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er of people who approve of the poli
. ple policy of
._arxl_st-Lemmsts have nevertheless said I{na't] “t.:er
_"s-_because !hey do not think it is correct to “breait
e Cpnn!m!usl Party or they helieve the struggle
eﬂ_on_‘:vnhm tl!e Communist Party or they are just
| : m:l:earrelln;g’;. Th(le.lre are many variations of
ul people have honest view
B s and they want
try to answer some of these queries.

.i‘t_must be said that the history of the working
istory of struggle for the correct path to socialism.

s carried on a strenuous battle with all sorts of
ny of their works—today’s classics of Marxism—
ents against this or that opponent of scientific

verty of Philosophy was in refutation of the ideas
ngels' “Anti-Duhring” was in refutation of - the
. Much of the Marx-Engels correspondence is
ng the wrong ideas of various participants in the
nt. Those who have read Marx and Engels

rx and Engels carried on their arguments with
‘with great vigour—strong language, ridicule, but
ard the correct view on the isste in COntroversy

els founded the Communist International. Again
a history of struggle for correct scientific socialist
irst International ended in the 1870’s because

. anarchists headed by Bakunin.

Engels had triumphed: they

er: they had become the property of many more

names of their opponents are _all but forgotten.
es are not entirely forgotten mainly because they
tuated in a negative way by Marx and Engels.
themselves who was Duhring? No one reads
ring now. A little more is known of Pro_u«?hqn
they are insignificant compared with the gigantic

id Engels. : e

participants in the struggle, it was a very Sert:
' ously these men, Proudl_lon. gaLuth:i
sinent figures each with a following an ﬁa:." -
rectness of his ideas. No doubt the f(l) o iet

d the | narrel-—sought unity—were Serious y up
nity, The ssues -oants were not as

Jitv. The issucs to the participan
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. No one erected a s
serving the capitalist

g On Principle

St ntiated the firmness of
le inch in principle‘intrrczf'r
uggle. Marx and Engels kney (1
ipheld and defended them, '\u i
i "".".ki'ad .thc‘:y‘ compromised—hz,
-d ‘unity™ in the First {nlcrﬁ
been postponed. Their contrilys,
not only in evolving and dev e

gnboy

Id 4
plags, M

, a dictator, a spy, a dogmatist
; ator, Y, & do and a th
gs. Lenin’s contribution emerged prccise'gu??: .
st as in the caﬁeaof Marx and Engels so in tl?(l-
.‘e names of Lenin’s opponents have all but 'oee.:;

outstanding controversy in Lenin’s life
. i , the le_ad‘ing theoretician of the Scc;n‘gaslntlh;t
b L s denunciation of Kautsky probably has no parallel
i the B sa rgthless examination of Kautsky’s role and his
nal Pl working class. Kautsky was a man who had been

upholding it against all attack Ahe

X replied in one word: ¢

ggle’s sake but struggle to.n'i\‘ Sl

'y and practice. Thus in !
sm were laid.

pels carried on the struggl

upholding Marx’s idea:

never departed from sir
his eriticism of alien t

‘gave great breadth ic
ibution was that it or
dent class in the stru
d international collap

its leaders showed
e positions of their ¢
the workers against
he imperialist war. T
ralian Labor Party :
nent pledging Austra
imperialist war.
etrayal by the lcad:
story of the Russic
ess struggle for fl
vrong trends in th

d all attacks on
on matters of
how tempting
: contrary.

‘who enjoyed tremendous international prestige and
of his followers were sincere, class conscious
‘the cry was raised against Lenin of “splitting”, of
of dogmatism. Lenin never wav red. No doubt to
cipants in the struggle it was * ppointing” and
e the quarrel for they honestly hoped and wished
t capitalism.
orrect in speaking out despite all the difficulties?
t and no one today questions it.
) y of Marx and his titanic confribution
all time. His refusal to compromise on principle, to
theory resulted in the Russian workers winning
n and building socialism.
hose at the time who said Lenin should not have
1 Social Democratic Labor Party: those who said
rinciple but his tactics were all wrong. Just the
ouble some honest people today. Of course, it
who was the splitter or dogmatist or dictator but
ppted to impose upon the working class incorrect
and has been more than amply vindicated by

mpr'omised——had he for the sake of “unity’ _ lent
rrect ideas. then he would have been quite wrong
uld either have forgotten him or, condemned h f
, Lenin had remained on editorial bonr‘d.s 0
rs which were spreading WIOTS ] s_inf op-
er to criticism would have said, ,_ook:b.ettq
Editorial Board so what are you talking & 01: s
d very well that a clear line of demarcatlcﬁr: (::1 d
between himself and his followers on the
| trends on the other.

day’s Battle Just As Critical

a controversy is taking place. It is m:!cr;erf:gfgg
s and outs of it here because we arc el

ents of those who say W¢ shpu 1 g?] et
arty led by Sharkey, Aarons ﬂqthliE“irs't -
critical as it was i the days of the
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 only, of course, at a gy,
\] Moy,

anced state of crisis and ¢

and its. doom is not itlrrL.h no %

ible to avoid that doom, i

onism, i€ revising from My, :

Wptﬂ i | Mar -

f capitalism—in its most extre f‘
Xtremg

und revolutionary principles ;
d rapidly give it its e
want to put revolution in the :
;pto_ the foreground the old refor
_a;n_ into socialism and peacm'mm,lft
and oppressor. g
ways present even after the victor
cvisionism arises out of capitalism ¢
capitalists to adapt the working
ts—capitalist ideas—pctty broduc-
r the victory of socialism. Cap 1

+ -“A‘rv'-.-wfg'ri‘id:

The existence of revisic

ave come fo the top in various
~of the Soviet Union and

qnarig:s—Marxiat—Lcn
which Marx, Enge i
not the end of the i
. It has happened bel
ven after the defeat o
L in one way or anoth

the objective fact ths
r of Parties. There |
ing dismayed, disgustcd
e not determined b

to remain silent
g the policy of

he ustralian Party
, Johnson, Miller,
' is argument

jan Communis!

onest people criticized vari
1 various aspects
t_he g.nswer was, “Oh, Hill is a me?nlc;t; ?mff i
tee’”’, and later the same was said of all the nlrrt\];el
' d {8

ill first raised opposition on the Political Committee

Central Committee, : :
was circulated aboﬁtdk?i:ln:ﬁlugﬁ]gr?tsirz?mg‘a-lgn QT
iews and those of others was put forwarﬁ i b
was demanded in the name of unit '
Jhe ly and dem i
ey should remain silent. But democratic cen?:;ﬁ::.
jst Party and unity are part of Marxism-Leninism
Marxism-Leninism have been abandoned by the
I'hey are mer_ely slogan_s now misused by the revision-
ampaign against Marxism-Leninism.
remained silent they would have been gui f
! guilty of the
__Sharkey, Dixon and Aarons. They would have
orkers and gs_s1sted to adapt the working class to
Marxist-Leninists they refused to remain silent. In
.y were “expelled” from the Party: in other cases

ionists Sharkey, Dixon and Aarons split the Party
persisting in a_wrong policy and then by the
ethods of expulsion, ostracism, organized slander

have doubts, we say try to imagine the situation
ed a member of the Secretariat, of the Poli
the other people concerned had acted in a similar

sionists would for the time being have gone by

ge: there would have been more confusion.
nge has been thrown down by authoritative and
alian working class leaders and it has made the
atters of mass debate. So in the days of Marx and
days of Lenin they were matters of mass debate
yanced workers. Is there anything to fear I this?

et about? No, really there 1S not. !

we believe you should consider our Vi
correct and in accord with Marxism-Lenmist 1
1 should study the views of those whom W& C_al]
. quite happy t0 republish £ th'c-lrb n:dte;me
critically because We do gar de d’* E-f i
uld study the views L R
nent. No Marxist-Leninist i afraid of dEbah{{ L
Leninism prevails. It can withstand any attacs:

isionists Fear Debate Sl
key, Dixon and Aarons, owever, €

i elfave- deceived some honest people Ez
1| for adherence to democra
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wiet Party leaders. T
ﬂnw put our viewp Th“‘”.:' I:-‘.‘l_\,- th
Th ?Rptgrtumty to win g m-li it v
the truth of the matter, Jority
not directly expelled were o
our viewpoint. The o

revision 1stg

ination. They ¢ Fohl

: . y demandcd (. too}

m}? _made no apology kfk(\r.:‘!:l\-" [

0 only be elected if they adhereq ]
3 i Cd ¢

I )
y purpose of a conference i
g ) . > 18 SC
d;:l:lee thle dhge. Hence “tt;{:lz-..v.}_rl:\
was excluded altogether from .
te Conference. o o
‘that Sharkey, Dixon and
gether and tried to impo
In our' opinion it is ahs
ion and to make the denunc
key, Dixon and Aarons
et d us from their part ;
g class just what is at stakc. A

ave engaged in factional
within a given Comm
" against Marxism-Lenin
f Marxism-Leninism ag:
is that Sharkey, Dixon
| factionalists, they resor
of every kind. You m
for example, that the |
it was and is said

proof and then K¢
bjected. Allegation
about it. The foulc
Mhen you say or thin!

o the opponents O
Dixon and Aarons.
Marxist-Leninists

on, Sharkey and
term is too strong,

ade a spade.
sed with full

as

pur political argument) then Shark :
‘worst type of renegade. en Sharkey, Dixon and

negades Must Be ldentified

gh to identify renegades of the Pe Souze
hey proclaim it to the world and fﬁﬁ%gf“ﬁf k(lj
class support. But people of the type ol‘“Sﬁ:—ukc\?
ons do not proclaim 1t to the world, They strongly
ey _ut on the clpak of Communism, of l\flaracis.%nyl
- they must be identified as renegadés and it‘muqt
they are renegades. Lenin wrote a whole bo k
yletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky”
ong language as he did of other renegades. Sharkcv.
ns are just as much renegades as Kautsky and for

ilar reasons.

they are worse because they do not tell the truth
previous community of views with the Communist

another example. At a Central Committee meeting
roundly condemned the right wing leaders of the
{tee of the Communist Party of India for their
hru's aggression against the People’s Republic of
as very good. He said they were renegades. That
ect and it was a welcome pause in th political
xon and Aarons. But today in South-
Y. d Aarons are lined up in the
the leaders of the Indian Party. 1f it was ¢
eve it was) for Sharkey to brand them as renegad
harkey by his own test is a renegade.
is said, but you shouldn't refer to the privatc
ople. And we agree that, generally speaking, that
it if a working class Jeader puts himself _tnrwgtrd
egrity and fit to lead the workers and yet is guilty
lass conduct it is absolutely necessary for it o
distasteful. :
sible to put on the cloak of anonymity ff’lmj-‘l*'i
[f the personal propert‘y interests of such leaders

1 or are a factor in their embracing revisionism it 15

said. _
cessary shame in being a business
lessman, provided you ar¢ completely

¢ the natural ideology cman
st ideology. i o

roduction engenders capitalism ar

ﬂaﬁg,pdaily. hourly, spontaneopgsly ﬂ%i Ionl Oa
N Selected Works, 12 Vol Edition, Vol 10:
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L the “theoretical” basis
ioni ” aemprwle Must quog

7 oletariat no
the struggle against the rc]'-(:r:;:\!\l'v e
a change in character of this . "

d to explaining the errors ,

‘and ruthlessly expose cv
movement who reveals these (..,
anot know with whom it wil m-jm

inst the bourgeoisie.” Lenin I‘lr";:u

X

all ‘-ht‘w
= I“-'Hu{-

It is said by some that the is:
it is premature to struggle. Hoy
time when rencgades raise the
The issues are crystal clear—for o
he task of all Marxist-Leninists is

ggle. Historically, of couric
public initiative in the strupcic
ublicly attacked. And
f Mal‘gii;m-l,%ninism agains
: - the other way—had ilicy
these attacks how n?uch grea
In refuting the revisionists
ave upheld Marxism-Leninii
ical insignificance as I
rge as even more gi ¢
ept silent and preser
idemned them.

of Volume 10 of Leni
- contains some of ("
of the Third Inter
revisionists and

iated the leadership
uld have nothing
~of the sociali!
ecessary to have
ly, ideologically

st leadership bc
mly confuse the

an Never Be “Wage
se¢” Under Capitalism

concept that “wage justice” can be obtai
n is the central theme of much of lh:-,) ;::::;d-
issued by all sections of the labour movement

ribune, official organ of the revisionist party of
Aarons & Co., has joined in the chorus. “Workers
for Wage Justice” ran its front page headline of

: l:inder this heading had spoken of the struggle for

erms of the class struggle, as a struggle that would
vhen the workers had established socialism, that
d overthrown the rule of the monopoli d
own class rule, then the headline would have had
caning.
said no such thing. In fact the Sharkey, Di
ving long ago abandoned its revolutionary and,
ttress the reformist illusion that “wage justice” can
t the system of capitalist exploitation.

found in this press a consistent call for the
o lifted into the political struggle for socialism.

» were possible under capitalism, then why

' ing for the ending of capitalism and the estab-
ol

of the matter is that there can be no “wage
italism because the very process of lism,
ds on the exploitation of onc class by

‘continued intensification of that exploita

imum profit prevails under capitalism. 1€
aw intens%ﬁes the TNJUSTICE suffered *,tTEL
r the accumulation of profit means. at 111L m‘hntt
“in the poverty of the masses, no matter Whe
d nominally. :
v of capitalist accumulation L‘.thId'ﬂtt:tLllil:\m l;'rtl:jl
nse significance in undergtandmg &_l‘pl ﬂd;\-’i’lopS.
» of the direction in which capitalism ¢

. in Australia as well as in any other capi

i i s the pover
capitalist accumulatloln l?lcf:is:{; il;:ve;:?ngt 0};
i neral, &
That is, the £ e




the workers but also for

quence of th : * e v
| € operation of 1}, lT::idlL . ality of Australia today? Does this law operate?
: ; pi_!;_allst deve_lopmenlt after the war has been quite
it lengths to show that the 14y of r : ‘ s rapid growth is explained by intensive investment of
relay; ! pital. From 1945-46 the gross national product

nt of the working peo aliy
(SIE8 people deriyeg f,
ment of capitalism. Thcscnl:l\\ﬁ fro
talk about “wage justice” leay

6 million to £7,327 million in 1961/62—an ;
han 100 per cent. Total investment in the IBar;e;[;;
30/61) amounted to £17,100 million,

nt the greater part was local capital but in recent
estment has expanded rapidly and some of the
ns of the Australian economy have been taken over

capital.

of U.S. investment here is worth drawing for it has

ing on the wages struggle and its political impli-
eaching.

and its derivative law of i
. ! impoye
onary perspectives of Marxi;f;‘;;;mn~
exploitation of the working class "
brings th_h it both a relative
of the working class.

Erows
I!\(,I an

ibout the absolute, general law of cpy )
lences: i

" Ninefold Rise Since 1948

vestments in Australia rose more than ninefold from
11948 to £540 million in 1962. Australia has now
ch traditional American spheres of influence as
in America in the rate of growth of American

t system all methods for raising the
abour are brought about at the cos
all means for the developm: . of
elves into means of domination ey,
oducers; they mutilate the lahoier
degrade him to the level o' an

roy every remnant of char in ; . :
ggest American corporations, 37 have investments

il; they estrange from hin: (he -
labour process in the e cence agreements with Australian firms. In 1960/
rated in it as an indepenont about 230 branches of American monop"llcS
ons under which he v | in ralia and over 900 Australian firms had licence
ss fo a despofism the 10¢

building

! i hinery, road
ing (automobile, farm machinery 2.0d and

rm his life time § L
* the production of sui| . i " chemical, pharmaceutical,
o i e machmery'), i pf U.S. operations. About

F accumulation; and ¢ -. stries are the main area 0
again a means for 8 of the auto industry’s output is produced by S d

avested in Australia is mainly private and almost

of direct investments which g:g;a&tese
e ol, To facilitate their expansion the .o
ntleal(c::nl};e of international finance o.rgamz:émges_.
Tnternational Bank for Reconst.ructjgc;n] (:]11:}‘l By
bank gave Australia loans totalling £2 L
11962); Australia is the fourth largestI rg(isqp e
from the International Bank, after Indid,

tion as capital accun
ent high or low, mi
ys equilibrates 1
serve army, to [
law rivets labor ©

‘misery correspondir

m Australia.

3 rofits fro
acting huge P British investments.

opposite pole, ; y 48 to 1960/61, new s

ts own produci al ;j?‘? zj/tpoﬂEd, amounted to £5863 mx]lm;l. e

gaee00)- have already received back 3121(1);(1 25440
rning resen! d. Profit on this invesﬁment ggg .

1t of the capital actud y eXp A

an Communis’ munist

|
|



- investments, during this period investmen

while profits received reached £37n.3'":l‘1‘i'llll‘tterl
were more than twice as large as the “m.unn

over the period indicated. Dun

private investment in Australia over the |5 v

. 1/62) amounted to £1,512 million, of which g,

w £862 million or about 57 per cent, and the [, i
States, £474.4 million, or over 30 per cent.

* While Australian monopolies, such as the monopoly stec|

3 . Broken Hill Proprietary, occupy the central
most decisive position in the economy, the foreign “takcove,”

and ign capital and between British and American intereg,

within the Australian economy are intensifying. U.S. imperiiliy

is attempting to ride roughshod over Australian interests and 1.
tility to it is rising from many quarters.

However, on the question of exploitation, the different mono,
groups are all united. :

The Australian wages system, naturally, is of more than pa
interest to those foreign monopalies with investments here.

It is a notorious fact that in 1951 at a dinner attendc
American and Australian business interests in Chicago, one o
chief executives of International Harvester said that Ame
investment would be largely conditioned by the wages struci
He attacked the system of quarterly cost of living increases in
basic wage, stating that it was an “unstablc” factor that v
have to be eliminated before American businessmen would
their money in Australia.

The Menzies Government was certainly quick to take the b
By 1953 the cost of living adjustments gag been eliminated =
baf:;;vag.e; Wﬁgﬂl::ﬂbﬂi%d” or pegeed.

since that time American money has poured into !
gfouﬁgﬂé%j.%’l the interstate executive o¥ the AEstralian Coun
w4 accumulalgg;fﬁigili;ated that since 1950 the loss per worker ¢
basiowage b ampunted to £190 as a result of the pegg
ploiter of the Austra

lited

ks has
rtions. The contradictions between local

has emerged as the most ruthless o
Dpeople. Its profit rate is three times &
factories here are notorious fo
sify exploitation.

dQWs.last year a dispute arosc
men from leaving the produc-
actory the wash rooms and
o that people visiting them

In the Ford fac
over “regulations”
tion line to reliey,

notoriously anti-union. The
1 {0 prevent unionization.

lustralian Communis!

‘Motors shops the “walking wounded” are notorious,
ured on the job are made to come back if at all
GM shops there are elaborate systems of bonuses
, act as fines for late arrival or stop work action.
» this aggressive job policy is the activity of the U S,
bor Attaches in the various trades hall buildings in the
These so-called attaches bribe and flatter union
through them exert influence at such trade union
s the A.C.T.U. Congress.
‘Embassy Labor Attaches were behind the moves in
to split the A.C.T.U. and create two trade union
leading exponents of this idea in the trade union
vere the Shorts, Riordans and oth(_:r right wing elements
stamaria’s National Civic Council which is supported
1 funds. The U.S. Labor Attaches have paid much
A.C.T.U. President Monk and Vice-President Kenny,
v of the N.S.W. Trades and Labor CDI]]'I;I!.
4 lies, with much purpose and drive, attempt
b j]:)]gz(:;?ic(’)n and at the same time split the entire lra(}_r
ment so that no obstacle will be in the way Ofxthl]!f
tensive exploitation of the Auslrall:an workﬁné_r [i;]op :
rati ital and production has reached an €x-
' tig\?cloifn cAaﬁstralia. Tl?e following figures give an idea
e of this concentration. Foa e
fied o the biseest comparis 750 0 o o
pusing pe ital: ¢ B 2 onopolies
t 0%3 au paid-up Capual' dmongothenilll.(;lg} :;COUIE]( for
g capital Ogimglrit;]:iigcf]facﬂries of the manu-
: According to_o o = ersons comprise 32
all such enterpris}egolg‘[r}gfnféec‘gUNT FOR MORE
‘all s 5

PER CENT OF ALL EMPLOYES.

is a direct confronia-
: e wages struggle is 2 nironta-
is:::igﬂlia .:;:.l:mpol%, the most acfive and aggressiy
U.S. monopoly. T ]
! c q =Y - g a
.fag:’sila‘f"ch‘l‘?l}llssi}::g}’l is there in them? Compare the hUEE

- ial columns

o in the financial 0 :

e d almost daily 1n t ok, with the

e fiht of our aged and sick B0
press with the plig 1 the lack of schools.

known to the Australian

. ioi eople, Wi neak of the
Dgﬁtl)lo;;gwmi%éslf sgch as transport, 1ot 10 SP¢
n itself. ard of life has
‘EE;I::?; a certain sense the general standard

- what cost?

