stalin's bloody 
purges, the "exposure " of Tito as a Trotskyist agent of 
US imperialism. :he blood-letting in Eastern Europe, 
:he intellectual thuggery of Zhhnovism. !t not only 
survived but was strengthened by the feeling of embattled 
isolation engendered by the anti-communist hysteria of 
the Cold War. 'We canvassed the Stockholm petition to 
ban nuclear weapons. and hailed the Soviet A- and 
H-bombs as guarantors of peace. We denied the existence 
of Soviet spies, and saw CIA and AS10  agents everywhere. 
We were impervious to evidence, be!ieving that anything 
which ran counter to our  picture of the world was a 
Fabrication of the chss  enemy's propaganda apparatus. 
We had been tempered in the strug!e, and. a s  Com- 
munists, we were part not oniy of a world movement 
but of a worid-wide family which had humanity and 
truth and history on  its side. 

Then, in 1956. came the one piece of evidence we 
c d d  not set aside - Khrushchev's secret report to 
the 20th Cong-ess of the CPSC'. Our minds had to 
sane extent Sezn readied to receive it by the Soviet 
rapprochemezt s!!h Yugoslavia and the first teotative 
rehabditatlons oi  :hz victims of the East European purges, 

and by the indications - even from Communist sources 
- that all had not k e n  well with the 20th Congress : 
but this was the moment of truth. i remember buying 
a copy of the .Yew York Tirney which contained the 
rel>ort. taking it to a cafe and ~.cxiing and re-reading 
i t  with the sickening conviction, not only :hat this was 
an authentic document. but that what Khrushchev had 
saicl was in essence true. I was bcwked to speak that 
night on comnlunism to a youth group of a suburban 
Presbyterian Church ; still in a state of bhmk, I stumbled 
through a lame defence of the principles of communism, 
i.f not its practice. 

it was the attitude to truth, the response to a self- 
evidently authentic document. which forced the intel- 
lecruals to reconsider their relationship to the Communist 
Party. In Sydney, a group of comrades, many of whom 
were later involved with Outlook, produced an -' under- 
ground" edition of the Khrushchev ;peech. and were 
expelled from the Party for their trouble. In Melbourne, 
my c!osest party associates and I circulated the document 
as widely as we could and tried to insist that it be 
discussed. Ted Hill. then Victorian secretary and one 
of the Australian CP representatives at  the 20th Congress. 
toid a meeting of selected cadres that the document was 
basically authentic ; but the party leaders allowed their 
rank and file members to believe that it was a State 
Department forgery. I remember a series of long 2nd 
bitter discussions with one member of the Victorian 
Executive (who. it later emerged. had some sympathy for 
my position) in which I insisted that there was no future 
for the Party unless it confronted this truth, and he 
argued that truth must await its opportune time. 

Then. late in 1956, this first crack in the Communist '  
monolith became a yawning gulf with the revolt of the 
Polish and Hungarian Communists and workers against 
Soviet hegemony. The responses were virtually pre- 
determined. For the party heirarchy.. the revolt r e p  
resented the decisive challenge to t h e ~ r  power and to 
the meaning of their lives. For  those of us who had, 
however ieiuctantly, accepted Khrushchev's truths. Poland 
and Hungary were the inevitable consequence of what 
we now identifkd as Stalinism. 

These were traumatic months. Within the context of 
our f a ~ t h  and our commitment. we were confronting the 
question posed by Kirillov in The P0s.i-essed : " If the 
laws of nature did not spare even him, have not spared 
even their miracle and made even him iive in a lie and 

on  a die for a lie, then all the planet is a lie m d  rest- 
lie and on mockery . . . What is there to live t o r ?  " 
Some did die. and some went out of their minds ; many 
" voted with their feet " o r  abdicated from all pcliitics 
in mgry disgust ; others (some already out of the Party, 
some still i n )  set about the arduous and anguished work 
of redefinin~ themselves and creatmg new meanings for 
their iives. 