Loy T * w:' tgefhe worker sells fort
i ) I
IJOWeS o Com{{c‘fnenﬁtls, that is to S&Y tl

Communist
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lnordermexi.ltauﬂteim:duoe to i

in uce, to prolong hi e
it is necessary for the working class to cnbgtair;S lphflyb,::
sistence, indispensable for living and multiplying,

Parallel to this purely physiological element :
“ . X th - y
sower is determined in each country by a tradititmlz:ll
fae that consists not merely in the physical sense but i

ction of certain needs springing from social conditio
men live and have been brought up.

~Thus the value of labour power is varia -
hlstgncally defined needs ofpthe working bcllea’s:eljf;%lr]]]%-”” the
i:flfo s .thferc are some which derive from the very Ct)ncﬁ;i[‘[f“'\‘
. ra:rri' E:)r %ilramp]e, the industrial concentration has led [1“
olf, worko suburbs and the necessity for an ever-growing s :Ih‘
v ers to travel loqg distances to work. The cost of 5 i
port must therefore be included in the value of labour poﬁ-i" :

Many workers today s i

i ] ly spend two hours getting to and fr

grseu:: ::sedtsr here are increased not only becaur%e of ﬁlé f:;inlw\n?

s, s cihaﬁl;ltis&ft%l but by reason of the additional fatiim-\
. These hours are added to the working day

can only be normall : f
acuitibinsi s y compensated by increased leisure and be

al L"\i\\u,

c e
BHOS of .

uh.
ce of |_|\M”

n I‘ik‘ Sdtig
NS 1n \\hiLh

m;{:h ;a%?t]i:laallcs?:sgims of life create other needs. To keep
a washing machine isﬁid:exgesMgo to work and for this to hap)
in industry today than ever be:.Eore{.)re o are worki

Becaus incre i i
i, pie;)sfu:::- t?;l:imased intensity of exploitation and the i
Thus cultural life is cu‘;eche.c‘?ﬂﬂ!!'-“going out” becomes a drudy
A tclevisipnset i own and television comes into the hom
transport and Al i1 _dis?wepted need. Because of the bad pub!
o alinee becomg' Stances between home and work, a moto
ne a necessity. Thps, when it is thoug:ht about

: taui}];m%flﬂct]]'l]ine, television, refrigerato!
e QE‘W e worker to work harder

And behind all thi
the wage-earner, ﬁi‘:s !
15 to 20 miles out,

um to a decent dwellin -

um £ some

and otgbhgcd to cut down on other
o €I increased charges.

2, vidly as the poverty that “carries

»  WIote Lenin, “‘inevitably
111%3‘ needs of the people and

"{?&' {i_l.rstrn!r'an Communis!

Standarq of

sle that the working class has i : : )

st, of these new nc%:ds in th;};rr?feochdhﬂ:g&?clumon
is that the real wages are less than the value of ?,ﬁk‘jvcr.
hole process of capitalism tends to drag lh,ﬂ our
owest limit which is the physiological minlmll-lr\;qgu
in the worker. On the other hand the struggle of tr'r?
ends to include in the wage the historical eleme v
f labour power. cments

UGGLE, THIS STRUGGLE FOR JUSTICE

E UNTIL THE ABOLITION OF CLASSES 1§
T WILL NOT CEASE UNTIL THE EXPLOIT-
HEIR CONTROL OF THE STATE APPARATUS
(THROWN. ONLY THEN WILL JUSTICE BE

wage justice under capitalism is to turn one’s back
I eninism. The price of labour power (wages) can
d except between limits which leave intact the basis
t system.

jc wage rally in the Town Hall on February 19

lifted the sights of the wages struggle to horizons
jsm and spoke of the need for socialism. The working
ngry for revolutionary theory. The Marxist-Leninist
anguard” reported one of the speakers referred to

i g:
t inside and outside the Arbitration Commission,
“outside the Commission we need our job organiza-

ible action on the job, but

g]e talk about irrespons h .
ind wage demands is the most responsible type of
ays in

may suffer our defeats, but our vict.ory lies always
ing organization and unity. While we are being
we will always have to struggle and our gains will be
Timits of capitalism. What we ne¢
‘rid of exploitation altogether and b

d to do is to think
ring Socialism

‘ aﬁd Lenin urged the same thing. In his classic "‘\"ulgi
ofit”” Marx wrote: “At the same time. and quite apart
eral servitude involved in the wages system, [h\z,‘ 'L:l’t( ks
1t not to exaggerate t0 themselves the ultlma‘[; i
day struggles. They ought not to forgct‘ttl?t_ g
 effects, but not with the causes of those thf:.’ﬂ.f'-i - g
rding the downward movement, but n.(n‘cthn ging
they are applying palliatives, 00t curing J sl
therefore, not to be exclusively absorbed M oo -

; s i ringing up from the neve
es of the market. They
Page 13
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y.e:ngil::c(l,ers the malcri‘al‘m(h;' ey
nomical rce(mh“_“t; l0ng
B Illn
o)'S Wage ¢
I banner "
.

: WAGEg

TRy
:dh?_s been bounded by the

th enin always placeq lI|L~C“ ;
£ e political consciousness o
wa r‘k‘a]lg class conscious of Hl\W the
way. € have to talk about ;. own

rticle (Written 1960)
‘ thought c'ESectar'lan”

was written by E. F. Hill in 1960, before

conference in Moscow. ]

ﬁ_'se of the struggle against revisionism in

st Pa_rty of ‘Austmim, L. Aarons made an

of Hill's writings.

have published—the pamphlet “Towards

igﬁs”.

%ﬂ) o second. We publish them both for their

_ y ent and istori i i -

_ﬁng"geogezl:le th'Oletarlat . :reigionagmaf historical interest in the
I 0 prosecute it to ihe b i

ip of the working class, to i i / le were written today it would be modified
3 g ference to Cuba which is a socialist country and

at the e ; ; ; :
: only road to socialism I-ds ive appraisal of some of the Communtst

ggle of the proletariat for ‘I TIn this respect 1t overlooks certain 11075,

:%emslc (capitalist class) and e _agrees he shared, in the work of the
JEOEL rty. Otherwise il remains valid.

WWNWV\MNW‘

. Mle, ‘:;wturg, that is, the need for r.(,
ng of capitalism and to show th rmg
: g_gle_s, to fail to do this, is to .sllkl-.

con-
into

my penetrates deeply int
talist system of coercion
> of class relations wl
i oisie try to befog and ¢

tion of the 12 Parties said: “In condemning
'ommunist Parties believe that the main danger
sm, OF, in other words, ri t.wing opportunism,
1 of bourgeois ideology paralysing the revolution-
working class and demanding the preservation

italism.”

uggles of the worker:
of capital prevents
tends to bring th

helps the proletariat
ads to the conclusion that

lies with force just as great today as then.
be seen more clearly today than before.
1956 a noisy vociferous minority
mmunist Parties including the Con_‘ll‘.l‘lm?l;:
hese people were characterized as revlillofmsu..l
minated themselves Of were eliminated 110

onomy centres its atlc
 capitalism, which lea:
alist revolution.

orically speaking cor

in Australia. Thest
ist theory for their
Marxist-Leninis!
with certainty. 1t
truggles, its work,
triumph of

about them was that experience proved gtshe:)y
er been Marxist-Leninists. The proces

mination was not particularly difficult
3 Page 17
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of this matter, however,
(namely capitalism) ang i, ©
d the working class. Thyy el
an influence—it weans away .

of it—it influences both partiC‘f]L':; »

~requires the utmost vigilance .

ted another influence too (h
a egrtain element of uncertai;
-a;:en trends, alien policies,
itas a'certain tolerance of th
ideas is of the essence of My
neiple is vital. The defence of M.\
banner of Marxism-Leninism i

"

conservatism, dogmatism, sccta,
at. Lenin long ago in “What - 1o

“freedom of criticism” (in th
ed the Party leaders of dog:
It is one thing to deal

tes—if he is an honest |
utmost pains to try to corr
ely to tolerate—live with

where the right danger -
of these.

‘a very large place i
eeds war. The overall ou
se of imperialism_is
orically is in clear sight
No change of heart o
the imperialists can 1
do so. That is their -
ialism and nothing
has happened, howeve!

in the final anal

Mtin,
e
Presgyp, |
Why
]thci“

‘-Leninism. The 1957 Decly,, ang

tion e

AL requpg,
Ity, lack o
PL‘]'h'_g 8 ij
CSE trends
KT]L
Arxism.
Crucig]

§ X 1aniss
that is the accusation made a0 :wq\ ‘T:
dealt very strongly with thos: who
2Nse
Ism,
npa-

of world forces whi

force—balance of
for peace and

n Commun's!

&ésimrate life and death stru i
£
outcome—the victory of %ﬁ?:nnw::\;he::;:;

dpoint the defence of peace is a class i
r_king_class against capitalist class—‘ﬁ?:)sé;glr;;n

It is essentially a part of the revolutionar
lism. It demands the ending of capitalism. Tt 11;
question of fear of hydrogen bombs or atomic
No question of pacifism arises. Ours is a call
55 10 stmggl_e with all its might against monopoly
st imperialism. The U.S. imperialists are the
imperialism—they are planning aggression—war.
i ﬂﬂmer%t is up to its neck in their plans and, of
nes of its own. It is a violent brutal government
and understanding only one language—that is

opposition. Australian imperialism is no dif-

ther imperialism. But in some of our appraisal

a trend of pacifism. It emphasizes the horror
ser of nuclear explosions and so on. These things
uite correct to expose them and struggle against
thing wrong with it.

uestion is monopoly capitalism and imperialism
s criticism—and the way to bring it to an end.
emphasis needs to go into showing the working
er of war lies in the nature of imperialism itself.

ose to examine the role of Australian imperial-
the Anzus Pact, in New Guinca or elsewhere
t out that it is plotting and planning in the
itions of imperialism. Only its complete cnq
The essential question is not whether they are
weapons, bacteriological weapons, Jet planes,
r s ther diabolical weapon—all that is important
3 em ve of the ferocious character of imperialism, but
al question. The essential question i imperialism
task of the working class is the overthrow 0
Ll

he

Be

\ﬂ‘
his

o
=

‘fng Of International Tensions

ho put great stress on the _lesseningui‘oénir{]tg;
hat is important enough but it depends 0% T
stage has Australian imperialism Ch?}?é::itll‘d—
’ i i as s

through various tactical changes e

A throu,
Aenzies even supported peace i%ilism have

jan imper
- spokesmen for Australian mp Labor Party

ernment O unfortunately :h? 5
alwell (and whatever terms are U




m has acted in the only w
sor with external agpre

ay impg,

A la
SS10n i

ang "-‘-I:I,II

the lessening of tension 4y |

ous error. Wl'.ncnevcr there has

sion the imperialists have never p,
1atior he force in the world E;.” 241
ocuvre. Hence the vital m,.;.‘[-,“,J P
at still imperialism and how 1.-'.| '

es of imperialism. "

been ;

‘the forces of socialism and the |,
pel!ed even to give lip ‘_-'r-,[|;.wlll'
uld be a grave error to be take iy |I
aceful co-existence—war is
—sogialism eliminates cxploi.,
. The humanitarian qu
secondary to, the scientif
d, war comes from the cxpl
S ._Th; socialist countrics
policy of peaceful co-c»
t a passive thing, a thing 1!
imposed on the imperiali-
y ﬁleir final overthrow and
a question of relative
forces hostile to i

le have been move
on or another. Ther

b or something of that character Bertrand Rus

8 to blame the US, and the Sovi

s J.5. and the Sovie i

ension. But how can that really u.mltlt :':::nn
a_.wc:i——-thc Soviet Union is a socialist u;L ol
rialist country. o

ou rpight say. The danger of it for one thing |

tuation such people will actually -sit,IELulaliltl't:]Lir‘.

e when the imperialists make war they >
to say, well, here we are—we are m i
they are going to resort to slogans of p

ealled free world—to deceit and what hav

rtrand .RUSSC"-—-WC.“-anW[] figure in broad
| case in point, When the Summit talks col
lame was nine-tenths that of the Soviet Union

t of the US. If war had come through the U2

ave said that the war was nine-tenths the fault
and one-tenth that of the U.S. and nine-tenths
supported the 1J.S. side of the war,

gl is by no means alone. Morco

e capitalist countrics have devolec

‘the peace movement with the aim of d

1o ir own advantage in the sensc outlined
“remember how the International Peace Cam-
luable work in the pre-World War Il p riod
s under the impact of World War 11 Ti
re have been very great changes indeed

attention to a simple fact,

nist approach to the peace question is not 4
sroach, It is a precise scientific approach based
e nerialism and the need to end it. We
ing the peace forces: we recognize the importa
even though many of the participants 7 )
unism. Nonetheless our cs5 ial 12
"our might (naturally in appropriate %
ple, all the peace forces to an unde
as for ourselves independently to 1k
serialist stand and to eschew all pacifist 560

actio inst imperialism
ﬁ':- T“h'i,lp‘:ldagmﬁc :;ﬂal?laﬂiﬁm-lxnhll:m
because eat emphasis that has been
?ﬂlﬂwm mlf well blind us 10
sed on us by the imperialists

same matter is the srong tendency among
broad rera:; movement 10 cxcéudc Jtrmhc-
: . anc® ) 8
Jeft generall) and the acceptance Y
: Page 21




Communists of this position. That illustrates the
:ﬂWil a partisan struggle, is a struggle » Bt By

b .
s

to eliminate the Communists for reasons f{-“.nft !Mperi,

ing of that character is really to assist th ‘“'\m“[”*m:qﬁ

Indeed, it is their o%o;licy. Then again those Communig; <" lis;
kmneﬁvitiel n refrain from sheeting home the I_C[\”E;gil Vants
o where it really belongs—on U.S. imperialism. Agm”\p““\"“‘\t.
nize that language, presentation, etc., vary from ‘m“‘_" Tecy
audience, but it is the duty of the Communists e
explain their view of the situation. ¥Where |

Today with the shattering of many of the pillars f

about the 1f1eac»ehll intent of peoplcy]ikc I~:isa1.3nll:ui;:w;?E ‘!l
revelation of the bare face of imperialism, emphasis has I o e

Uslop

The Question Of Peaceful Transition

Take another question—the question of the peaceful transiiy
to socialism. Well, of course, we stand for the peaceful 1 ?-%%:J\I
to socialism. But the matter is not one for us: it is a matter i
ruling class. Is the ruling class likely to submit peacefully i is
expropriation? History knows of no case where it has d '

E;gsea];im the forties of last century put this matter very well whe

“Question: Will the aboliti i ‘
4 Sicih] wa'y? ok ion of private property be pos

_“It were to be wished that this could happen, and the Cc
n&mﬁ&% ?fnonmy. be the last to take It):gc:t:p‘[inm theret
Tons M evfm ha‘;’ﬁﬁf’"ﬁ] well that all conspiracies are not on'
not fade widday . They know too well that revolutio
and at all times thg and to order, but that they were ever)
are entirely A __'ngce_ssary consequerce of circumstances
parties and Wh%mn ent of the will and control of part
development ,ofﬂtgeclasse;;_ _ThEy also see, however, tha
forcibly S“PPfés'séd; .leﬂtanaF in almost all civilized lan
Commmtish (o and that in this way the opponents ©
Should the oppr 333 with all their might for a revolu
revolution, toletariat be in this way driven finally

proletarians ; ¢ Communists will defend the cause Ol
It is w ‘ ith de_eds as we now do with words.
whole matter o recall the 1957 Declaration on

from capitalism to socialism 1 "
e working clags and its vanguart
Qllld to as:hxeve_ the socialist revoluti’”
i cord with the interests of '
with the national interests !

3  The Australian Commun’®!

‘to this whole matter. - 0 givey [

aumber of capitalist countries the . [
nguard has the opportunity, given ac U\;riot;zu:”gmc‘lgss
ar front or other workable forms of agreement ;n%
ation between the different parties and ub?ic
‘to unite a majority of the people, win state gowﬁr
ar and ensure the transfer of the basic means of
e hands of the people. Relying on the majority of
nd decisively rebuffing the opportunist elements in-
inquishing the policy of compromise with the capital-
ords, the working class can defeat the reactionary,
rees, secure a firm majority in parliament, transform
m an instrument serving the class interests of the
an instrument serving the working people, launch
entary mass struggle, smash the resistance of the
ces and create the necessary conditions for peaceful
socialist revolution. All this will be possible only
4 ceaseless development of the class struggle of the
t masses and the urban middle strata against big
ital, against reaction, for profound social reforms,
socialism.

ent of the exploiting classes resorting to violence
., the possibility of non-peaceful transition to social-
borne in mind. Leninism teaches, and experience
the ruling classes never relinquish power volun-
Sease the degree of bitterness and the forms of the
‘will depend not so much on the proletariat as on the
up by the reactionary circles to the will of the
majority of the people, on these circles using force
er stage of the struggle for socialism.

ibility of one or another way to socialism depends on
conditions in each country.”

after experience demonstrates the truth Of_LIhF‘ I jr:
ne may think of the overthrow qf _the rudlcj '(\T'Tn‘
st) government of republican Spain in a brloohswx :
the U.S. intervention in Guatemala to 0Vert [gl‘ntt
onalist (non-Communist) irldf:pendcm gc:):netrn“v }:icl;
 in Kerala where a Communist goveu}n}llc,l R
to a programme Of <ocialism but whic hr e
odox Parliamentary style, Was oyerthlrowtfl \(?crnmem
sainst the Cuban bourgeois nationalist gOvertet,
e and their statement that they will not :
vernment in the western hemisphere. .

. : . e
ralia one can think of the tightening (}13}&' Ei;:n;[‘l ;hg
se of repressive nEeasuresn_c::rt}:)c;;y mbld gl
certainly against the ommunl nd agr
'*-@pnfogmift opinion. NO. ;!}e lcg;% aggpj;g; 3
based on force and nothing phee

munist



its
the

~ alter their e
* there has been a tremendous accession of strengh PPeneq o'\
~ class and socialism, which opens the way for more cff ‘
with the conspiracies of the ruling class.

A failure to understand this is to disarm the
for power. Indeed, just because of the

the ruling

But the pressure of the ruling class, of alien ideas, of |,
as to the stability and character of capitalism of democ; T
Jed to a blunting of consciousness on these matters, The ; :
the situation is far more favourable for socialism in op. .
simplifies the problem and in another way intensifics the

for it. In our country, illusions have grown up, based upon
superficial prosperity, of a sort of growing into socialism. I

't?am the Australian rulling class has no illusions. It is
with every reactionary plan. It is openly flaunting its ao
??s:ﬁegmns 1v£nﬂl cshEa‘][]\TO, bANZUS and continually it"|
i mee enge by the people—i S i
a1 reacg ge by people—it strengthens i
pression is kept dry.

Another line this : i i
A pressure takes is to depreciate the ro
achievements of the Communist Party. It is unnecessary t

. on the ferocity of the att i
Speck foe M tacks of the reaction on our Party

attention. This thin
kemms;n_, or criticism and self-
Ogmatism or something of that character.

Some eople are
o this soe-t OI; thu;’; .no doubt unawar
wrong with what t
there. Let me deal wij
of errors in the wi

and Lenin analysed this matter iy

conclusions. What has of course | such ¢

Clay| |

10 the .

i
CClive (i\ ‘llll,w
“‘r
working clag |
class and world socialism the des SArengtheny,
1alism the desperation ang jy,, of

increases, Iry of

.; un

"
SS1vVe
k JATER
. : h Cret
onary legislation, makes sure the powder f i

Errors Subordinate To Achievements

. But another form of thinking nceds
king comes under the banner of Ma
criticism or the struggle

: e that they have fallen v
In'_words very often it is dsi(ﬂicult to find 1
/ say, but nonetheless the essence of
"‘?fBPECtS of this. The elevation to front |
m';dhe Party is one form it takes. Bul
: ehim its 40 years’ history are ind -

y achievements; of course, the Party ' °
mistakes today than in the past. But t0 *
our -_meam activities have been cha

TIOTS is entirely wrong. Partic!”
| conjuncture of cirgumstangces where
_everything to attack and discredit -
Ut it is to put the errors in th"
ur splendid achievements.

~ The Augstmﬁan Communts

id that our Party has made dogmatic errors. N
ve been dogmatic errors but they are quite inciden
am of our work which has been quite correct

to the following cffect should not go without com-

¢ the Soviet Party our Party has waged a resolute
st dogmatism. particularly in recent years, and has
pe of its worst expressions. But as we know, such
| exist and show up in our propaganda as in other

ental

| question of the capitalist economy, for instance.
orkers we still have to some extent a reputation as
rs’ due to a tendency among some of our propa-
xaggerate every manifestation of instability in the
d to elevate symptoms of overproduction into full
In no sense, is this characteristic as strong as it orfge
‘evident in some of our propaganda and is, of course,
it.
s are alert to these weaknesses, and the effect upon
m is to sow doubt, not only about the soundness of
standpoint, but also about our motives. It helps to
a-0ld slander that we welcome misery for the people.
1l have to be more sober and carcful in our analysis
Cstudy of Marxist political economy, not just in
its application to the specific conditions of modern
pitalism.
n for our dogmatic errors lies in our too great
ur general political understanding and an under-
‘the importance of studying specific situations .
Review, June, 1960, page 251 all emphasis mine.—

of the words and sentences of this there could be
but that in this writer’s opinion adds to the vice of 11‘
s is a great emphasis on so-called dogmatic elrdrun,‘ear
every force of capitalism is pressing the nghf ba'm-ﬂ'lt:
-called dogmatic errors in the way du;lah }riUhl
to open the door for the influence of fhe r1

in right wing ideas. R
nents. Our Party has in the course of its work ©

s oot TEevVIS 15
ars conducted a resolute struggle agfgﬂir‘hr:‘tﬁfgﬁ ha
2 gEiile o b g
feature of our work in this regare. %o 4, qeer

i better put, left sectarianism. THE CETE

i'a;tglﬁfcn ’?’E apply P1)he words of a Saw:! lrtc\sotl};m[glll
2 to our conditions 13 p_recis_cly to ?eb:ftlgllc' &
hich the Soviet resolution is doing f{the i
d we have quoted: Take the question 0 .
simple fact is that capitalism 15 zimsitarali'
ost-war period in the world (in Au

“phases of cyclical erisis. .

Communist



central qg:ation is the very narrow oy B
- .. 2f v:'xlt‘i‘;olr‘ldLcapualusm, about th:'l‘_ Of th
B i B et | e 'hcl Sharkey spoke in S.:Jl!\unm.
L M m]mmp thwm : subscribes to the v;‘u“_"h\m .Ir
il e n the sense of which he compl, that v
o i w; strong (no stronger) adherents of the S, Mog
3 m cnumimﬁous for the people. (No stronger L-:'f'“ thay
mun{nm i Id b:n:lcllought of.) And what are we |1-1.\.;-1 of
retreat S0-C slander and play up the vj 0 do
wﬁ“’i‘ﬂ? © Virtues o

For my Em’t i d'? not believe we are regarded by the w

Y g pwleﬂ in a §1anderous sense and if we do r::rl ‘ gl

- orly thgmlges t?t capitalism we are not doing our job o

e ﬁr;:lt;amﬁé is an error, of course, that we need to koo .

o b b an unquoted paragraph, is the so-called "PH”
_ inaccurate figures a characteristic of our work g

ants to point to a few errors i
S in prop:
 he wants to put a case for better grog;i::ﬁ: ﬂ;‘aI
to put it into the framework of the sir - i;i.
tism at the very moment when the main e g
ﬂﬂ entirely different thing, gy

Relations With The Labor Party

' is still another question on which incc i
ise—the question of the A.L.P. Mc::luagrﬁ?lluﬁhr!“
ears thcl‘_e has developed the unity of the wurl‘:in).v
dingly important development. Very good rclatmni
between Communists and A.L.P.-ers. The con-
truggle have had a large part in that—for example
peace has attracted people of diverse opinion to a
(already I have dealt with some of this), the
creased wages and the general protection of living
again impelled the workers into a common 5lruggli
At of democratic rights similar considerations apply.

should be made to strengthen this. But close
the A.L.P. workers also have the side that unless
| vigilance A.L.P. ideas creep into our ranks and
already exert a great influence in the ranks of
ass. But we understand that the A.L.P.is a capitalist
form of a working class party. Sympathetically we
o the working class. We may take the rankly im-
nents of Mr. Calwell over New Guinea (and indeed
T questions) as illustrations. The striking fact today
rkers accept and think deeply about criticism of the
s not to deny or minimize the strength of theis
legiance to the A L.P.—a fact which must be taken

sunt.
and in our propaganda

i
XPose
¢

5 Qg:m\‘,’oﬁm;faﬂgnmough, errors are made, but the great {cuiupe
g 5 Tﬂm Pargy members is their accuracy, |
o d truth (lleftn use this statement to support an arg :‘H
% them (Ieft sectarianism) is incorrect. The proof <
outstandi“'iein whé% s;t;n&go%ﬁdbounnee ? ; llGourdmain & i
g s S 4 10 nd Guardian. If you |
agilatio(::lf yéiie;v-i‘?iu; mt:ﬁt important medium of propag)':mii l\ll
o treﬁ;e bl tie” ee that their absolutely outstanding fea: '

idous development and improvement over the yc

Let me qu in—
quote again—"Our Party has justly been renownc o

the calibre + :
all, pop ula.l?f aé?l, in which color, wit, humour and, :
Today, unfortunately, this presentation have been strong feal
il propapio it § does not seem to be such a featu
tedions, and s & e of whom are too self-conscious 1
from the idiom o 3_11d mode of expression far remo: -d
for this, but, obvio le. No doubt there are many re:
\ : ust try to overcome these weaknes

and agitation there must be
silance against the penetration of the fundamental
A L.P. leaders (he they let, right or centre) which
nation of the working class to capitalism. This 15 not
janism or for jumping over stages but it IS 2 plea
Marxism-Leninism.

en the ideas of socialism are
ust be advanced. The policy
e—_unity—needs correct un

Yes, we must try o
does scant justice 10 overcome all weaknesses. But this pas
the factories, ¢ any, many party members who speal
Wlllj__\le,_ of course, harfs, on the ships, in houses, in b
;&r at is the Speaker can and should improve his 5
umber of good is the development of a lu

becoming mass ideas,
of unite and struggle

derstanding and cor-
jsm 15 a

this superior %Y TS W
sp:-i;_;].cegeju;g s L. Eosﬁzilj?g; geabzgﬁegﬁgﬂl‘ n. Subordination of our Party t0 rhefur}r:ll g
15t : = characl¢
| itical line in a correct way the profou’ ot occurred and if we understand the €
g::m our and ‘often making usc of v rrectly it will not oceur: : 4 TR
< . that our Party over the 40 years of its existence

nt factors. Its
above all the

¥
language” never subordinat
e rejoice 10

errors, but they are 10t domina :
ne of learning from errors, and ad
ss of the ideas of socialism. Today W

solve to take it further, faster.
Page 27
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Nare Light L. 1. Shdl‘l\(\\

Betrayal of Marxism-Leniy, is}ll

I the “Marxist Review” of October, 1963

3 . ’ y unde; g

; L‘?:ﬂﬂ Mnrximr:ls the Basis for Revoluliuntn:v"l;-..I'IIF' of

Sharkey, general secretary of the Communis( '1"."11(.0...

Australia (revisionist), in a rambling article enumerates ,::I'I‘ o
> LT

ideas which he calls “creative Marxism”
o ism” but in real;
=ﬁ or nothing in common with Marxism-Leni::Esrl:. reality haye

~ Hopping from one point to another, with little or no

ysis, the article comes down to an att il
 analys _ ack on the Communi
- of (’_:h_ma_andrehashes a number of anti-Marxist ('m- o
the revisionists. o
The issues discussed are too numerous to answer unle . o

" ) o

writes uﬁ:h}l,:roxi:’ b&t the overall answers are well coverc
mA]most stsltl- bllmilst way in publications issued by the c
from the beginning to the end, Sharkey resorts

o ol L

A v?t?::k?lirn]l’ the ct%:{:hls;on of the article, says, “In all
princi;;les i arty (the Australian Party) adheres firmly
i mmﬂfm al‘ﬁl‘:ltt:rnatmlnalism,” However, the
ot proleistip i 'lfn completely contradicts the pri
Howisu S A .,._
e Pany mpziﬁfaﬂﬁu internationalism” equated to the pol
A8 regarding the Indian-China border cor
+ " ting f‘_:)]lowing the armed attac!
on socialist China, Sharkey condc
%{.mﬁ utﬁl_lst Party as traitorous to Ma
; the Second International.

and never saw the light of

) , shortly after this, there appt

”tand the “Guardian” which
‘the Nehru Government.

ﬁeﬁ: % Australian Party occup
: Indian Party. “Proletar)

Albania, at the same 1l
&_wndly attitude towar'
n completely contradic

m 5 i 4 : 118
rtion, half-truths and downright lies against the leader o

Creative Marxists” is furtl!

The Australian Commun'!

how do you and the present le: '
v do. : e eadership line this
l:_ma};:n[: up Wl:!h the mlcrnulinn:mqmp\flnnﬁr:::;
1;1;?? enin and betrayed by the leaders of the
article made reference to “their (C.P.C

- " L] 3 : k | o7 v
Stalin cult”. This is a Sharkey fuhricatiun.] B

3 remembers the discussion he and other ke
| during the &th Congress of the (“P‘L(l',A;\w[ﬂ:g
ar discussion with Chou En-lai, it was clearly stated
n of the Chinese leadership was not as §;Hu;kuu
defence of the Stalin Cult”, but was a balanced
contributjon Stalin had made to Marxism-Leninism
of socialism in the Soviet Union as well as his
er life, and the estimate that his contribution to
eighed his negative side 70/ 30.

, the Chinese comrades made clear their disagree-
“method used to attack Stalin through the secret
shehev delivered to the 20th Congress of the CP.S.U

~ Sharkey Kept Discussion Secret

¢ insistency, Mr. Sharkey, that this discussion was
om the Political Committee and the Central Com-
llowing the 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U., when it
ism, you made a distorted report
hering, misrepresenting the

ussions between the
same question. For
Chou En-lai held the

have knowledge of many disc
“Sovict leaders on this very
anuary 18. 1957, Comrade .
the Soviet delegation in Moscow. In this talk
| repeated the Chinese three points of criticism On
jon; the lack of an all.-round analysis, 1ack of
absence of consultation with fraternal parties.

of criticism by the Chinese comrades is quite in
e letter and spirit of unity of the international Com-
ent; a correct Marxist-Leninist method of criticisn

and in sharp contradiction to the methods it
frained from

of the C.P.S.U. The Chinese leaders ¢ 1 from
and their purpose was quite clear. It was for 1!1;
ainst the enemy and urging the C.P.S.U. to reflec

go too far. ‘
after Stalin’s death, at the 2211d'(‘ungrmx;. the
vas again made a stalking-horse. No othcr‘%o:‘r;;
C.P.C., but to state their criticism 11 puhllia. e
“defend the so-called seult”, but has made an &
ysis of the Stalin question. "
age

pmunist
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/ says: “The facts impel
‘conclusion that the Chincse :L-I”:H.. Ay
‘ ”on a course of splitting the in., !

'!],1|“.I

monstrate that differences ang
mental questions of
of the most outstanding is the ;. "
the “heroes” of the Second Inge, ‘|‘ A
se of an attempt to revise M;n--r.;"I.I
similar charges against Lenin, as Sharke, |,
» m' Y Ma

L or ]b't for Lenin to hold aloft, as he
: inism? History has given the a

‘historical conditions are very much /.,

neiples remain. Today, it is urgent and ...
rialism to subvert the revolutionary 1,
revision of Marxism-Leninism is -

revolutionary struggle of th
to be guided into more “p
 the question of the Stalin lca
cult” were calculated to ncy
by Stalin, and to reject th
upon which the very foun«
built. In other words. th
licies upon which Lenin an
n revolution, and had b

22nd Congress, pre
¢ Marxist” approach |

with some ©
L. g1r

ent the Chinese leaders rejected some
have meant Soviet control over China,
its activities against China, both in words

dustry Agreement Cancelled

o the domestic policies of the Chinese

ad, in particular, the communes, In June, 1959,

sl China set up an atomic energy industry and

atom bomb was cancelled, On September 9,

we agency Tass issued a statement on the

‘ nt which sided with the Indian re
splayed to the whole world the differe

ies.

, around the time of the Camp David talks,

od “a world without weapons, without armed

" And at this time vigorously propagated the

an David”, and did his utmost to prettily

aceful co-existence the overriding task

United States and the Soviet Union should

sine the fate of mankind, actually proclaiming

alism had changed and that Marxism-

the C.P.S.U. published many boo
s, philosophy, social science, the History
porting the erroneous viewpoints of the

lished “Long Live Leninism” and two
oheld Marxism-Leninism and the Moscow
Si7ed some revisionist and opportunist VIew

was again directed against imperl
In June, 1960, at Bucharest, the
attack on all fronts against the C
" of fraternal delegates to attack th C.
emely bad precedent in the international
‘undermined unity and violated the guiding
between parties. It was a splifting action
Communist movement. But throughout
mmunist Party of China has ad};crfldw;:i
differences, Only after the orear attacks
fraternal gnﬂ?cﬂ did the C.P. Jeft wn}th
r into public debate. The content of the
% resolute stand in upholding 1he banner
provides a conerete analysis, from #
Rt viewpoint, of the diffcrences.
tionary history as an_c;aic in the
7 revision of Marxism.

T
St
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) states, “In trying to impose it

other
ing the
| line

particy,,

to take part independently in dey
the Communist movement.'” Hh

Niny

What ruby, h

cipled questi under debate and, just as Lenin (g
utmost :

tions from Marxism-Leninism and expose the essence i
~ ary leaders must be guilty of the same charge.

Let us have a look at the facts about who's imposing vi
Firstly, the rev?sionisl leaders in Australia have every |
be concerned with the measured and logical Marxisi |
ge!mmon offhese pnnc_:pled matters by the C.P.C. Py
_ bers in Australia are reading them and independent opis
mg The policy and tactics of revisionism arc un
; and the revisionist influence of Sharkey, Dixon

and Co. is slowly but surely losing ground.
The results of the “imposition” of a revisioni i
1 : i of nist policy
Aumlu;:: Whﬂ){ ;é(l;)egmnmg to rebound, and
_internationa mmunist movement, bec:
truths of Marxism-Leninism are invincible. 4
be::he Australian Party has driven out and expelled sor
membcmof because they {,efuscd to accept the dicu
methods 5 onmdm policy”. Such actions are not «
‘“mm D the contrary, it only reveals weakness an
haste to “impose™ a line contrary to working class princip!
m‘ma ﬂllmmyihg S th’r@mﬁ the banner of Marxism-|
i centre for all Marxist-Leninists in Austru
dndlngmﬂm 1"“!“’“&; m 'who, because of their

Why Not Publish Both Sides?

are not “i
e

ism will be upheld.

, acting in this way, the Chincs | i

the policy” ©
‘ ’ all the sides ¢
5 and publish the principled

ﬁﬂ_t?lﬂn” is eorrect, what havt

ir views” on the international ¢
v gave you an example; they
ges ag well as in Chin
papers, the letters 0!
The Chinese peoplt
debate. It is a mass deh

) The Australian Commt

s Jeaders have published their views on the Il

and determination, to expose the fundan, .H""" th
dl dey

T Ssonis .Igoth in strategy and tactics. If this is “imp,
ticular views”, well then Marx, Lenin, and all the L‘IL‘:IEIh ot

dueted the debate in a principled Marxisi

ult of this great debate in China has not
t on the contrary has strengthened the
iﬂ&ﬁf the ]’ﬂl'ly, is 1)!:1)])|t' in the factories
d of the intellectuals,

iring the Chinese people to even greater
struction and understanding of international

the Bucharest meeting, the leaders of th
her actions to impose their policy by cxiending

re of state relations, In July, 1960, these
decided to withdraw all the 1,300 and more
na and stopped the departure for China ol
sed hundreds of agreements and contracts

s difficulties and inflicted serious losses on
ers applied similar pressure on Albania by
cutting off Soviet aid and later by taking the
of breaking off diplomatic relations. At the
rushehey publicly attacked the Albanian Party
n called for the overthrow of Albanian leaders,

d is not only pressure to “impose ideas” on
is a complete repudiation of Communist
a violation of Marxism-Leninism.

the leaders of the C.P.S.U. have gonc further
ards splitting the international Communist
ncreasingly drastic, and more and more Organ-

efforts of desperation in trying to crush any
od of unprecedented imposing of erroncous
the international Communist movement and
to Marxism-Leninism, It assists the enemy of
ement in all countries.

Committee meeting saw 2 heightened
sevisionists on the C.P.C. In the December
es by Sharkey. Dixon, Gibson gnd
ed a tirade of slanders, misrepresentation

champions of winterpationalism”, the Chinese
ngers, Trotskyites, and just 2 bunch of left

that can be drawn from this dis%ay is the_itl.
t publications of the Chinese Commums
policy of the 20th and 22nd Con-

for the Australian revisionists has
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~ The panic i

4 anic in their utterances will only ¢y,

5 th'm’t is right and Wh?l IS wrong in the .‘I‘:'”k'
is will surely result in more and mor Ly

truths of Marxism-Leninism. :

Cg-lg Ahusman revisionists, concentrating

L, S(:)pe in vain l_n obscure the fact ”il-'” : |

party in South-East Asia which follows the “im.]:L-\— lead
aton or

In addition to the C.P.C., New .
C.PrC, W Zealand,
z%he;(?:ﬁ;i?n?g: Vlsmam. Thailand, Burma ang (
ol mmion_ 8 an up_hcldl Marxism-Leninism (‘
R 8 ik ommunists in the world, the me bone st
million whgd 1es constitutes more than half. 'ilmxh'-l"-‘l"
g 0 not support the erroneous policies of Inl' 0
gresses. -

us'lt;t:;i:zc}:gmplons Oflreyisionism, Sharkey and Co
e it:: b at the majority of the world’s Communi
e bznkr ﬁgf ta;:{)::armongers and oppose peaceful ¢
e ek .
by, s and practices of revisionism
Iti i
el rsi:lh:;l:'l])::)viléli(li'::gnr;islcl)tﬁrJ tceylfyltfll_]ar:\clstsl-Leninists to worl
o he revolutionary banner o
m. The truths of Marxism-Leninism \gill Il“ILTI:I;N

furth, I
under e

Peoplg upl il
Olding

their g

Lacl
on 1
n

If!dn“.

Correct Errors of the Pasi o
Build for the Future

By KATH WILLIAMS

HE immedi . ”
the quesﬁo:lthll;e %tm“ facing Australian Marxist-Len is
replace the old Auntyrl:ﬁathe basis for building a mew p: 0
which has deserted th n Co_mmunjst Party, the leader of
the masses leader| e revolution, leaving the’ working cla
ess and at the mercy of imperiaﬁsm_g 7

Such a part 1
st be Pal',g( (?Eu:tnl:v firmly based on Marxism-Leninic !
for and brought to frujj type, which was first visualized, [/
ition by Lenin, long ago. In carryin

this aim, each o
ne of us
How do we set aboutl:]??sf? personal responsibility.