It was a threefold process : to redefine one's attitude 
to !he worid communist movement ; to restate the mean- 
ing 3 f  rociaiism : and to  assert a new relationship to 
the Australian radical and labour movements. For two 
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car? years. I trwd :v fight (or thosc positions w~thin 
le Cl)rnrnunist Party. but was finally expeiled. I re- 
~cmber a teiqram from .\ t'rrend in .-\dt:!aidc : " How 
.)c:.; ~t feel to be a Icaderlcss l i~cra l  'l " And l remember 

m argumcnt with a comrade : " What are you going 
ro do now 'l " " Join the Labor Party. 1 .;upposi. " 

You'x going into the bloody wilderness. " 
I t  was true that 1 had lost the movement in ~ h i c h  1 

nad ! i d .  for fourtccn years. as in an cxtended family. 
which !lad provided me with cmotionnl security. inlel- 
iectuul certainty. and what I thought of as u significant 
role : but so had many others. and we all had the same 
problcms - to find a ndw base. new convictions, and 
new roles. Thc first job was to discover the truth that 
\.VC had hidden from ourselves. The comrades beyan to 
circulate books (particularly Deutxher and Trotsky) 
and to publish documents ( particularly those emerging 
from the Polish. Hungarian and Yugoslav dissidents and 
from the English Nrrv Ke~l.roner group), and to meet 
together in discussion groups. (Curiously, we never - 
then or later - established a formal organisation : partly 
hcausc of a hangover from Communist indoctrination 
against " Facknalism : " partly because we had had a 
gutful of organisation : and part-ly because we didn': 
know what sort of an orgnisation we wanted). 

Out of that. Outlook was born. in mid-1957 in Sydney. 
with Hc1t:n Palmer J S  midwife. ( "  .Midwife " is a p  
propriate. for. throughout Ouriook' .~ !ife. Helen has seen 
her role not as impsing her own views or personality 
on the journal. but as bringing to life the ideas of a 
diverse zroup of contributors, sharing a general corn- 
mitmcnt to what came to be thought of as " socialist 
humanism ". and as ensuring, with remarkable success, 
[hat issucs came out in gad order and on time). 

The immcdiatc occasion was the failure of the Com- 
munist Party to publish one of the key docuinents of 
1956. 3 ~peech by Wladyshw Gomulka to the Polish 
Ccntral Committee. 3ilt the contents of this first issue 
were a pointer ro some of 0urL;ok's continuing pre-occupa- 
[ions : as well as Gomulka. there ,wa5 review of John 
Burton's Ltrbour it1 Trunsirion, which offered a new 
iisscssmcnt of the ALP. and articles on " Socialism and 
Civil Liberties " and " Workers' Sclf-management. " 
Orrtlook had begun the process of coUective redefinition. 

In what might be called its " first period " ( 1957-60). 
Ourlook was concerned above all to declare a position 
in relation to the world communist and Australian labour 
movements, and. to seek new and re!evant aeanings for 
socia!ism. Its stance on the communist powers and the 
local Communist Party was cautious - friendly criticism 
rather than frontal attack. a determination to avoid 
the vehement, emotional anti-communist posture adopted 
by some of the 1956 "defectors " from Communism. 
Not that this found a sympathetic response : the CP 
was quick to denounce Otirlook and its supporters as 
'- revisionist " betrayers of sccialism. I remember an 
txcasion, before my expulsion. when i was carpeted by 
the p a p  !eade:snip for my s u o p r t  of Cutlook. I 
.idmittell [he charge. but said. in dtternpted extenuation. 
that I was doing my best to see that it d idd t  turn into 
;in .- anti-?arty " orgm. The paKy leaders made it clear 
- to ;ny  rather naive surprise - that :hat was what 
ihcy \_-xpec~cd. aud wanted it to be : their dvident conccrn 
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~ i 1 5  [hiit no ,~itcrnativc focus of icadcrsh~p biwuld enltxge 
~vitnrn the wcialist Left. But, quite proper!y. OurlooA 
did nor respond to this provocation : it held then, and 
contmucd to hoid. that there were many sincere socialists 
( a s  well as some corrupt power-seekers) in the com- 
i n ~ ~ t m t  movement. and that it was important. for iociai- 
ism. to keep open thc channels of communication and 
Jcbatc. to assert the political significance of united 
wtiiiIrst action in such popular radical causes as the 
~ C X C  movement. 

Of cven greater importance. in terms ot U~itlook's 
latcr development, was its attempt to define a new 
I-eiationship with the Labor Party. The traditional 
\oclalibt-communist approaches to Labor had been either 
attack and destroy, or capture and transform ; O ~ i t l o o k ' ~  ' 
contributors started with the assumption that the Labor 
P:lrty was where the bulk of working-class and radicd 
middle-class voters were at, and proceeded to inquire 
into the nature of the Labor Party and to ask what could 
be done. The discussion drew in the ex-communists, 
who wcre looking to the Labor Party as an outlet for 
meaningful socialist (as  they undcrsttmd i t )  activity, : 
and the " Labor ieft. '' There was agreement about the 
importance o f  working for a Labor electoral victory, 
but a fundamental (though incompletely explored) dis- , 
a~reement about socialist tactics in respect of the ALP ; 
many <X-communists had moved from the Stalinist 
.*assault from without" to the Trotskyist " bore from 
within " position. rather than accepting t he  Labor Party 
for what John Burton said it was. a party operating within 
a relatively prosperous and increasingly middle-class 
society. seeking to win support for radical democratic and 
egalitarian reforms. But already contributors were 
concerning themselves with practical policy, directed 
towards the mass labour movement : education, the 
Aborigines. New Guinea. foreign relations. 