FirSts I think it j

girel 1t is nec

revisionists ha essary t i g

ing the old Pa;fybe“ Iy to examine objectively why

T suc : i
cegsful in gaining control of and dest’")

astances, can any one of us escape responsi-
happened? 1 don’t think so.

v this question, I have endeavoured to make a
a of myself and the part [ played in the past.

easy. It has taken mc a long time, and much
a lot of reading and study of the Marxist-Leninist
ent Chinese and other overseas material, to face
sant task of looking back over the past, and
shortcomings.
report of the 20th Congress of the C.P.S.U..
¢ understand it, and found it hard to accept, par-
rges against Stalin.
e first report I heard on the Congress. soon after
~overseas in 1956. I was horrified and upset.

n my problem? No, 1 kept it to myself. Why?
put my action, or lack of action, down to the fact
sal, disciplined party member. 1 have had to dig
:xamine myself unmercifully, to realize finally the
prepared to speak up and face the prospect of
wanted to be right—and on the safe side.

ushchev visited America, and I read his state-
s, 1 couldn’t work it out. I was confused and
| mention it, or take any steps to try to under-

fter reading “Long Live Leninism” and realizing
e—that many of the world’s greatest Communist
ng out—only then did 1 find the strength and
ward my views, take a stand, and fight it out in

jous, since the split in the party I've talked about

was something to-be proud of.

had these doubts so early revealed an ideological

s have talked in the same way.

: that T realize, after a protracted struggle with
uilty of taking a liberal attitude towards myse

personal interests above the interests of the

‘expression of opportunism, an insidious enemy

nflict with Marxism.

‘haracter, and objectively helps the enermy:

We were all A
standing, Manl_lgfembqrs of that
the party, hgldying

Page 34

us were g
Wi N one o 3
res; s € or more | P es (
Ponsible mass positions cading committe:

Party, members Of many yL‘-\-“I

The Australian Commu*

or it in a Marxist-Leninist Party.
th that T have overcome my subjectivencss.
t, which is the first step 1O overcoming 1t

honest with oneself.
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W,

e are lllﬁ products of th
mthme pns't :::n of all oursel
to shoulder our 11‘:.0.0“]:1j E;)nd develop ourselye ol
Ly ponsibilities to the wurk‘j:\ and o fi
12 clas

nnic:;; rie;;:)]zsi_bi]ily is to build a M
ey fag‘;::":ally, politically and organ;
up to our own pmitioidm\um”ll”\' To g3
. s €

own
st::sncgths and weaknesses
weaknesses. No one has all t

5
past, and only |

L We b o) A . p ;
€ able d its basic needs, and in the process,
) |

hich divide it — TO UNITE it as a class

"

e others, succumbed to the environment

fell into errors, paying more attention to
ve rather than from below and “settling”
This is the error of doing things

on top. :
ic methods and not involving the rank

arxis ‘
IXist-Leninist p,,

|r'-.
) (
|

Xamine g}
E. ] 1ne plf
ach one of ys In:

he answers. |t e nothy \
s are the makers of history, and

easier 1o see one’
M one's own
easier to se strength th: :
It i e the weaknesses of h;dI_l one’s own we- s b B
tis only by co i others, than thej € Ry ‘the masse

nstructiv CIL stren > B eadership, “from the masses to the masses”,

st method of Jeadership.
ften fail to consult the

in a frie e critici
L frendly comradely way, that collctively . |
strengths. €r overcome our we;&wcly we will
e€sses and
u

The inne
the contra * party struggle i
C ry, so i § not somethi
e by 1 me:hmg 1o be tackled ?;tlhmg e avoi
O'ffﬁl de the party s"lr‘gggles Bte a refiection of the .. !
witl i]] the 8 ese are Ih A Know
part e base :
y and the source of in;;f;ilrtkmds e
y struggle

edge, in practice, we 0
into our confidence, discuss their problems

ideas about how their struggles should be
adly consultation, SO that we go into battle as a
hen follow through by discussing with them where
n made. How and why they were made.
from experiences which should
further discussion, sO that step
d to a higher plane.

the masses, relegate
ously aware 0
denial of their

ons can be drawn
‘and taken back for
nderstanding is develope
s is to stifle the initiative of
ve role and whether we are consci
ys contempt for the masses and is a

How
To Conduct The Struggle

We are all
the 'stmggl 4 aware of thi
e “R5 €1n a _ S, The mai h
politi way wh geenal que . ; L
Iutio;;[l;yca“d ofganisagif)igjﬂl fit in to guﬂ?gn is how to 1ot truggle for socialism.
The ause which s th Y united, to carr pil_rty » ideols fi mething out of the past which must be overcome if we
maneislgf‘i"é P{lrty Smlggl: ;blective of us aﬂ orward the rev- ry out our responsibilties 0 the Australian masses.
colo € must b, 4 : % : i
W gy and i e a con fon a world scale, we s€¢ the rapid deterioration ©
in th: 2?? S€en enough p;mqple' e sauzsle i 0 in its desperate efforts to quell the rising tide ©
i Py, OL unprineipled strugp| ary struggle of the colonial and neo-colonial people.
z ggle by the revisio: st pverty, disease, and for democratic rights.
feel th is mor tely, there is DO doubt that
e effects of this more act y s 10 dCve must

kers will be pushing up more and more prob j
i To initiate and lead their cam-

rselves to deal with these.
he masses for the battles ahead.

‘ob is to raise the class understanding of the working cl
more activists and develop more cadres.

It we keep ;

movement N mind al
th s put it Ways, ;
di:n we will not ?;ﬁt and foremg:r objective the ;
ruptive effect on gur . ¢ pitf;’llabove our persrev?l?t]m
onal feeli
TK.

Comy ¥ n our 0
e k I personalities, with (I

to unite and educate t
ass,

ts working in trade unions

vigilant, for king j
ﬂley work ; In frade . A
_I reme; l'km an envi unions ne QU ~ inis
TS 1 ST f o o g o a1 ML P € b D
mmunist Pargye ¢ ISt 1o ZTE a trade upj R pportunis is nothing more certain than that reaction will MOVE T on
i Yalty is to the u;?jn official. It wa and attack us, US€ the arm of the Stafc in all its viciousness f©
on — not to th stroy us. ‘
; and they know 1t We
Austrahzm

;:OIKM not accept th
i A saw it 18,
it political. idu Y first
P i d“"lﬂgic:l loyalty was 1o
e ge oy °1'ganisatj0tll11:]v1mrldn£'clas i
Brdar e o give
ership,

~ For we are_th
n only continue

eople. b developing a §
50 ngobilige mass activity to the fullest extent.
Page 7%
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e main encmy of reaction, ant
to carry out our responsibiltics to the
We must set out

trong Mmass movement.
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On the Role of the U,
oy

of Australian Wome,

“Since classes arose there never was a ti

do without a working class. The naﬁ:cd :;umc R sociey

\ . , the social sgafy. !
g;nﬁ;::e:::nﬁed;?e serf tm_)lc the place of the sll']nl\sl:f‘: of th;ﬁ
g :n earﬂ:mworkmg man — free from ;"rvh" in by
SOt & 15 pletu: yh ¥y possessions save his own lah ' ide by
it L w?th atever changes took place in -.-o:;i ‘;
et it out a class of producers. This CI-i \
e il m:ﬂ‘:lgﬁli:;ll:it]:::es — t!:ou.gh the !i‘mc :1\1 ‘.IL ;
(Engels: The British Labour I\#l,o‘::::ine;tr ;Nl“ comprise all I:I\“

POwer
OCiafy

As cla i
ss society developed, women of the privileged cla

relegated to
Thé i 21{1); htlmtlel and to the task of providing heirs
iBbectority ind pfoey dominated by men and the m[.”!i
MBOKeT. Cldnkag 5_] pagated over the centuries. B o
Bitis e overwhelming majority i L
St . as slaves, as serfs , women hav
ntrics today. still livi i
works but a wage

slaves. |
: ng under a feudal s o
§ ystem e who
based on propert is paid only to the husband. BJEL |
doubly oppressedyErihts and over fhe vears women hi
right to beat his wife. 0 the poorest peasant had one rig:il1‘ I\

With the rise ¢ g
begun and 15 of capitalism al
Suppo SO arose , ;
ungqual Statlfsp %‘i;’y f(]:et%f bourgeois wagﬁT?hi orga nlm
and reforms whi ught valiantly f resented
0
?}‘: Dnhthe[n by c]:(l::sswggfi t‘;"e‘riate so);'ne Lfe?l:?linﬁiog‘cm
ey had no intent; iety. The ; Justices |
t ey were ; B
deal from it on Of changing society bl:tk fhgoﬁﬁh i
e a b

These earl
of women why Struggles made i o
0 had ittle diffe
pay. equal opporty "i‘;’ypftﬁper_w for their éﬁﬁget“ iR vast ma
g undamental rights hf.j Tight to be free fr n to inherit. F«
possible in class soci;ywh have yet to be Zlgl'd Of?jcﬂlc _\'lia\
. g / leved and thi
For capitaﬁ
w Sm- cay : f
moﬁaseng.r e‘gm A a;;l‘;iefglflctlon without the lab
used to divide tli-lemaﬁmum Pr(g;eap labour, essentia?:l(; cr',imiwt-txrh\l
. ide the workers, We b The natural divisi .
age 3§ ) We have often said th lt"lsmn by sex !
! at many processt

The Austealian Communt

ioble to women's ‘capabilities, but this is a feminist
ach and one used by the employers to keep whole industries
food and clothing, 10 the low-paid categories.

the introduction of machinery, women are quite capable
: idbs which were previously too heavy for them. And

which are considered to be women’s sphere, such as
are eminently suited to many men.

arguments for not giving equal pay and
They claim that women do not intend fo
do not have to provide for a family
anfly raise the cry that women’s place is in the home.
stry would collapse if all women stayed home!

s use many

ational Women's Day was established in 1910 to rally
11 over the world to fight for their emancipation. It was
lara Zetkin, the founder, not as a celebration for past
as a starting point for a great upsurge of women for
‘o of class society. The participation of women in the
o1 Revolution and their subsequent participation in the
ng of socialism in the Soviet Union gave d big impetus to
verywhere. They began to see that their demands for
- was decisively linked up with the question of political
" The myth of inferiority was demolished for ever. The
Jiberation movements which are achieving success today,
d fronts of men and women together fighting against

id “ the success of a revolution depends

extent to which women take part in it”.

' Second World War drew thousands of women into the
‘against fascism. Many fought alongside men, others took
. tools the men had left and kept industry and agriculture
The women of Europe especially, face to face with
1 in its most naked form, saw the need for a world-wide
t of women and so the Women's International Demo-
deration was born. It had nothing in common with the
, feminist, pacifist women’s organisations. It was @
organisation which demanded action against 1rppprlalllhn1-
anded the liberation of all men ~nd women suffering from
on in all its forms and demanded gxposure of the causes

member of the WIDF Bureat,
anisation because “it 18
hip in our
tely

rown, now an Australian

E was never a revolutionary Org '
a condition of members

ion (the UAW) or of the WIDF that women comple

Page 39
Communist




Bt o fkaal

" This sophistry cannot in an
: y way alter the fact (]
3 @ Ak g
tions Whlﬁh make up WIDF called for rcvnlulin:rlu[r”lL i
‘MB. over the world. It is only in recent \ __,\_:um\.‘-
th-’d‘ rowns of the world have become active in e Wi i
is revolutionary essence has become diluted R OF
. al

Since the end of the war and the establi
o i _csmbllshmcnl 0 ;
impeyrixﬁigoo%ia:trizgdf Asian countries, the s!rugulcl !:Lt-tmlr
g e or markets has intensified. B e
illusion that we are T’ capitalists need cheap labour. I)[-.m o
e iving in an affluent Australia, more o
I oy ¢ entering the work force, the majori . mor
ecessity. Y throug,

m I

Wit -
irnperi}:ali(::l edggipmq] country after another breaking
Bty s ot wmanon the capitalists welcome WOrEn o6
dtopped from 2:‘}ages. The number of women on “h e
4% of the population in 1947 to 18 %Jlfm d
70 1N

(Rural Bank
years. quarterly trends) and has dropped further in

But analysis of the devel

socie 15 of the development of class soci

tien 2; (':;:It;tl:gs i‘:lt]};;n it the seeds of a newssgé?gys}]";\l:? o

prclpletgriat. “The o"elg;'l::;lifp;gduﬂion makes them ;,E)r‘[”t

only by the proletariat UIggois rule can be acc( I

e et the particular class wh ompl

the o : ce train it for thi §s whose ccon

b°“fggg?sriftmllxlrtgal?;1 ‘31 RE e 40 Pei”sfotr?:kita’l}d R !

petty bourgeois stratg and disintegrates the péasz[ni ’ thlL

pltaciac Loni b welds together, unit e ol
enin: State and Rt:voluticann)l €8 and organiscs

In Australi
1a, a women’ ;
s 0 ;
Women, arose out of the ne;(giamsatmn, the Union of Austra

by milita for :
to embra::; :itl)lgfél ;md_ close to theawl())l:l)c%;em]v JRElE nisation
for peace and agailgl fSSIVe women and to ung' tc B i
Also 16 support Wofn the preparations for anloihall women fight
to free their countr efn of other countries al er imperialist w
better life for theiryf rom imperialist domi ready in the strug
el o iite it o Brcint i 1 to build
for better living st arige“daﬂd women in thef:l:rthat would not |
Esntcl 15 ﬂSpirationsaro fs An organisation wah(i].: union strugg!
from the working people the overwhalmiﬁg"lmajgriltz; fafct repre
: , of wome

Other organisati ;
4 sations =y
d , most of th 2
iverted the energy of women il mfled b
Page 40 Y from the

( bourgeois women
o need of strugelc:
] ’&Wfﬂﬂ' Cammunts!

- solitical understanding and socialist con-
7 e root cause of high prices, crisis in education,
: i 5, d lack of housing in the exploitation of
b ; ' W attracted the most politically conscious
Communists and non-Communists.

inside this organisation as in all others as 1o
it should take on many questions. There were
a broad progressive women’s organisation that
ate itself 0o closely with the working class and
They were against the organisation participating
“this would brand it as Left.

nd

3

hose who felt the magazing it produced should not
lives of women in the socialist countries, in case this
n women away. Others felt that Communist women
ship should not be known as Communists.

against petty bourgeois thinking has been continuous.
en wanted a “respectable” progressive women’s organ-
attract women well known in the community. The
as not on the overwhelming majority of women, little

’i‘ndiv}duals but who were struggling in many Ways for a

the most conscious of women in

ship of the Victorian section- Their militant stand did
them from the leaders of other organisations. On the
it drew their respect. Groups had grown up in 2 number
ties, The trade unions and the Labour Movement as 2
held them in respect. But despite this,
sralian Communist movement set abo
nisation as it did to others. A militant organ
not to the liking of the imperialists.
Freda Brown manoeuvred herself into the position of national
iser, a position especially created to put her in the leadership.
soon took over as national secretary and got hers;l[ elected
represent the UAW overseas. The ‘_:lisgrucetul stacking of ic
~annual meeting of the Victorian section removed the mnhml?f
leadership from that State and the stage has been set to turn the
-.",Otganisation into one acceptablc to the bourgeoisie-

tfle was being won by

ut to destroy this
isation of women

But the contradictions within cupitay)sm c:gﬂgu;ca?:sgg ;}:2
isioni i > na

Tevisionists' attempt to reconcile them: 8% hey are
~ being exposcd———their capitulation to 1mper1allsF§1 and their fbeg
. ging for pcace" is unacceptable to the rogressive women of he
B rid. No force on earth can change the correct direction © the

~ world women's movement.

Australian Communist
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] Paddy Malone Ansy.,.
Letter From An Old .l” l
€ng

before
J(jsr Christmas Mr. Paddy Malone, secret

v -
ictorian branch of the Builders Laborers’ Union - "' '

l’(.'!.':‘i\‘.da

letter from an

Party of Aumlinnlq ﬁemﬁe“ewl:oisisa:swn:en:]ber e Co

: re Mmim
publish both, the first being the letter to Mr.b JI;/I:’II:;:(:M ”

Dear Paddy,

I heard
F ﬂderationfh:o gglemy about a resolution on the Build;
for militant action to gba leaflet got out by the Part 9 L,I"?-ﬁ'
WOllderiug if}'ou 5 aI]o tain a better agreement [} whic!
tt-write ‘and eally know where you are h coulds
set out some of my thoughts to yeadmg‘ g1
ou.

Two years ago

1 ; you and the b
rgﬂi‘]i’ aa%ntm t(tjh Bmcourge of our ?’gﬂ?ere of tremendous
Wi :
att;cked Joe for his reci%?ilttmgml_
- Now it seems th 7,
that you too at you and the
are i others L
for carrying out Resc?ngng red-baiters ﬂnda;gnsé) anti-Comn

As well as that ndependent role of b }:?ir:mpg the

You and the others refused to hf :Jtls linh
ndie 50 |

raffle books th

at were f

fund for our elections ]gxtth;e;rmpose of building up an el
a cle

dogi i)he:ise things don’t Jand

i ygu]c_ly, as long as [ |
as caution.

militancy jt wag your “f:t’swﬁ

ass
, a leaflet wa

e i s produce
Communism and in p:-

W ;
il WE,r: ;gﬁ;l ;h%ltcl)lling that stuck

e B ! €s bursting

P{Oblems. gButagg&t ? change in S‘l&s e‘c:fo gL tl}i]ﬁ ‘
al 4 time whep it oha s ey i ay we handled parti

D it was never seems that e

yYour caution is abs

Where your ever
g I prese; I more n
sufficient tllngn nt actions are | ecessary. Sure] !
OW 10 see which eading? Surely tﬁ yOl]lq £l
ere has be

Th&['e 1S o pO] i8
o nly one 1CY 1s right e
tgc]l.;l;sm and you al‘en’gpi?ln-y Capable of | a.nd Wwhich is wron
iy &{;’:ntha{j & differancg;”nggt from ¢ “'eagtlglgt Ithe people !
% g along and |j and, in Spi L Wds staggert
. aggregate : istened Pite of knowj
fore meetin MOst carefully o0 ing where
nce, g I attendeq befgreeftltllléyp? t];?u at the la
Party’s State Con

When I raj
raised the point tha v, .
! © May have mjg
n?

of taking the
workers i £ <
At the Stat, Info struggle, : sed
until ¢ Conferen » I couldn’y fayyy 2. OPPOrtunit
numbg:-m were eritica ce 1 agreed withlttn t‘?.imm your report.
of peop]e wh s ‘."Qf what yo aid
Page 42 S ause it‘exglulclicsc‘imw

it

along “i

1 od

1elp

course had been delegates to previous State
of them had never been to a State conference.
y attended his branch meeting about a

know onl _
ears. Under these circumstances how on earth
he should have been a delegate to the State

;;hq leaflet 1 spoke about (1 am enclosing one) the
¢ is for unity and attacking the splitters. Why don’t
.cond look” and a third and a fourth? Unity is as
) a5 it ever was but your actions won't bring unity.
“ﬁ\ing to be vindictive nor a smart Alec, but it seems

less you pull back before it is too late, you run the
fine achievements you have spent a great part of your
to make will go down the drain.

Yours fraternally,

January 22nd, 1964.

ore Xmas and regret the
to the intervention of the
ed a little time to think

g for your letter received bef
replying to same, due partly
and also because 1 really want
matters you wrote about., I appreciate your personal
on the matters referred to but I must say, however, that I
at your criticisms appear 0 hinge on sccondary questions
hore certain questions of principle which are at issue am
“which all others flow.
particular you seem to ignore the very deep ideological
ences on fundamental questions that exist in the world
mmunist Movement. Consequently you see the actions of myself
‘my colleagues in a detached way and 1n isolation from the
eral struggle for a correct working class, i.e.. @ Marxist-Leninist

position. ) .
As a result, the conclusions you draw and the estimates you
" make are inclined to be superficial and one-sided (I hesitate to

say “dogmatic”!).
To try to explain what I mean,
* “take another look”. a3 ¥0U say,
others to do.
! Certainly!
- been doing all along-

1 would like t© assure you
taken lightly. but only after
caution which YO refer to.

For example. when 1 saw the ro
the C.B.S.U. used for a public attack on a brother party,

Communist

I will take up your advice to
correctly, I have often advised

f fact this Is precisely what T have

As a matter 0
and I have taken was not

that the st no
ked all my characteristic

1 had invo

strum of the 22nd Congress of
1 “took

Page 43

The Ausrra!im




w look™ at the 81 Party Statement and whay had ;. Hr

about Communist Unity and the relations betweey the .. 3%
Marxist-Leninist Parties which “are independent ang |, ' ‘,"_II.|.
: i"”» YUg
And, again later, when the delegate of the Commupjq P
of China to the Congress of the Socialist Unity Party of G, "V
was hissed and booed while the delegate from Titg's Revis;
League of Communists was treated as an honoured guest -
yet another look at the 81 Party Statement.

There was no mistake about what I saw — not only ahouy g,
relations between Marxist-Leninist Parties but also about v,y |"
revisionism. As the Statement said, it had betrayed Ma, ism-
Leninism and “further exposure of the leaders of Yugosla
visionism was an essential task of Marxism-Leninis Partie

I've also had a gbod hard look at Khrushchov’s
of Tito and R. Dixon’s defen

re.

fond emp
ce of the Yugoslav revisionists ;
Guardian recently. This is not my idea of adhering either 1,
81 Party Statement or to what is obviously correct.

1 have also taken more than one look at the India-China h
dispute. I see a socialist country being attacked by a capi
country which is led by bourgeois reactionaries of the capi

and landlo_rd class — and another socialist country in the pos
of supporting the capitalist country by way of propaganda, mi
and ARMS!" Proletarian Internationalism? Not for mine!
This is where modern re
yourself.

Certainly there have b

een plenty of s EofFal a- lot
clever talk; but at rock-bottorg thc)lr‘e ha P 2D

visionism leads to. Have another |

attack on the o

and the Marxist-Leninjst politics he upheld apg defended.

Now you can go back a i
u ca Year or two in thj B
igzryg::,r:ﬂf taken another look” at the que;sﬂgrllozfgu:ﬁg tiiggiz“
i ?xpefnences. Do you really believe that the might;
vements of the great Soyiet People and thejr great Party in
ity and the historic feats of the
ere won under the leadership of a
» @ “bandit”, ap “idiot”,

been called aj] thege gp;
. se things by

Echos who noy trail in his wagke-

The Austrafian Communist

.« Comrade 3. % Stalin hag
Khrushchov and the little Sir

Page 44 :

i i ti-
-Communism! What is more an
:ll:;lg:w;::ﬂlhan these preposterous attacks on

Struggle Beftween Two l|deologies

: f a pattern. They are
o isolat?da ?{fﬂésglguéf\z;: prolr;:tarian .and h(ju‘r-
o the oorld communist movement — a struggle in
| ll:lhtheiswgt:nuinf:ly concerned with the cause of the
o ::‘;noescape his responsibilities. i, o
13551 it is a struggle for Marxism-LcmS]stt;n :ll%f::ll[;'?lt
B o which as you know was agreed DY ;
Iwmolmmain danger for very sound, scientific reasons.
- t']e th'e A { new, nor is it an accidental phenomenon.
£t }‘:0 work{ng class to the needs of cap]ta]lsn}: c—);
b ;bzndoning the class struggle to overthr
m —_

: ari th
% and establish the dictatorship of the proletariat. In the

ication” ism-Leninism it aims to
of “creative application” of Marxism Len

i — a sore and
Marxism-Leninism of its revolutionary essence — @ SOT
udﬁspétate need for dying imperialism. p L
" Here I must take up your point that the‘reli;rsﬂc,) gnd, S
R lead the Australian people to s.0c1?j T
. cl?xllle I'm “not in it”. Here agaimn Ii sa}lr. t;mt ot
'..w::ran::es This is not a question of labels, bu
1app S.

Thi i iali i hip
L e i cialism, to the dictators
o i ople will be led to so Ll e
‘f"th: gﬁ;ﬁﬁ: p(?npthe basis of Marxism-Leninism an

it . :
basis alone.

a your own COﬂCluSlUnS db()ut where IM be lOll“d
. YO“ can d‘[ W W

t f Watch out for yOU =
B im rtant LOT yOu.

i. (] ut, more 1 pO

n lhat prOC SS. 3

S turned
! hose leaders have tur
.of A, isaparly W f revisionism.
- selfl The present C'PKhrushchOV down the Pathbcat T
about face to follow one to socialism, bu

i ad no
Such a party will lead T o s
B o At lI-ﬂﬂ)" “take another look”, a deep
oL say;
ith due respect to you, . Burface. _
1 vl\glt(}:llon’t just F;cratch about on the th from falsehood, right
B ly seek to distinguish tl_"uor S eon e
Conscnentlour?n)ia.ry questions from MEREE e, T must point out
from wrong, prima s of unity which you rmsst o ot
About the questio l:;qtmct question, but mu Jated to the fight for
that unity is nOE “{?Hiv“ and must be directly re
aim or object of pol e ‘ ; e
i ass CLEE : t can only
earking Cld.sb prm_l .pfrom a working claSSfVI;‘A;SDLIIIass collabora-
Trade union ;ﬂ?‘lg’lin“ all forms of refor
3 gle age
based on a SUUES ists have an
i : i munists
ton. o for trade union unity Com

5 o] hile being flexible in
11]1 Cﬂ:bﬂcmrl;ﬁ?“ﬂpl"‘d class stand and whi B
implacablt:

A st
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tactics must not give away on that principle cyer, |, B
temporary division on the issuc. g
If the struggle is conducted
finally won on a higher level.
Let us look at a couple of examples.
One illustration of the struggle for princi
against the Industrial Groups in Victoria,

At times during this struggle deep tempor
in ‘the trade union movement, but finally the grouper pol;
discredited and its supporters isolated. This struggle was
under the leadership of the then State Committec
Party, most of the members of which
dogmatists, and so on.

The recent struggle of the wharfies for improy
conditions saw the savage imposition of fi
sections of the Arbitration Act.
A.C.T.U. exccutive with represent
meeting a resolution calling for ac
movement under the leadership of
by a proposition by the right wing A.C.T.U. leaders
emasculated the action call of the original resolution.

The counter proposal of the right wing was carried by a m:
at the meeting. It led to a conference between the employe

e
government which in turn has led to the establishment of a
he waterfront.

committee to settle disputes on t
_ This action completely sidetracked the rising struggle again
Vicious use of the penal legislation.

_ Little or nothing has been said publicly about this delib
right wing policy of class collaboration.

The Communist Party press has remained silent.
In regard to

¢ 10 your criticism of the B.T.F. re
the leaflet issued under the name of W, H,
Our union i

_ : initiated a proposal on the
discussion to formulate a log of claims, 2

aimed at winning a new improved Buil
At that stage we even submitted a
a rank and file discussion previously
,_tThe 'B.TBF. endorsed the proposal in principle and decided
et up a sub-committee Consisting of union secretaries of affiliat:
unions to work over the drafg log.

The B.TF. then at a subsequent meeting endersed the draft
the sub-committee and decided to send g Copy to each affiliate
union,

around principle, uni

pled unity s
ary divisions (.,

- Congd
of the Comm,
are now called seet

ed wap
nes under the
This led to a meeting
atives of the W.W F

tive support of the trad.
the A.C.T.U. was countc

w

solution condem
Tregear.

B.T.F., calling fo
nd a mass campa
ding Industry Agreemc
rough draft of a’log based

Each union was invited to make whatever
necessary and indeed some alterations and

The B.T.F. then adopted the 1o
The TH.C. then called anoth
Page 46

changes they deemed
additions were madc
g and sent it to the T.H.C.

€ meeting of reps of the building

e Awstralian Communis
; ‘ |

-‘ & : , The T.H.C. then served the log
;ﬁ-maszsﬁl:dl?ogr a conference to discuss it. ‘
[ v 4y k about was issued subsequent t.u ﬂ.” IT]I.Si
The 1 et you spe;ention of a BT.F. log wl:llCh was ‘.\1 l. tl
The leaflet made no lunch-hour job meetings. The leaflet made

ein discukss:gdatﬁlc support of the campaigns launched by
an

i ilent about our program and
b waé‘s t%?ﬁ?ﬁf?xa?ﬁei&ed the wage l(_:vcl ?{HI'E’IOE
: 5 Iqstga t:r as compared with the buﬂdmg m({usl? dt?;c
of the metal T icide those that had been settled y. the
alméo.wfaiiﬁd s s referred to above. The leaflet, by IT‘pderq
g i pﬂmei‘istethc building workers away from their leaders
o auned (:gts ¢ eople like myself and my colleagues. |
e i 1_101:1 the B.T.F. properly estimated the leaflet and
In my opin AR S
: eﬁ 0:’\::1 1ltl‘nion at the November branch meeting, condemned
i | 1,
“b? ¥ “““‘f““““s V'Ote‘d with the B.T.F. qondemned it aIwa. Thc
B U d it in very strong terms.
Transport Workers' Union condemnec 1

jon as really the main
5 i ing at facts, we sce our union Py
in Aiogmﬁ;)l}ioi?\gml%nch-hour meetings on theh ]ogro;okeic:; X r; W
Bl lift the level of understanding of the el
fhﬁ?@g{:ﬂaw the proper political conclusions 0: e
| i i is and a strength-
. improvements in t 1 st
Undoubtedly glas ca;rége Wg will be fully co-operative ]ir; f?elg
i e  was that the real spirit of your leal =
genuine moves for this. But was th L
ntllll's the spirit of the petty 20sSIp that circ s in Y
Is thi . y goss
" about the leadership of our m(;lorl.d S L
flet produced s ) i
In_l'egard t[o tgfﬂlcﬁmin? out that the content (:-fmt;;tk o
$entt:1time¢l tec‘iwto the fight for working class p
irectly rela the g ;
. sistentywith the position we m[:;,fs:s:"t}.at L ques_m.el
; . e ‘ mi
: go“h(ll lulik;;os:g:r?ela]‘i?:g memhe;s of the Central Com
e Iy criticised. . e
% secmml:ia;df veryits hizrﬁ(;t possible to deal with all aspec
As 1 said before, s

tter. We can be
: cply 19 YOUR JeHel, W& el o
€ on in my Tcply -Leninism WL
guie a con}llplm: q.lglglseu in the defence of Marxism
sure that the struge

llity to participate 1n
d T intend to the best of my ability to p
continue, an

that struggle.
We can be cqu]zi
inue to struggle 10
(l;?l?l[(;m:i Marxi_st-l_r:m

: socialism.
i :Eiﬁomnnk you fOESEEE

=

¢

i i will

¢ that the Australian w:ork_ingﬂ_!clasrsm:ESS

7 55;: correct path to travel and Ilj;l z fp o
fornisl revolutionary party capable

i int.
letter and your viewpol
- Yours, Paddy Malone.
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How Revisionists Subver,
The Women’s Movemen;

f the
1 the

victorious struggles of the anti-imperialist majoriry
l world’s people, and the fear and contradictions wif;
imperialist camp cause the imperialists to become more Vicioy,
and cunning. Their tactics range from brutal aggression i, the
more subtle forms of ideological corruption. One moment
boat diplomacy and nuclear hlackmall.and ﬂ!e next, fair worg,
and hypocrisy with which they ftry to hide their true naiure

The great upsurge in the internatiopal WOmen's movement i
women's ever more significant role in the struggle again:
perialism, and for liberation and peace, fills them with anger
the full support of their reserve army, the revisionists, th
using every dirty weapon to subvert the struggle of wom:
exploit their emotions for peace and the security of their child

and to hold them in bondage of bourgeois pacifism
“humanism”.

In Spain and Greece women patriots rot in jails. In Al
and South Vietnam they are tortured and butchered. In |
America they are unmercifully exploited and two out of
three of their children are hungry and diseased. In Nicarag
per cent of all deaths are of children under five years.

These are the conditions im
United States at their head
and “womanliness”,

posed by the imperialists, with
, while they prate about “mother lo

In America they beat their breasts and write academic th
on juvenile delinquency while certain in

sale of filthy comics aimed at the corrup

to the acceptance of war, violence, and r

terests grow fat on
tion of children’s mi
aclalism.

In our own countr
elcl:onor{}ic exploitation of women as a source of cheap labour, 2
the ruling class perpetuates other forms of diserimination. b
economic and social, in order to Keep women in a backward ste
and split the working class ‘

y monopoly reaps huge profits from

The World Congress of Women ¢
International Democratic Federation, and held in Vienna

March, 1962, showed this great upsurge of struggle by the world

women, and particularly the women of Asia, Africa and Latil
America. The militancy and class consciousness of delegates w¢
Page 48
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onvened by the Womer

g i i /i = original role of
as in keeping with the original
e ::go:'lval Democratic chef:ttlt‘rn, which had
men's. 1me¢ Je against fascism and imperialism. Though
i 'm:]-les(::r‘ilsgi%nists could not achicve their aim of turning
theyctﬂne;esseiﬂm a bourgeois pacifist forum.
th? iy which elapsed before the next Congress, in ‘,III'I.L-‘,.
In the year thered their forees, and set out to impose ‘?‘”_'
1963, they ]’ga on the WIDF and the international women's mmlg.—
g B l(t:gcsk the Congress to Moscow and stackcq‘ it, in :}|1
ment. Tl’}eylate the real progressives and patriots. Thm‘;‘ aim \{m\!
eﬂ.“rtbmthgocongrcss of its inspiring and unifying potential, and tc
gg;ote'their reyisionist friends.

ali ned the exposure of the US. Im-

'I:h% lwhal‘l‘n?]il:l%ea tﬁl:gnl::%?:)i wumen”.pShe called it, "brmgmp:
o :‘;’mes into the Congress hall”. The contnhuhﬂns of the
s 26 £ ;frica Asia, and Latin America were no wkniil wzlt‘n;
m::le;;“n Their e;(peﬁences were the struggles of life and death:

side . WIDF by the
[ tton, re-elected President of t}}} WIDF v 4
Mﬂﬁﬁe‘,ﬁ;g m,:achine, praised Ken'ned_y as d _rna‘n ?ltp‘kli‘t{:m.
mwSlS anish delegate, Dolores Ibarrurl said, “we 1ntln\m -'t{h e
'I'hemgzm on the question of the struggle for [ZCE.\V(.L le piis :
s dy”. It was implied that as Mrs. Kennedy was 2 4
Iélz’tll;l:r yth;: barriers of class interests did not \c,‘f‘:st 't;:;\(\rﬁ:cnlmr:\-
and other mothers, say in South Vietnam. One L“S’l)lll[h gre o
e WO};l‘ld SG; - dt Ohlzilngglclﬁgba\errrSOn;hcnﬂca! warfare.
where children die, bloated an y US.

ionist circle = Congress,
l i . revisionist circle at the gres
S N tml''nV:J"eh:gminn. Mrs. Freda Brown.
~ was the leader of the Austra mln%hc egation, WP has long singé
i e O&I womillnt the most consistent _POIVIC.\' of
AR ot did}womcn from active par_ucnput!on 13
B ooy (}:{‘Clu ; indcpcndcntly work 1n mdus._trlg.: an
e 11 R i »njoy the > rights as
Pulbmh'fcl o EOd‘aS{hﬂiT-OW“ possessions. €OjOY A ;}Ilcmltm in ohse
B b o a“:1LdO s fathers, and be equal geiouwccomlplished -
it m;\] ost complete equality HEACHERS :~d to be intro-
?ﬁ c,';vorimlpherlL31 but some important reforms nee
e legal s 4 S
il of the Central
. FrourEetl” pubbish S I:ent]rbjl;a and National
ThIS_ petty- ih_:C0n1muz1is[ Party of / ,Uh _Ih. B R
Committee 101111 fmion of ,ﬂ\uﬂtralw.n_\M:vr!tu.n.t \}:;ﬂm 8 e
Seeretary of 1% L licy! This extrac I . Ie]
e : nilitat e ali heir struggle
) PrOngS“"“'L]dmtﬂi to inspire Austmllllag_ wr?lr;:gmlign! an t;g]%‘ir
gearcely calcll =~ oy and against all GiSGC s fis
ly for eque’ ¥ iru f ass.
not only fof qu.i ]‘-up struggles of the Australian working (t:a iy
art in all L lDht‘lrnht this was the extract from h_e_r_ contribu by
d ;n last November’s issue of “Women 0
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Th Australian Commumnist
¢




But, of course, this WIDF journal, noy, |,
will more and morc be used to dampen ("
lass content will no doubt gradually be clim),,, "
number ars some activists in the women's moye .
hm% critical of the bourgeois feminis ,-_,:I',‘,
fected in “Women of the Whole World", and determincd o,

.re made against similar trends in “Our Women™, journal o
m of Australian Women. These efforts succeeded in strengy,
ening, nationally, its class character. Since the revisionists hyy,

gwd control of the leadership its pages are being used 1w .
* the women’s movement and forward the revisionist linc.

No doubt the next issue will Jaud the fraudulent Test 1),
Treaty, and lead women up the pacifist garden path. It will
doubt also lead them up the diversionary blind alley of oppo
to French tests by dealing with this question in a one-sided
in step with revisionist policy in the peace movement.

The next issue of “Our Women” will presumably deal also
International Women's Day which will be celebrated in Mclbo
from March 4th-8th. The celebrations will be attended by Mad
Henrietta Katz, a president of the French Union of Democ
Women. The theme of the celebration will be “Protect
Children — Stop French Tests”. It is safe to assume tha
revisionists on the L.W.D. committee will seek to use the W
platform to put forward their line. They will no doubt cxj
women’s real fear of nuclear fall-out from French tests as
did over the test ban treaty fraud.

The struggle against petty-bourgeois and reformist idcolog:
the é\ustrg lan women's progressive movement has alwayi: ¥
mﬂlil ed vigilance. The revisionists see work amongst women
a t-;alppy hunting ground to extend appeal to the emotions a
ﬁgueﬁ: lo;;zil and 1o hold out the lure of pacifist illusions. 1
womenc; 3 s_:])loner or later be rejected by increasing number-
by these sﬁov;dymtgsu&:o lz:ea%H’1.“m‘yl;lﬁ:.-.g‘I' B s o
deliberate exploitation of w;lmeag’s. S ol thoo

must be exposed at every opportunity. icts and aspirations’

i

Melbourne T Mm.'-

Printed by Typo Art Printj o
for J. J. Masterson, 89 Highett Sns ;
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. Hill's Report to Historic
erence of Marxfé:t;[;gtﬁl)
[N :

7:)

i
i - t@’?{)oﬁtical Tep'z?é“
delvered by E. F. Hill to the redgut copference of
 Marxist-Lenuinists which decided to r f( nthe re-
 wisionist leadership of Aarons, Dixon and i Tbﬁfﬂ
 establish the Communist Party of Australia ks
% Leninist ).

The second part of the report will be published in

he next issue of the Australian Communist.

‘ Before the conference is a draft Marxist-Leninist programme
for Australia. That programme sets before the Ausfralian work-

~ ingclass and all Australian toiling people the revolutionary

perspective of a socialist Australia.

It places Australian Communists in the great army of pro-
letarian internationalists. It calls upon the Australian working-
class to play its rightful part in the international workingclass

- movement.

Tt shows Australian Communists gathered here as the rightful
heirs of all that is good, clean, honest and revolutionary in the
Australian workingclass. It raises aloft the banner of Marxism-
Leninism which has been thrown down by people who masquerade
as Communists.

That programme is a fitting basis upon which to reconstitute
the Communist movement in Australia and to repudiate the
Aaronses, the Dixons and the Sharkeys. I_t is a programme
bound to attract the support of the Australian working people
because it is true: it expresses truly their innermost desires and
aspirations.

It is a historic milestone in the Australian revolutionary move-
ment: this Conference itself is a truly historic conference. The
fate of the Austral orkingclass really turns upon the success
of our conference and our reconstitution of the Communist
Party: it is the greatest and noblest responsibility that one could
pcssib]_v .undertake. & : 5

Hence we must approach our deliberations fully conscious
this immense responsibility: fully conscious that upon us .

The Australian Communist




ﬂ;& X

the noble uhf upholding the banne,
~ There s no doubt that we will do that: there . ,
conference will successfully reconstitute the Communpjs Par

and put the Communist Party of Australian (M.[ ) upon
correct path of socialist revolution.

The nature of our times impcratively demands that e u
the banner of Marxism-Leninism: demands that we Organise
highest possible quality Communist Party closcly linked i}, |
masses.