By ! 959. Ouilook had articulated a fairly clear position. 
The job of socialists was not to form a new socialist 
party as an alternative to Labor, but " to work in and 
through the A LP. which commands the electoral support 
of the workers and of intellectuals who seek change . . . 
The ALP can win support for socialist policy based on 
principle and on solid information about the present 
situation and the needs of the people. The first step 
must be to win over the ALP rank and file. " (Vol. 3, 
No. 1 I .  

In its -' second period ". 1960-64, Outlook directed 
itself tow;lrds this task. The narcjssistic conern  with 
world communism had ended, though the journal main- 
tained a sympathetic interest in Castro's Cuba, [he South- 
East Asian revolutionary movements, and ~e liberation 
movement in South Africa. and kept a critical cye oa 
the Soviet-Chinese split. Now Outlook's major interest 
was in :he sociai a ~ d  political choices confronting A-- 
ralia. In issue after issue. long articles and sp&&' 
arranged symposia and supplements mvestigated and made 
detailed proposals (in a Labor political ante*) h 
iocialist wlicies 03 maior Australian issues: 
policy. a;tormtion, urbai development, economic 
ning, foreign and defence policy. zducation, the A b ~ w  
New Guinea. Ourlook and its contributors, having w o r l d  
their way :hrwgh the discarded dogmas and e s t a b W  
the:r intellertual indepe~dence. 5aw !henselves as pmvd- ' 



iris \ \ k i t  !he nl;w labour rnovcnlcnt in Australia had 
generally IacAcd : :I ct'ntrc of critical :~nalysls ;lnd l o n p  
Icrm rh~r:king. P r d ~ c t ~ t b l y .  wc met wi th  ,ipathy. suspicion 
and hostdity. 1 icmembcr. at an Orrtlook symposium 
on New Guinea which Goush Whitlum attended. asking 
ihc A L P  Deputy Lcudcr ( a s  he thcn was) why the party 
didn't adopt :lit policy wc w r c  ~dvoc:~t lng.  Wh~t lam 
rcplicd thiit. while he q r c d  with :he policy. the climate 
wasn't right : -' You creatc. thc ctimatc and wc'll ;~dopt 
the policy. " l rcmcmber d s o  sitting on the banks of 
one of the rivers uhich flank Canberra. addressing copie-, 
o i  ~ I I I C  of Or~tlook'r  special issues to cvery member of 
thc Fcdcrai L ~ b o l -  C ~ u c u s  ; wc didn't gct much response. 

In retrospect. the turning point for O~rrlook's " chird 
pc iod  .' 1 1965-70) wns Vietnam. Thc journal had 
dways  been arnbivalcnt towards Labor - recognising 
the limitations of u mass refornjist party, but hoping 
that sorne!hing couid be done to stiffen it. But then came 
the nggressi\e Amcrican intervention in Vietnam. fol- 
lo~veci c!osdy by ,.\ustr:~lia's lickspittle token gesture, 
which drew un equivocal Labor response. From its 
i.:lrlicst issues. Otrrlooh had responded sympathe!icaily 
io the Third U'orld revolution : now, it  right1y recognised 
the ..l\nli.rican-Australian intervention in 'iietnum JS 3 
climactic uczasion. In an important editorial. " Can 
Labor L ~ u d  ' " ( Yo. 4. 1965 ) .  Oi~rlook sirid : 

policy rests. ro break oil? of !he ~ter i le  anti-corn- 
mr~t,i .)t  postiirr into sr*hich we have been forced and 
t o  work oirt ilerc' urzti constrirc!ive rcJovs in whid! 
to recrct to  the Asian r ~ v o l ~ r t i o n .  Tha! kind oi letrder- 
ship Luhor is now in U position to gir:e. Bur op- 
portiinit!: doer 1 1 0 1  knock twice. 