Experience has shoﬁu:_ that there are fearless ch
Marxism-Leninism in the Austr.

0 douby

ampions
alian workingclass movement
men and women who have not been daunted by intimidation, |;

slanders and have not been led astray by bribes and fattery.

the relative handful of Marx;
Leninists who from ‘the Very out:

Lenir set of the struggle against revisio
1sm in Australia took a firm stand have been joined by the crea
of the workingclass movement,

Experiencg.- has shown that daily, hourly throughout the wo,
new forces join the ranks of Mar i

W fi xist-Leninists and oppose 1
visionism,

eTier Just that dey, lopment in Australia cul
minating in this wonderfy] conference Ie is N0 power o
that can Prevent the adyapee

och of g o
€ socialist system ﬁgs ]Jetiomthe 4 macy of socialism
Om capitalism tq :

; socialism
Socialist Revolution €5 on apace
€ national liberag Y

_ ._-4l0n movemen 1
PR e mperialism, Hoo o - otuzt'i) K/ at the very foun
people are Waging g great battle agaj I[!dOIleS]Hﬂ
zwpﬂgp!e of Somlh Vietnam_ South sm: so _IEoo
W Guinea e ar a dpan. The
Perialism, ~ © ¢ re on the MOVe  againg trglian im-
The struggle against imperiglicy :
g €rialis
workingclasg movemeng golg,s ah:.nl;1 lllsa l;:i 'Toﬂmte
meq: lflor National liberatign e otfl.h:;’d
capttalism with jts impepiqpis; - o
The Austrajjan wo i i

- ODen 1o scientifio socia
515 A time for Supreme :
- of those two men of genjyg __°
Page 2
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" almost alone, is about to become a world reality because it is
a

backed by millions of people imbued with their ideas,
We do not sce the postponement of socialism to some remote
d dim and distant future as do the revisionists — /\umns,. D|fc’o‘nl
and Sharkey. It should be known that Sharkey has c_Jflcn ?(uc
Etl}rxlat he cannot see the end of capitalism for a hundred years or

* more and this within forty-seven years of the October Revolution

and fifteen years of Chinese liberation,

i along with the 81 Parties’ Slalcm_cnt that the main

:r:mb g?f)‘:; ?;slegis the transition from capitalism fo soc!al_lsm—

th t the 81 Parties’ Statement means what it says: that it is ()_I:]l]‘
Eh:: to give‘it body and soul, flesh and blood in accordance ‘\:1
!i'tjs revolutionary principles here in the conditions of our coun Y.

IMPERIALISM 1S ON TRIAL

Imperialism is ever more on trial. The gpnc.ralttclrls:jsdgékc)zé];nﬂf
ism which grips thg-l_ fjcanumy. the politics, e
capitalism has mntensifie AU i it
i 'C%pl;iilclimdz%:;‘:m{Jj&g(jjll?;gpé]:i]atl)itfls%n has put itself for-
% dlSlnthhfﬂll(gl'lm ion of }ml)cr'iulixn]; it strives might _;md main
A b tde C';ntjpon It seeks to oust the o]de_r co}omal powers
e World' Og]i!ri(m Lalin America and establlsh its t)wn_n?_oE
5 'A'SM)‘ it Sc't(k‘*s to dominate the economies of the capitalis
Coﬁ.nntlrai‘::lssm-Eluropc ‘Canada, Australia and New Zealand.
co —Europe,

idate its position in these two sets of countries

It seeks to .CUT,?EHE;;IE\;;IEOESI%inution and then direct @;j?_ck
fiRpart of ”S-,p|'t1 countries. For the destruction of soci Ibem
upon Ehe Sl?rcsdi;; hinterland — the intermediate areas between
it must sec 5 =y . ;
g aod thL: ;m.‘!,dtli:t LE??HI;ZT everywhere — the national llbe{a:!;ns

Hence it \Crt‘lhtc first place directed against the U.S. 1mper1;ie:: R
struggles arc in arantee, underwrite every reactionary move nter
who support, g‘u‘t}{cir own ends. The U.S. imperialists _encou_rhe
mg all the tme | vigorous and revolutionary opposition. 1 ;
more and IIOre N s B all rise A
s oL ' 1‘-U']r;]ist‘s. who are forced to rush hither an c;the
the U.S. nn]’JCTI'f- in these countries tighten the nooses aroun t
Wikt the pedpes erialism. We salute the heroic fighters hof
necks of “s',liérnnp We thank them for the immense ‘heh: ttﬁg
natiggal hbt‘r-d the immense contribution they are making f0 ¢
are giving i“f‘ world: we determine that we will not be foun
L.f[?ngfinl 1:‘[}1’ international proletarian duty.
1 &

i iali rrogantly pursue
rithi country the U.S. imperialists a ar purs
“'thrn gntl'gr dominﬁtiorx. They arouse the _capposmondotel ‘J;::dee
e Pldnf the people. Their economic penetration proceeds : pU s
wdmnchnjistra!ian is keenly aware of the alien influence of U.S.
Every AU
imperialism.

wd
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g From its gigantic monopoly bases in Australia such as G\
~ Fords, International Harvester, the oil combines, it strives p;,
~ and main to subvert the Australian working people to jtg .,

ends.

It uses the foul agency of the D.L.P., N.C.C.. it enlists
support of the reformist A.L.P. leadership, it owns the Mcn,;
Government. US. imperialism and its agents emecrge as |
No. 1 enemy of the Australian people and the Australian nati,
The U.S. aggressive military blocs, SEATO, ANZUS ar¢
menace to the security of Australian people.

_They threaten to involve Australia ever more decply in (|
dirty wars in Malaysia, Vietnam, Laos and the other areas thre.
ened by U.S. aggression.

U.S. imperialism has developed bases in Australia: its [
planes fly all over the country. The U.S. basc at Exmouth Gu

is supported alike by the Menzies Government and the A.L.

leaders. It is a direct threat against th :
Asia: against their liberati 3 oL

On movement; it i i
fic people of Aig _ nt: it is a direct threat t

The U.S. 7th Fleet moves around our sho i i

Ies, potentially d £
from ;htgd%férzii?n ?;g%xn:}?utll\id Gulf. U, _;':‘pz)lll?cy e
T y the enzle_s Government of the Chines

MENZIES' REACTIONARY PoLicY

All this meets and must ith ir

C me -
cver-expanding circles of Ay ol
is directly menaced by th

imperialists: by their €ver-intensj

g Opposition from
€ workingclass
lans of the US.
tion and attacks
8 Qt 1

exploited by the U§ machi
i -5. mach
gc;ss&ng {c}og]panies. the ilzlvasic])rlery o
¢ US. imperialists: sect; h
A T - Sections of the
ogm::]?n (te;(t_ensmn of 118, _monopoly in\?eseﬁiifm
Inereasing conflict with the policy of S COmpetition
At the behest of Us. i . £
pursues m

s m&nopolies- Tt ruthlessly suppresses the Australian Aborigines and

denies them elementary human rights.

The Menzies government has attacked the living standards of
the Australian people: it ended the adjustment of the basic wage:
its arbifration tribunals backed by all the punitive force of the
State (fines, gaol) keep wages and conditions at a minimum
standard.

At the behest of the monopolies, headed by the U.S. imperial-
. ists, it has resisted every move by the workers for improved

wages and conditions.

It has extended and strengthened the whole repressive apparatus
of the State. Above all it has strengthened and re-organised the
standing army, chief weapon of the monopoly capitalists.

It has imported a never-ending stream of U.S. admirals,
generals, diplomats to give it advice on how best to organise
its forces: it has arranged the integration of Australian armed
forces with those of the U.S.

" The main direction of all this is against the Australian working-

class and toiling people and the peoples subjected by Australian
imperialism. It has strengthened the courts — organ of repression
and in particular the Industrial Court, direct weapon against
the workingclass. It has increased considerably the range of
repressive legislation. Its 1960 Crimes Act amendments radically
increased the number of political offences and drastically increased
the penalties for these offcncea.vmcl}ldmg the death penalty, life
imprisonment and fifieen years imprisonment for direct working-
class activity and in particular for offences constituted by united
action between the Australian workers and the national liberation

struggles.
VINDICATION OF LENIN‘S ANALYSIS

:tended and developed the system of telephone tapping
anglt }?\?s‘mg::ﬁcnlly has legalised it. It has extended and strength-
ened the secret police (security serwce_) w1th_ lthe direct objf.ct
of disrupting the workingclass, ‘gﬂolm_g its activists .and resorting
to forgery, (rame-up, provocation, diversion, pl_antmg agents in
workingclass organisations and doubtless along with all other such
cloak and dagger organisations planning even worse crimes.

All this it has done under the slogan of demoeracy. The Menzies
Government has increasingly placed the direct representatives
of the monopoly capitalists in key positions in the Statc apparatus.
It has made Australia a typical example of state monopoly
capitalism. :

It is a classical vindication, substantiation of Lenin’s analysis
of the State — an apparatus for the repression of one class by
another — a weapon of the monopoly capitalists for the suppression
of the Australian workers — to enforce exploitation, to smash
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: ﬁm force and violence (gaols, fines, the army, the ol |

" the opposition of the workingelass — to smash down with

“and violence the opposition of the people to its war plans
those of U.S. imperialism.

~ Experience shows that as the cris_.is ol capitalism develops
as the capitalists are confronted with greater and greater dif
culties they resort more and more to force and violence. Fo,
and violence are not merely the firing of guns but the wh,
coercive apparatus of the State ulfimately backed by the firj
of the guns.

The Menzies government participates in actual unjust wa
it prepares to participate in more unjust wars. Its state apparai
is conditioned to that. TIts enormous expenditure on arms (n
far in excess of £200,000,000 a year) is aimed at internal a
external repression, It is a classic example of the correctne
of all Lenin's teachings on imperialism and just and unjust war

The Menzies government wages war on behalf of the
capitalists and at the behest of U.§. imperialism to safegua;
the system of exploitation. Lenin taught us to ask the question-
in whose interests is the war being waged: in every case th
Meglne_s tgovimn}eg: wages vniar, and prepares for new wars
in the interests of the mo 0 italists. {
exploit the workingclass, £ capltahstsi;« R i

Lenin taught us

ang

monopo

! to ask the question j
resist such wars and we answer without
of the working people, It is tq thei;
the hands of the 158 irnperialists, from
the weapons of ageressive war. :

Only a strict scientific workj :

i ! ngclass
this qlllESth_ni' Any failure to id%:nti

- Imperialism, and the Menzie:

Australian mperialism, can only ccsm?ug

Tl}e Menzie}s EOvernment — hegdeq
;c;r;uler ?_f_ Hltler,] Musso]ini, Hirohito
] cgalising nuclear we, i
DEVEr in history hag R

Se interests is it to
itation: in the interests
rests to strike from

enzies government

ach can determine
lemy of peace —
€nt, on behalf of
orkingclass.

€8, self-confessed
1ed the Tripartite

: signed a prograssive Zovernment

;%ar:ﬁsdhlﬁ?l Cl];alracml; has the leopirdss::‘];e 1t suddenly
aboloo about jt, . pots? D

another reactionary pact wh;{?e“ Menzies IS

It did so to delude

. the enemies of peac

Peace and war: the nature of ‘thc state: these are critical
questions today — questions which the modern revisionists
headed in Australia by Aarons, Dixon and Sharkey, would
confuse at the very moment when above all at.:.‘;olute:l crystal
clarity is demanded. Vital questions of our day indeed!

PEACE IS NOT INEVITABLE

'Peace must be fought for every inch of the way — peace whﬂf.?
imperialism lasts is not inevitable. Imperialism engenders wz;)r.
war is a constant feature of imperialism.  World war can be
prevented if the socialist camp is united, the national llber_atll(‘m
streggle is prosecuted and the workingelass in the capitalist
countries is increasingly vigilant.

i forces for war. Un-
The forces for peace are superior to the es
fortunately the disruption imposed on the socialist camg and
the world Communist movement by the Soviet Party lea prls_ is
a source of weakness: it is in the interests of U.S. imperia 11511:
but the great Soviet people and the peopl%ofhntre;ig?r:;;:[
i i is disrupti e hai
untries will not tolerate this disruption. ] ]
?gy the discussions between the Communist Parties of China and
Rumania. :
Repression of national liberation, attempted ﬁdesh;;g:lsonnoef
i ignty is inevi hile imperialism 2 -
| sovereignty is inevifable while imperialis i y
:ii::::::i by the l({pr:aoples of given countries is inevitable: it con
tributes to world peace. i
So the Australian people must walge;!s e\;;il sr?ésnt:fl}%o{??
against the imperialist war plans, 2 5
?gugrgilglsi%mgas the main enemy and its agent the Menfl;s lge(:éeerrns
me%t —-supporled in all essential respects by the A.L.P. ;

st Vi us campaigning and the widest united
Onlyf t];r %o;;lt. ;lpgg;ged to thl?a f;glans of US. 1_mper1a11_s(11n z:gfd
et oo <pvovcrnmem can guard the peace. Failure to identify
f MEHZ]F- f%i]ure to unite against the enemy makes for spurious
o cnen‘u.{ and enables the enemy of peace to adopt the very
p]e,aCE:nSﬂ;trl]\él ?actic': of peace and under cover of that to prosecute
sloga S
ive war plans. -
. ity of the revisionist-led peace bodies actually assist
e ¢ — they put up general slogans of peace not
; acainst anyone and that is the very position of t‘ﬁ-{e
(hrmmdi;ti-E “who claim that their plans are all directed at this

imperial Hence the peace bodies become centres of revisionism.

peace. s 4
i cace visionist Khrushchov merges wi
Tty mcrag; Cg:fL tgg tll}?S.rin‘igerialists. Hence the Tripartite
el fﬂr Igliﬂg all but underground tests of nuclear weapons
s 'tlj]}d ba\' Khrushchov as a great contribution to peace an.d
1 hah the U.S. imperialists when it suits them but in fact it
ﬁ-ﬁﬁns’i the war preparations of U.S. imperialism.

1 Page 7
The Australian Communist rl




and  Washing,

i:}ethc ver ol
o believing that .
a h]_cphone call, whi\:lh
¢ ISt proposition 1.,

or nuclear weapg,,
of the Congo, ]
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nd Johnson as m
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n a complete den;
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the direct repr.

this very momer
ision. How can
hen the people o
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a which we
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\ ;Mnrch. 1964, the Communist Party of Auvstralia (Marxist-
pinist) took up the banner of Marxism-Leninism from where
d been dropped by the preseni-day Australian revisionists.
formation guarantees Marxist-Leninist leadership to the
ngelass.

ore the Communist Party of Australia (M.L.) are immense
. Those tasks will be performed because Marxism-Leninism
powerful — it is true.

'I‘- 3ut the Communist Party of Australia (M.L.) will not be
; I:E

gsful merely because of its formal creation. It must be a "
~ Marxist-Leninist Party strictly adhering to Marxism-Leninism and 1
. aware of the danger to it from the right and left and, indeed, :
- from all alien trends. A
. It can only develop and lead the workingelass by unfailing
" adherence to Marxism-Leninism. Those admitted to its ranks ,
" must steadily strengthen their knowledge of Marxism-Leninism.
" In the first place, they must individually study the classics of
" Marxism-Leninism. There is no substitute for the writings of
. Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin, Mao Tse-Tung—no substitute at all,
" Regrettably the heritage from the revisionists is an. ignorance
" of the basic — cven elementary — truths of Marxism-Leninism.
" Political economy — the very foundation of an understanding
T capitalism — has been neglected. But Marx put forward
" scientific political economy very well in Value, Price and Profit
and Wage, Labour and Capital — cach a small pamphlet readily

available. AAPS. A Pre
To those who initially find it difficult to read Marx an ;
Leni?: offered some very good advice. He said — do not be
put off by difficulties — read them through quickly — even
skip over the difficulties — then return to read again. On
a SEmna or third or fourth reading, what was not clear originally
becomes clear. .
.+ your reading by practice. : ;
;Z:t ﬁ:rx’s statement that prqﬁt is made by selling at value
by your own knowledge of capitalist society, by your own experi-
ence of exploitation. : ; ;
The simple truth that profit is made by selling at value opens
the wholc apparent mystery of exploitation yet it is
cafe to say that the revisionists have deliberately refrained from
developing kﬂﬂm it. : o 5
Hence our must master wunmm_ litical
cconomy and turn from these m ﬂ Marx’s Capital.
The Australian Communist s
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— work — but it is vital the
ose to whom l_m_e can turn for asgjg
such as diseussion groups but the,,
vn reading and study. ;
too, is that of Lenin in his e,
e range of Marx’s views are cover.|

ance — there are
is no substitute for o
An invaluable statem
on Karl Marx where the
in summary form.
Marx and Engels
a brilliant and easily re
Today, works like
perialism” stand ot
themselves with the

independently, mﬁtﬁﬁf

contemporary ma

848 wrote the Communist Manifes
statement of the whole of Communijs
Lenin’s “State and Revolution” and “[,
5]1 mpqﬂmglf our members equ
principles in these works they w
d their way through the mass
ontem r be able to approach all points
;1:‘;;’; indeed all learning, fro firm Marxist-Leninist stan

It is a commentary that i;I this advanced
. nat stag
of the revolutionary movement, ion must be called agaé]'
to l.;h‘ese:_ basic works of Marx, Leni The moder
revi: t in alia. as i
e ns:orus s here in Am_!:l_'aha, as have almost buric

Struggle Against ors

In fighting to strengthen the P
and Stalin’s great work on the prin
Party — “What is to be Done”
Tacties of Social Democracy® and
Cht_i'pter VIII of the “Foundations
Chi’s works “On the Party” and “Hg

‘not forget Lenin’s
he Marxist-Leninist
p Forward”, “Two
hiant summary in
nor Liu Shao
Communist™,

It would be naive to i
Australia (M.L.) will autn?:)};?:aﬂ
ﬁee themselve:s, from the had in,ﬁy
Marsism Leman e el dege

: & . The 7 :
this or that person, by inllxn-?;utewig Sup arouns

All that requires recopnii
o > oo tio and
1t Tise again, or if it d, Fop ith
gnsetdh that it is anletcl?::lm i i

Y the conditions of capital: -
but it must be recogcl:;gg;d;s? a g‘:: :

nist Party of
s members

_Time \gas; when criticism and self-cri
Ut now it is open to develo :
modu_estgi, and all the qualities that gn [
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Time was when there was excessive struggle. The revisionists
ga'."ve a classic example of it in the Communist Party of Australia
—— intriguing, factionalising, gossiping, slandering.

It was one of the factors resulting in the destruction of their
party because it is part of all that is alien to Marxism-Leninism.

A Communist Party does not develop without struggle — there
are always correct views expressed, partially correct views, par-
tially incorrect views, wholly incorrect views. It is the resolution
of the differences in accordance with Marxism-Leninism that
results in the correct integration of Marxism-Leninism with Aus-
tralian reality.

No one person can pronounce correctly on all questions. Only
a full functioning of democratic centralism can ensure that the
Central Committee collectively reaches the correct conclusion on
the major policy issues, or in the case of a branch, only the full
functioning of the branch can ensure that the branch collectively
reaches a correct decision.

Those who put themselves forward individually, or are accepted
by a separate group within the Party. as being an individual leader
have no place in a Marxist-Leninist organisation.

On the other hand, individual views will be put forward in the
given organ of the Party with every encouragement so that they
assist in the collective decision. The atmosphere for full, frupk
and free discussion of Marxism-Leninism and its integration with
Australian reality must be developed

Firm Discipline Essential

Discipline in the Communist Party of Austral.iu (M.L.) is iron
because it is conscious adherence o the universal truths of
Marxism-Leninism integrated with Australian reality.
full development of the individual's Marxist-
he subordination of his personal mtercstﬁ

 influe . whole Party. Little kings arose a
e of influence to the whole Party. Lit ‘
ozesrp?;ert(ommunist Party of Australia caqh with his own sphc.rc
Of influence and his followers. So you will find some proclaim
gharkev king, others Dixon, others Aarons, some Hughes, and
within the States a similar process goes on.

The fate of their followers hangs on the fate of the “leader”.
There ,\tnn unity: there is no solidarity: each is suspicious of the
othec:r' each is quhe happy about the discomfiture of another. Such
an atmosphere breeds disaster.

Such an atmosphere, amongst other things, creates l'uvgurgbk:
conditions for secret police penetration: secret police agents fasten
themselves on to this or that group. Hence we must learn too frf)tp
the past. Marxism-Leninism does not allow this sort of thing: it
is totally alien to Marxism-Leninism.

It demands the
Leninist knowledge and t
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i Vel g ‘of leftism in our ranks and there
bemms:;nns " W%ach reflects the conditions in c::p|\1\.|“

ism. Again there is nothing to be afraid of: it is necessar to

recognise it. These things will be resolved if there is o }jy
quah‘gt.;rl Marxist-Leninist standard throughout the Party.

The Communist Party of Australia was characterised by ),
correct relations between the leadership and the membership
authoritarianism and a real denial of democracy both in the J¢;,
ing organs and amongst the rank and file.

The atmosphere arose where it was impossible or very diffic,
to express a view in conflict with that of the leadership even wiy.
that leadership had obviously become revisionist.

‘The classical illustration of this was the organisation for t
Victorian State Conference in 1963 when the Central Commiti.
leaders demanded (and proudly said they made no apology for i
that only people be admitted who adhere to their revisionism.

It was the logical outcome of revisionism.

lhe relations we mus
equality, democracy, discussion in mﬁam(:lzi kl)ﬂ?r?\dtgl?}?lirﬂ
Leninism. where there are no superiors and inferiors, but
recognition that there are more experi ‘and less experienced
more talented and less talented, that cadership i B o
of the most authoritative ang exp oo

No relations of hostility and s
. uspicion
munist Party properly organised '- i
It has been said that the Commliu’ist.
g:)]; simply c:irry over all the evils of ¢
IS premature.
fons bpe g re. Yes, that would be r

But no Marxist-Lenin;
i ist eve
the only absolute of Marxistrn-bleg:yq ]
Agamnst capitalism, against the Ppast :::ém

ninism and a Marxist.] ani: (
= mes Ry rxist-Leninist Organisatjg

The Communist Part
) i y of A i g
because without it there js no Ml;s:;i:l:aLa Rl
and a working-class without a Marxigt.] oS
~ class without leadership, i i

The times urgent]
— politically,  jde,
absence of 3 M

evelop in a Com-
Mﬂ!‘Xism-Leninism.
of Australia (M.L.)
Land that its forma-
thing simply went

Y demand a complate s
_ologlcaljy and gr:te i
arxist-Leninist Party Jaqye

Again, the severe reverses suﬁe}‘cd by the rcvisionists in Aus-
tralia (as internationally) imperatively dgamand the existence of
an Australian Marxist-Leninist Communist Party.

The struggle against revisionism (and its father and mother
imperialism) has progressed at an cnormous speed historically —
quicker than many cxpectc;d_—- again a tribute to the all conquer-
ing truth of Marxism-Leninism.

Internationally the struggle against revisio_nism has reached a
decisive stage: the forces for Marxism-Leninism must close their
ranks to deal the death blow to it.

The membership of the Communist Party of Australia (M.L.) is
a membership of quality and it must always be so. Its smallness
of size is no criterion of its strength. Its small numbers have
strong mass connections: they will be strengthened. Its members
already have a proud record of mass struggle — it will be even
prouder. We do not demand that only finished Marxist-Leninists
join our ranks: on that basis we would have no members. But
we do demand a definite minimum of knowledge and a definite
determination to master Marxism-Leninism.

Unlike the old Party we will not admit any person just because
he is prepared to sign a form.

We unashamedly ask those many who support us but who are
not prepared to fulfil our standards, not to try to_ join b1¥hto
remain as our staunch non-Party friends and sympathisers. ey
will be welcomed.

isionists already sneer that this one or that one is not
fit rtlgj (I:Jcrl?ri:;l(t)t?lthc new Party. Let them sneer. We will certtrilg-
exclude revisionists for they have nothing in common
Marxism-Leninism. | gl
st work hard to clarify for the working class all the
mgf ‘;r\i‘:cir;]gs of Marxism-Leninism — matters so shzlirr_lefutll_llg
fused by the revisionists. Fear!essly, we must explain i
o ¢ revisionism and its historical place, the nature of the
ALP ozhe united front, political economy and imperialism, the
A-tL.P"nf the Australian State, dialcctig:a] materialism and fpar-
e ‘Ll]rewc must strive to integrate the universal truths of Marxism-
}fcs*:li%ism with Australian reality.

v programme is in course of publication: it stands in
tritl)c;:gl)c?::'mgl g the revisionist documents. Our Party al;:l th;
\.-orkingclass will give that programme body and soul, fles and
b lood. Together we have taken a decisive step. !..et us go forwar
::,( ||-|e' great and glorious struggle for a socialist Australia.
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In Memory of K. C. Miller.

A Great Marxist-Leninist
By E. F. HILL

PRIL 2, 1964, marks the anniversary of the birth of the Iy

Kenneth Craig Miller, one of Australia’s outstanding Co;

munists — a giant who towered over the pygmies who claim |
be Communists and who in his lifetime slandered him.

At the recent conference of the Communist Party of Austra
(M.L.) many present paid tribute to the life and work of (h
outstanding man. In my concluding remarks, I said:

Comrade Miller made an outstanding contribution to Marxisi
Leninism throughout Australia and was an outstanding huma
lfim'g" He was outstanding in his capacity to master Marxism
themﬁrﬁgc’l’ Sto read ﬂ.';]_l‘of the contributions to learning of all
B great thinkers (not confined to Marxism-Leninism)

1_1“1110 t?ls;slcss the(;n from a Marxist-Leninist point of view
able, by tlzlerse{graglg’tg1 o s e
- }cHnoWledge. e armsm—Lenll}{SN to assess all forms
€ Was an extremel i |
rm‘l‘nd knowledge as a]lytg:ugrlgﬁ?%r
Comrade Miller’s contributions Tive :
haw:‘e all seen it live. Tt will never be f
everv;;l;n ﬁ;ﬁ kfouuding of our p o
e will know ibutic
be .as_so.ciated with ?f.tb%f:gnﬁu“m
g‘ﬁhre initial introduction to Marx?sntiu o
IS 7
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through his w : 5
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el of in the future,
€ and his name will
ere who received
m through Comrade
it formative stages
- and every other

the struggle

understand mgv?gm‘:zlst e lif' i Com-
: con

;n-irks the anniversary of hig ‘ttarilhmlon T

bs a direction from this confe i, mom]-;

€ properly marked in ti All; k., take it

Versary should
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of his writings are in existence. His pamphlet on political economy
written many years ago is a splendid contrast to the rubbish
written by E. Aarons on the same subject. His contributions to
the Guardian were always Marxist-Leninist. Under his leader-
ship, the Guardian was acknowledged internationally and nation-
ally, as by far the best Communist newspaper in -Australia.

How low it has sunk from this day can be seen now, when
every issue is a potpourri of comment on affairs of little basic
interest to the workingclass or, where they ‘are of basic interest
to the workingclass, are treated in the most superficial and vulgar
way.

Under the leadership of the present-day revisionists the
Guardian has sunk to the level of a poor commentary on a few
happenings in capitalist society. It is a travesty of the paper which
K. C. Miller inspired.

Take for instance its recent eulogy of the late J. V. Stout. For
our part we worked with and enjoyed the friendship of Mr. Stout,
but that did not blind us to the vast gulf that separated us politic-
ally — a gulf which K. C. Miller never failed to see nor to point
out so that the workingclass would understand the difference
between reformism (for which Mr. Stout stood) and scientific
socialism, for which K. C. Miller stood.

Vet the Guardian editorially and through the mouths of the
revisionists Gibson and Brown painted Mr. Stout as a great
socialist. and failed in any way to draw any line between socialist
revolution and reformism. Such a thing could not have happened
under the leadership of the strong Marxist-Leninist K. C. Miller.

On all the main questions of our time the Guardian—once so
powerful — follows the line of revisionism introducing confusion
and hesitation into the ranks of the workingelass. It fails to point
to U.S. imperialism as the main enemy of peace. lnstead it speaks
of “significant relaxation of international tension”.

Tt fails to point to the reformist character of the AL.P. — its
heroes arc the reformist leaders of the ALP. Tt fails to deal
with the need for socialism nor to draw the socialist lessons from
all people’s struggle. It has become a farrago of superficial
NONSEnse. ; i : 3

But now the spirit of K. C. Mlller‘s work is car_rled on in
Vanguard which attempts to ‘de.al with all current questions fu_nd_a-
mentally — to draw the socialist lessons — to show the socialist
Jessons in all people’s struggles — to draw the line and demon-
strate the difference between reformism and Marxism-Leninism.

K. C. Miller’s life and work will be honoured by unhold_ing
Marxism-Leninism. As he put it himself_, we Australian _Marx1st-
Leninists — since his death organised in the Communist Party
of Australia (M.L.) — inherit all that is best in the Australian
communist movement. Part of that inheritance is the life and work
of K. C. Miller.
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~ Culture iﬁa Class Weapon

IN the armoury of reaction the weapons are many and varied,
Not the least deadly is the use of cultural forms designed 1,
paralyse the will of the intended victim, and obscure the face ang
the intention of the aggressor.

Propaganda in its crude forms may be more readily detected
but ideas of class collaboration sometimes penetrate under th,
Bloak of “colturc! S y :

In many cases bourgeois art presents ideas with technical skill
and emotional and artistic appeal. In order to reject its corruptin
influence it is necessary to be armed with the understanding tha
culture is a class weapon, and to be able to detect what clas
mtglfgsts bét Serves. : ;.

: e bourgeois state with all its organs of repression i ed
in the garments of “above class”-.dei:e]gstion i sg too ?s Ilgoﬁlrogtfl:](:;
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The revisionists are quick to rush in and exploit this theme of
abstract universal love. In the women’s movement they play on
the emotions of mother love, and try to make it a solvent for
class struggle.

Madame Cotton, President of the Women’s International Demo-
cratic Federation, writing in its journal, “Women of the Whole
World”, states, “the deep aspirations of man are the same
everywhere”.

Are the aspirations of the exploiter and exploited identical?
The Madame Cottons would have the exploited believe so!

A feature of decadent art and literature is its alienation from
life. This is not only an indication of its degeneracy, it also has
the deliberate intention of creating an intellectual “clite” who
move in a charmed circle, breathing air too rarified for the
common man. Honest criticism of this so called “cultural” hocus-
pocus is dismissed as Philistinism.

The publishers of “Arena” have in mind the fostering of just
such an ‘“elite”. The editorial of No. 2 of this journal says, “as,
a Marxist intellectual journal Arena was something of a novelty”.

We couldn’t agree more!

Tt also states, “it is our ebject t0 give expression to different
trends of Marxist opinion™.

In fact the peddling of petty bourgeois diversions under the
name of Marxism is no novelty, and furthermore its obvious
object is to give expression to different trends of revisionist and
reformist opinion.

Its editorial board believes that in left intellectual and university
circles the response to Arena is positive. But in fact !{S\Fena is
not only un-Marxist but pompous and dull; its appeal” is con-
fined exclusively to the mutual-admiration society of windbags
responsible for its publication.

The development of the critical faculty which enables the
reader, hearer or viewer to assess correctly the class character gf
an artistic creation is only the first step to countering reaction in
this sphere.

Many fine writers and artists have put their talents to the _sgrvice
of the working class. Those who have degenerated politically,
to embrace revisionism, will inevitably degenerate culturally. Out
of the struggle to combat revisionism there will emerge new
writers and artists of the workingelass who will truly use their
abilities to inspire and organise the Australian workingclass
through the media of cultural forms.
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J. Nolan’s Speech to Queenslan|
State Committee (CPA); Feb. 2

OVER the recent period the ideological differences within 1),
international Communist movement have become a publi

issue,

These differences are basic.

They effect the essence of Marxism-Leninism.

Such differences are the cause of great concern to all h

) ¢ ere whe

de?;re to uphold the purity of our proletarian science. "

To ignore the differences now — to fail to attempt in a

?l?]eﬁtw.e way to study both viewpoints — to make dccli)siogl (;I
Ethi'ms of a one-sided or limited knowledge of both viewpoint:

— this would indeed be to act the role of the ostrich,

As I understand thi i
I il han?ind_ this prop]em, the differences are presented —
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is erroneous line, it i i inds i i i
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(s:or;ei:itly the changed historicalhcl:l{?t’ld'
socialist camp — the power of th ?
it wm_.ﬂd lead to a nuclear war e
This, I believe, is the gener 1 I i
Khrushchov., ke

What then is the other

against left sectarianism.

ettlll, fails to evaluate
the strength of the
forces for peace —
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: y the majori ]
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W the main danger. e
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On the basis of my personal study of the problem 1 now believe
this viewpoint to be incorrect.

I am mindful of the fact that the leading comrades of this
committee, and our central committee in many ways have a
greater intellectual capacity for the development and application
of Marxism-Leninism.

However, with due modesty in this regard, it is my opinion —

now — that this committee has erred in its decisions on the
ideological differences.
Tt is my opinion — mow — that this committee made these

decisions based on one-sided information and confusion of the

two viewpoints.

This confusion and one-sidedness has prevented us for a time
from making an objective appraisal of the ideological differences.

Previously I firmly believed that the Chinese party was indeed
taking a dogmatic left sectarian line.

I was guided in my opinion — in the main — by reports from
leading comrades who had participated in recent international
gatherings, and by quotations and extracts from Chinese publica-
tions, and reported statements of Chinese leaders.

Summarising what I, and indeed all party members are given
to understand, is this:

(1) The Chinese party and those who stand with them have
rejected the Leninist position “of struggling for peaceful co-
existence.

(2) The Chinese party and those who stand with them want, or
at least pursue, a policy that would involve the U.S.A. and
the Soviet Union in war. Further they want a nuclear war
. . . in particular they wanted one over Cuba.

(3) The Chinese party and those who stand with them have made
a public issue of the ideological differences — interferred in
the affairs of fraternal parties — are splitting the Communist
movement.

I could name more points such as Test Ban Treaty, chauvinism,
ete.. but my contributing time is limited.

I could only assume on the basis of the information previously
at my disposal that the leading Chinese comrades had gone
collectively insane!

Indeed, how could one explain such rabid leftism, after their
heroic inner-party struggle against three left lines — three left lines
that resulted in tragic Tosses not only politically but in the flesh
of their peoples.

Was it not the leadership of this party that cut their political
tceth and were steeled in struggle against leftism.

This is the same leadership that brilliantly overcame three left
lines — and a right deviation. to integrate Marxism-Leninism with
the concrete conditions of China.
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As a result the Chinese masses were able to throw off the vy, .

Indeed, tileeg' have either gone politically insane or are hej,,

nuclear weapons. Instead of examining their own errors, they
accuse us of hoping for a ‘head-on clash’ between the Soviet
Union and the United States and trying to push them into nuclear
war.

«Qur answer is: No, friends. You had better cut out your
sensation-mongering calumny. The Chinese Communist Party is
firmly opposed to a ‘head-on clash’ between the Soviet Union and
the United States, and not in words only.

“In deeds, too, it has worked hard to avert direct armed conflict
between them. Examples of this are the Korean War against
U S. aggression in which we fought side by side with the Korean
comrades, and our struggle against the United States in the Taiwan
Straits.

“We ourselves preferred to shoulder the heavy sacrifices neces-
sary and stood in the first line of defence of the socialist camp
so that the Soviet Union might stay in the second line. Have the
leaders of the C.P.S.U. any sense of proletarian morality when
they concoct such lies?

“In fact, it is not we but the leaders of the C.P.S.U. who have
frequently boasted that they would use nuclear weapons to help
the anti-imperialist struggle of one country or another.

“Ags everyone knows, the oppressed peoples and nations have
no nuclear weapons and they cannot use them to make revolutions
nor is there any nced for them to do so. The leaders of the
C.P.S.U. admit that there is often no clear battle line between the
two sides in national liberation wars and civil wars, and therefore
the use of nuclear weapons is out of the question. We should
then like to ask the leaders of the C.P.S.U.: What neced is there
for a socialist country to support the peoples’ revolutionary
struggles by nuclear weapons?

“We should also like to ask them: How would a socialist country
use nuclear weapons to support the revolutionary struggle of
oppressed people or nations? Would it use nuclear weapons_i;l
an area where a war of national liberation or a revolutionary civil
war was in progress, thereby subjecting both the revolutionary
pcople and the imperialists to a nucle_ar strike? Or \w_muld it be
the first to use nuclear weapons against an imperialist country
which was waging a conventional war of aggression elsewhere?
Obviously, in either case it is absolutely impermissable for a
socialist country to use nuclear weapons.

«The fact is that when the leaders of the C.P.S.U. brandish
their nuclear weapons, it is not really to support the people’s antt
imperialist struggles.

«Gometimes, in order to gain cheap prestige, they just publish
cmpty statements which they never intend to honour.
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Is this a rejection of the Leninist policy of peaceful co-
existence?

We co-exist with imperialism on the basis of our strength —

nothing else.

We hold back the forces of war on the basis of our strength —
nothing else.

What does Khrushchov have to say 00 this? I quote:

1t should be borne in mind, however, that naturally the Presi-
dent and I could not at one sitting clear away all the accreations of
the ‘cold war’ that have piled up in the course of many years. It
will take time to swecep away that rubbish and not only to sweep
away, but to grind it to dust. Certain things that divide us are
otill too fresh. It is sometimes difficult for some leaders to discard
old positions, old views, old definitions.

«gut I can tell you in all frankness, dear comrades, that as a
result of my talks and discussions of concrete questions with the
U.S. President 1 have gained the impression that he sincerely
wishes to sec the end of the ‘cold war’, to creaté normal relations
between our countries, 10 help to improve relations among all
countrics. Peace today is indivisible, it cannot be secured by the
efforts of two or three countries alone. Hence it is necessary that
all nations, all states participate in the fight for peace.”

I take it we will all unite against war.

This is indeed a new contradiction.

It reminds me of a favourite saying of the late American
comedian, Lou Costello . . . “That’s a big . . - big lie”.

Is this the Leninist concept of peaceful co-existence? Is this
how we unite 10 hold the peace?

An American imperialist state wil
for peace . . . DEVED:

Imperialists are warmongers. Today American imperialism is
the greatest warmonger.

We hold the peace as 1 understand it by the unity of all those
forces opposed 0 the warmongers?

Again, on Khrushchov — 1 quote:

1 would like to tell you, dear comrades, that I have no doubt
that the President is prepared to exert his efforts and his will to
bring about agreement between our countries, to create friendly
relations between our peoples and settle pressing problems in the
interests of 2 durable peace.

“ At the same time, it is my impression that there are forces
in America which are not operating in the same direction as the

president. These forces stand for continuing the ‘cold war’ and
the arms race. Whether these forces are great or small, influential
or uninfluential, whether the forces backing the President — and

I never participate in the fight
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concept of pe

€ a mist

g

Have we all forgotten that he stressed to both slight, and take
note of the imperialists.

Comrades, who interferes in the affairs of fraternal parties?

Who is responsible for making inner party problems a public
issue?

Who stands for disunity?

Practice has proven that it is N. S. Khrushchov and those on
. the C.C. of the C.PS.U. who follow him.

We all here know that it was N. S. Khrushchov at the 22nd
Congress of the C.P.S.U. who publicly attacked the Albanian Party
and Government.

We all here know that it was Chou En Lai, the leader of the
Chinese Party to the 22nd Congress Who cautioned Khrushchov
for raising the problem publicly.

How did Khrushchov react to this?

In his reply to discussion Khrushchov rejected the Chinese
leader’s caution.

He again attacked the Albanian Party leaders.

Here is something of what he said. T quote:

“Those who today stand for friendship with the Soviet Union,
with the C.PS.U., are regarded as enemies by the Albanian
leaders.

“How can all this be reconciled with the pledges and assurances
given by Shehu and Hoxha about friendly sentiments for the
CP.S.U. and the Soviet Union? It is evident that all their prattling
about friendship is only hypocrisy and deceit.

“«That is the situation prevailing in the Albanian Party of
Labour; that is why the Albanian leaders are opposing the Leninist
course of the 20th Congress of the Party. For to end the person-
ality cult would virtually mean for Shehu, Hoxha and others to
resign their leading positions in the Party and the State. This
they do not want to do. But we are confident that the time will
come when the Albanian communists and the Albanian people
will have their say and the Albanian leaders will then be held
responsible for the damage they have inﬂic;ed on their country,
their peoplc and the cause of building socialism 10 Albania.”