The A L P  was slow to respond to oppocunity's knock, 
lind Olctlook reacted accordinglv. Later issues were. 
increasingly critical (]I' Labor's hesitations. its seeming 
;.oncessions to electoral expediency - particularly after 
:he elevation of Gough Whitlam to the leadership of the 
Federal Party. The journal's point of focm moved away 
t'rorn :he sdvocacv of well worked-out socialist policies 
for the mass labour movement. to critical jocialist 
comment on  national and (incrsasing!y ! international 
affairs : its em?hasis was now on the newly-?merging 
wctional o r  ad hoc campaign organisations. civil !iberties, 
anti-Vietnam. :he student movement. And, reflecting 
the new interest in Third World politics and Maoist 
doctrine aroused by Vietnam, for a year or more Outlook 
was dominated by a fierce doctrinal dispute on the ins 
and outs of the Cultural Revolution. 

And now for the balance sheet. as I conce:ve it. 
What did we achicve '? First - and In some ways 

most importantly. at !east for the indiv~duals immedi- 
a t e ! ~  concerned - Outlook provided n refuge. a place 
for many or' us to cxamine. and to lick, our wounds of 
LY56. to i e ~ l i n  our inte!lec:u:l and emotional heaith and 
vigour, tc come back fighting. Without Orrrlook. inspirec! 
2s it was Sy Helen Palmer's humanity, toierance and 

c.quanirnity. ~ 4 e  could not have donc that : ur would 
have been lcft wr indrr in~ in anguish and cicspair in u 

wilderness. 
Secondly. wc t'ornlu1atc.d and pl.opagated significant 

sc;c:alist policics on many of thc major problenis con- 
fronting Australian society. :mrr~ediatcly. it scen~ed as 
i f  our proposais had fallen on stoney ground - but. i f  

WC iooh at *hat are now the acceptccl ternis of discourse 
oi' the Australian labour movcmcnt, and its present 

it is ciear that. at five years' remove, many 
of our initiatiws have borne fruit. 

'rhirdly. WC contributed greatly to the continuing active 
involvcrncnt of ihe OirrlooX- g,:neration in ihc major issues 
and movements of our !imec. 

Wh:it d o  we score on :he debit sidc '.' F m t .  that 
Olrti~oi, is ending - ~ n d  we must ~ s k .  why '' I believe 
that we made four major m~stakes. 

Our concerns were overwhelmingly those of middle 
class intellec:uuls - political theory and values. world 
issues. niajor social policies. not the eveiyday problems 
which most Australians (industrial and white-collar 
workers) confront : we did not enFa,oe ourselves. except 
where they impinged on politics. with the immediate 
conccrns of the irade unions and professional associa- 
tions. and so  denied ourselves a necessary iink and a 
potential base. 

Wt. J id  not fulfil our intmtion of a derailed investiga- 
tion of the nature of contemporary Australian society 
and culture. so  that [he policizs we advocated were not 
always as far-.;wing as our aspirations. and wcre some- 
times vitiated by being thrown into a social and political 
4 xwum. 

We s~~f fe red  from that characteristic wcakness of intel- 
Icctuals, impatience. perhaps w e n  arrogance. Committed 
to rational inquiry and to pushinp inquiry to its iimits, 
we tcndcd to believe that once a question was solved in 
principle. i t  was solved in practice. Yet, even then. we 
were sometimes timorous, unwilling to carry our ideas 
through to n comprehensive conclusion. He!en Palmer 
said (No .  1.  1970) - and this is my only criticism of 
hcr occupancy of the editorial chair - that " ours is a 
time not s o  much for definition as For exploration" ; 
but. ~lfter a decade or  more, definition way what we 
needed i f  we were to continue. 

And. finally. we did not back our  d e a s  with o rpn i sa -  
[ion - nelther organmtion of the Sociaiist Lca, w e  o r  
,Alliance type nh.ch was canvassed on several o c c a w n s  
and which w y h t  have consolidated and given cohesion 
to our ideay. nor organisation to win acceptance of 
our ideas within the mass labour movement - in the 
first place, the ALP 

Now we face the dilemma of whether our  own gouping,  
and the new radical movement that we have. at  Least 
partially. helped to  create. will atomis;: into a series of 
special interest groups and ad hoc campaigns, losing a 
co-ordinated endeavour and a central direction cowards 
the xcialist transformation of Australian society. using 
as its levers the institutions of the mass labour movement 
and the organs of popular protest. For  ihirteen years, 
Outlook has Seen a significant element in the vanguard, 

standing on the ground of sociaiist aumanom ; is. there 
anything that can :ake its place ? 
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