Is this not interference?
[t is more, it is a call to counter revolution.

How much more politely he handles the Tito clique whose
hands are stained with the blood of Hungarian communists.

It is Khrushchov and those that follow him who are the real
splitters.
4 His road is the road of revision.

The Australian Communist Page 23

J
g

gy -




To fight against this line is to fight for real unity
Marxism-Leninism. :

In conclusion, I formally move this resolution.

“This meeting of the pueensland State Committee of the (
munist Party of Australia request the Central Committce 1o =

reconsider its stand in relation to the ideological differences i

communist movement.

“We call upon the Central Committee t ili
: 1 o facilitat e
tion of all relevant material pertaining to the presenf cﬁlr:'pl?t]:

“In particulér we request the C.C

p ] .C. to ensure the view

gi::blg};;?gse Ct()lnunumst I.’arty, as expressed in theil’c::llj'l(;]‘
ns and booklets is made available along with the

of Khrushchov. Communi
VBt unists should be encouraged to read

“We call upon the Central Commi

) mmittee to i ¢

to the forthcoming State Conference and the li}]::irg:z;] aCuo;('i;IrL'E
o

study both viewpoints s b
fos! ‘;E" so that the decisions of Conferences

of #he - faanieg genuinely based on their thorough knowlc
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Sharkey, Dixon, Aarons Are
The Real Sphitters

THE Communist Review of March, 1964, contains some €X=
tracts from a Report to C.C. Meeting by L. L. Sharkey
headed—“Unity Against Dogmatism”.

As Mr. Sharkey is nominally still the leader of the Communist
Party of Australia it is necessary to look at what he has to say.

The article falls mainly under three headings—An attempt to
analyse the tactics of the ruling class in the last Federal elections—
with a grovelling apology to the Labor Party for its failure to win
__a diatribe against the “Hill group” and “Dogmatists”, and of
course, as we have now come to expect when hearing from Mr.
Sharkey, the usual tirade against the Chinese Communist Party.

Let us deal with the last-mentioned first. Mr. Sharkey tells us
that his main points of disagreement with the Communist Party
of China are as follows:

1. Their erroncous attitude to the socialist countries. They
assert that each socialist country should go it alone instead of
promoting socialist division of labour among themselves, as

is the case with the European Socialist countries.
2. The personality cult flourishes.

3. They assert the main force of contemporary development
is not the socialist camp, not the working class, but the national
revolutionary movement of the peoples exploited and oppressed
by imperialism.

4. They believe the H-bomb is a paper Uger. Just like that!
No cxplnnmion‘ No documentation. Just bold assertion. Members
of the Communist Party and the Australian working class are
supposed to accept without question_that (1) This is 4 correct
prescntalion of C.P.C. views, and (2) That it is the main basis for
disagreement.

Any serious student of political affairs can and should obtain
the Chinese publications for themselves. Just as soon as they do
this, it becomes exceedingly clear that the real basis of Mr.
Sharkey's disagreement with the Communist Party of China, and
well he knows it, rages around the fundamental propositions of
Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin about the correct Toad the work-
ing class must take to successfully achieve Socialism.

Certainly, he disagrees with the Communist Party of China on
{hose points he singles out. But that flows from his disagreement
on the fundamental gquestions of the revolutionary struggle.

The Australian Communist Page 27

-
b,




- g W T

It flows from his disagreement with the fundamental propos
) 1t1 )

put forward by Lenin in “State & Revolution”. Does the

socialism lie through the i
class or must the working
machine and create a new working class State?

Marx, Engels and Lenin are clear and ivoc:
subject. . . . the state is an organ of class ru;]cneg:l:)?ﬁ:l |
oppression of one class by another . . . (Lenin, S,tatc & '%R[1 i
p. 9, Vol. 7, Selected Works, L. & W, cd.). e
({?nl put an end’ to the bourgeois state” (Lenin, S. & I;.Lm ;
Vol 7, Selected Works, L. & W.). “A Marxist is onc who cx
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Parliamentary machine of the |,
class smash the old bourgcm\!'\."

does Mr. Dixon envisage organizing the Australian workers? “The
majority of the Australian workers are either members or sup-
porters of the Labor Party and these are the forces that must be
won to a revolutionary position before socialism can be estab-
lished here.”

Well, that’s not bad as far as it goes, but how does Mr. Dixon
the “‘expert” on the problems of unity proceed?

“We are not setting out 1O destroy the Labor Party, which is
the ‘Left’ sectarian approach.” (No one will need do that, Mr.
Dixon. When the workers through correct leadership and ex-
perience reach the position of demanding really revolutionary
leadership from a Labor Party which will be unable to provide it,
the working class itself will abandon its traditional allegiance t0
that Labor Party).

But to continue: “Starting from unity in action in the day-to-
day struggles of the workers we envisage the development of
working class unity on an ever wider scale—a unity that will lead
at one stage or another to political unity, to the establishment of
one party of the working class based on the principles of Marxism-
Leninism. For this it is necessary to combat and overcome reform-
ist ideology among the workers, but this is something different
from seeing the problem as the destruction of the Labor Party.”

Why, Mr. Dixon?

Is the bourgeois character of the Labor Party (admitted to be
a fact by you in this very same article) the same thing as the
character of this “Marxist-Leninist” Party you speak about?

If you would hasten to deny this, how can you claim that if
you fundamentally change the character of this bourgeois party.
it would not be destroyed as we know it? But in any case, one only
needs to look a little more closely to appreciate the utter absurdity
of the whole proposition.

A Marxist-Leninist Party must consist of those who embrace
the theory of Marxism—who extend “the acceptance of the class
struggle to the dictatorship of the prolctariat".

We presume you are including in your membership Mr. Calwell
because you always insist on recognition of your estimate that he
is not a right-Winger, but of the centre. Mr. Sharkey repeats the
estimate in his afore-mentioned contribution. L. Aarons follows
the same line of reasoning in his article «“Marxism and Mr. Cal-

well”, also in thEssame edition of the C.R.

According to this last masterpiece, the only trouble with Mr.
Calwell is that “hie has never taken the trouble to study” Marxism.
go there shouldn’t be any trouble. Enrol Mr. Calwell in E. Aaron’s
next study group where he can study the “‘new creative” Marxism
and his membership in your new future “Marxist-Leninist” Party

is assured.

The working class niust be O{ganized on the basis of facts. How
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be No. 1 recruit for the equally mythical “Marxist-Leninist™ |,

line those within their ranks who continue 0 have doubts about
the correctness of the policy of the leaders.

It would not be the first time it has been used in the revolutionary
movement for thoroughly reactionary claims.

“The development of the proletariat proceeds everywhere
amidst internal struggles—Unity is a good thing SO long as it is
possible, but there are things which stand above unity. And when,
like Marx and myself, oné has fought harder all one’s life against
self-styled socialists than against anyone else (for we regarded the
bourgeoisic only as a class and hardly ever involved ourselves in
conflicts with individual bourgeois) one cannot be greatly grieved
that the inevitable struggle has broken out” (Engels to A. Bebel,
Oct. 28, 1882, Selected Correspondence of Marx & Engels, Mos-
cow, p. 427).

Marx and Engels had their share of revisionists too, both within
the ranks of the German Social Democratic Party and outside it.
They had to wage firm and repeated struggles on behalf of correct
proletarian revolutionary ideas.

Marx, Engels and Lenin never hesitated to deal with this cry
of “unity”, uttered by those who are in the process of abandoning
the class struggle—who are revising the fundamental propositions
of proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat
and they need a nice, €asy path (no opposition, please!) on which
to do it.

Crisis Is No Accident

This crisis, as with previous major crises in the ranks of the
revolutionary parties, is no accidental thing. It does not arise from
a clash of personalities or as the result of a local argument, The
present big debate, it is clear to sec, is a world-wide phenomenon,
a reflection of the objective world situation, a direct result of the
general world crisis of imperialism.

None would deny that this immoral, outmoded system is in %
death throes. Socialism is now the prevailing system OVeEr one-third
of the earth. The colonial revolution is hammering away at im-
p«;rialism's doors—the hitherto backward peoples are OO the
march.

Fach big crisis for imperialism gives rise to desperate measures
{o save the doomed system—the crisis for imperialism expressed
. the 1914-18 war also found a crisis in the ranks of the working-
class International, the second International of that time. Looking
hack now, it IS easy to say—easy 1o see—that the revisionist
|caders of the Second International betrayed the working class.
They were renegades to the revolutionary movement.

But, back in the 1914 days—these very same leaders were
respected far and wide as the leaders of the revolutioary move-
ment. Should Lenin have denounced their treachery or should he
have kept quiet in the interests of “unity”?
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cause required the unity of the Marxists and not the unity

the present time, it is impossible to achieve real international i
ational |

We have endeavoured 10 do just this v_vith one or two important
pmpositionS-namely the attitude of a sincere revolutionary party
italist state, 0 @ capitalist Parliament.

to the capl
Class Character of ALP.

We have touched upon some matters in relation 1O the Labor
party. Mr. Dixon, bf course, claims that because W¢ believe in
facing the facts, and point out the class character of the Labor
d the ruling class position of its leaders, that we stand

Party an
opposed to umity with Labor Party rank and file, Labor Party

supporters.

Nothing, of course, is further from the truth. The precise way
to achieve unity with those workers who support the Labor Party
must lie both in working unitedly with them for the fulfilment of
common demands at the same time as We discuss truthfully the
fact that the Labor Party is a Party of capitalism. How else can
the workers be won to support a revolutionary path?

Mr. Dixon is critical of our attitude to the “ eft” in the Labor
party. He and his colleagues are incapable of seeing the differences
within the Labor Party as @ situation which if taken proper advan-
tage of can deal a blow against reformism as 2 whole—the “left”
included.

No! They hold up slightly more progressive sections of the

Labor Party, clothe them with such virtues and honesty as 10
create even more illusions within the ranks of the working class

about reformism.

As to Mr. Dixon’s claim (p. 70 CR) to be deepening his
understanding of Marxism-Leninism, one has only to look both
at this particular issue of the Communist Review, t© read carefully
the Communist Press 1o conclude, as so many workers are doing.
that it is more and more simply becoming a mouthpiece for the
policy of the Labor Party. -

What new theories have they advanced? Nothing, but to rob the
Moscow. Declaration and 81 Parties’ Statement of their revo-
lutionary content—nothing but to abandon the struggle against
revisionism and all by themselves declare “dogmatism” 10 be the
main danger facing the Communist Parties. Nothing, but to throw
overboard Lenin's revolutionary proposition about smashing the
Gtate apparatus and substitute the proposition of “peaceful “tran-
sition” and Parliamentary majorities 0 legislate socialism.

No longer do Mr. Dixon and his colleagues merely stumble
Jdown the barren, sterile path of theoretical confusion. They are
jiterally rushing headlong into the abyss where they will finish with

a bourgeais party cnunciating a completely bourgeois theory.

They will become a left wing of social democracy attempting t©

polster up imperialism for a little longer.
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Man’s Will IS A Part
Of Objective Reality

I the March issue of the Communist Review there is an art

g “Wightl Thinking B ctve Reality”. 11 i
C T it e 18

y borsal adk mton, a member of the Melbourne Guardi:n's

The article commences with an attack on E. F. Hill fo

correct statement in the first i 1
i idb st issue of the Australian Comm

“Man’s will is part of objecti
“Ma l objective reality, and i i

. e . n t ;
?nlijt‘i‘;%m(’; igzhty._Marmst—Lemmst Parties are basv:c;J rlrll ;r:.lﬂm‘.
the recogniﬁolr 1:)1; :11;8315 fius rovte S Marxism-LerIl)inim:U
‘ ; e fact that man him ious
is capable of influencing the operatid msfelﬁe:ti iaaf:vclnsuous g

R :
them. Ig‘;s;lf:ceofolhgzel]awS’ gives him freedom to k
irrational. Henc e of ﬂlem,:‘g‘%gkes his acti =
accordance W'I:}E;eﬂthe Party of Mm-].enin'c o -
act. Marx saici- ‘Thgsehl'aws' Centralism_gives itlstlg " e
in various ways; th philosophers mﬁhm int g apactty
Thornt ys; the point however is to t:]}::a::In1 erpreted the wor
rnton . - e LT
e reafﬁys that this statement | ,ﬁg 3
a0l vy and therefore “dese es man’s will wi
ology of schoolboy howlers”. to be included in @

Let us examine what the learned

His article star!

El ts off: “Di ¢

1 : “Diale

il 4T of oo of

does aﬁecfrtlhtramlat‘ed into prac{iCa{

b ct the working out of objecti g

11¥ retarding or accelerating t1f1 Sbjective laws in i
e person of E. F. CIr Operation. B :

torted this correct idealltl),ytllllﬁgirll(g)c?; ideolog

will i I .

1:\15 part of objective reality’” i o
_ And so right at the ve :
tie himself in knots

::} holds that man’
groups and classcs
ctivities can and
re and society.
eft dogmatists’ in
;1:_:} have dis-
ition: * 4
ry beginn'mg Ml‘. filar's

Tho i

b e 1rsl:|t1f1m cannot distinguish will

s guish objective reality f

fang far a man whose knowled fﬂ?
ot be treated in the abstrac%e L

Man’s will is the PIQdUCt of reason—
ijectl e and SHIDJCCUVC and as su h
Vi C

as soon as it b .
4 (& .
practice. comes practice. Will

Page 34

Thought 1s the reflection of the material world—but will is not
just thought. Will is action, practice and as such cannot be sep-

arated from objective reality.

In Capital, Yolume 1. Marx makes this fairly clear when he
says: “Labor is, in the first place, a process in which both MAN
AND NATURE participate, and in which man of his own accord
starts, regulates and controls the material reactions between him-
<olf and nature. He Opposes himself to nature, ONE OF HER
OWN FORCES, setting in motion arms and legs, head and hands,
the natural forces of his body in order tO appropriate nature’s

roductions in a form adapted to his own wants. By thus acting
on the external world and changing it, he at the same time changes
his own nature” (our emphasis)-

Man Is Not Passive

Thornton says quite plainly that man’s will i§ the reflection of
reality. And then he leaves it at that.

1f man’s will was only a reflection of reality it would not be
will; it would be thought. But man is not just a passive creature.

In contrast to evolution in nature the development of society
does not proceed of itself. As Engels noted “everything that sets
men acting must find its way through their prains”, and con-
sequently social processes, once the necessary material conditions
are there, depend in large measure on the meaning people put into
their actions and on the aims they pursue, that is, on the subjective

factor.

Needless to say. people do not determine this meaning or these
aims arbitrarilys in the final analysis they are historically con-
ditioned by cconomic development. “Hence,” said Marx, “man-
kind only sets itself such tasks as it can solve: since, looking at the
matter more closely, we will always find that the task itself arises
only when the material conditions for its solution are already
present or arc at least in the process of formation.”

In the transition from capitalism to communism, the role of the
qubjective factor—of consciousness—grows steadily. Man, at first
the passive object of history, changes into the active subject. Con-
centration of industry creates objective conditions by virtue of
which the workers become cONSCious of their class solidarity.

'1‘h0}'mon‘s article is worth careful study for it reveals the innet
reasoning of a revisionist which combines negation of struggle

with dogmatism.

So it is logical to find in Thornton’s article a sneering criticism
of the Marxist-Leninist proposition that all imperialists arc paper
tigers and that “no one has yet observed a will strong enough t0
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manentists, who declare god to be & real concept). 1f the world
is matter in motion, matter can and must be infinitely studied in
the infinitely complex and detailed manifestations and ramifica-
tions of this motion, the motion of this matter; but beyond it,
beyond the ‘physical’, external world, with which everyone is
familiar, there can be nothing.”

Thornton is apparently unaware of the well-known dictum of
Marx on that form of labour which appertains exclusively to man.
It is this, that in contradistinction to animals, man ‘“not only
changes the form of that which has been given by nature—but also
realizes at the same time his own conscious aim, which, like a law,
defines the means and character of his actions and to which he is
compelled to subordinate his will.” *

In actuality, both the conscious aim of action and the under-
standing of the material conditions of its realization ar¢ included

in the process of social practice; are brought forth by it and evolve
on its basis.

The recurrence in practice of various phenomend with which
man comes into contact, the reproduction of phenomend, the sub-
stitution of oné object for another. the union of very different
objects in the reproduction of conditions of social life—all these
create the basis for generalizaticms and conclusions.

Engels points out that the notion of the causal connection of
phenomend, which expresses the objective connection of various
aspects Of the material world, arose from the very fact of man’s
purposeful changing of nature by his activity.

Man, by reproducing the conditions necessary for the occur-
rence of any given phenomenon. by acting upon one phenomenon
and thereby cvoking from it another—often something not pre-
viously met in relation to the first circumstancc—-riscs to the level
of an understanding of causal relations.

Practice, by its creation of the unity and mutual conditioning of
the sensed and the logical moments of knowledge, is, at once,
verification of the correctness of both of them, and 2 measure Of
the truth of knowledge as a Whole. .

In this same yerification there is realized in its turn the mutual
transition of the sensed and the logical, and we notice that the
yerification of any theory—the transformation of it into life—is at
{he same time & creation of a new objectivity that can be perceived.

Practice is the crown and completion of the ideal and, as such,
unites in itself both the moment of universality, attainable at once
by reason, and the great diversity of sensed material.

" “practice,” Lenin wrote. “js higher than theoretical knowledge,
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that man is free to act within the universal laws il he knows
them.

Objective reality is composed of matter and its actions, Now we
are part of objective reality and objective rcalimto gome extent i
not independent of us and our consciousness, Matter, from which
we are composed, is eternal but we are not.

We can alter or destroy the temporary shapes that matter
assumes, We act on it and change. it with the help of our conscious-
ness, that is, of our knowledge of science, tools, etc., as ilustrated
above, And, of course, we €an, 10 SOME extent, change ourselves
with medicine and surgery. A large part of objective reality, namely
the sun and stars, we do not act on o any measurable degree and
that part exists independently of us and our consciousness, at least

up to the present.

Our thought and will are part of objeetive reality. They arc both
actions of our brain and even confused thought such as that of

Thornton is objectively real.
No one can deny its existence!

Thornton then retums to his original error. To repeat he
1es: “objective reality is not merely that which exists. It 1§
which exists independently of us, of our consciousness”,

This is perfectly true as an answer to idealism which places the
existence of objective reality in our coNSCIOUSNESS and denies ils
cxistence. It is not true if it is interpreted to mean that we,
with ideas derived from our sensations caused by the external
world. cannot alier objective reality.

For the rest Thorton imputes things to Hill and the Chinese
comrades that are absolutely false. We and the Chinese do pot
mink world war inevitable. On the contrary We think it can be
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) ccuses us too of undue haste of wanting (o | =

Thornto;a W:‘,']fgowever, still accept Lenin’s advice |
neoelss:_ryn as:l:ﬁuld never fix dates. he should do the corre
rex&o;;ic: t?lliythe er time comes. No one, Mr. Thorny,
;f:t been able to gx e date for a revolution, even a month |
that event. 3 _ : :

Marxist-Leninists place great emphasis on ldenlog;ci‘ J.
standing in order to guide men’s actions correctly. But T},
says “the most fundamental way in w!nch man changes the
is mot according to his will, but by being drawn, of necessit,
preduction and production relations, in which his will pla,
a minor part.” \

Such a statement, as shown above, is at complete varianc
Marxism-Leninism.

The whole purpose of a genuine Marxist-I.eninist Com;
Party is to lift man’s consciousness, to bring into the workin;
movement the ideas of socialism and a new morality.

It teaches, simply and profoundly, that man makes history

How? By being passive?

_No, by daring, and daring again, and again and again until
victory, )

There is 1o place in the working class movement for p.

who whimper and snivel over difficulties, who are afraid of b
busters or atom bombs, who are afraid to stand up and say
are for revolution”, y ; ;

Today the world revolution ig unfo
of people are in struggle against im
the1rfw1]ls and every day, every |
new Tavourable conditions f ¢

The nationa] | overtl

e iberation movement js.
objective reality. e

It is no aceident that T) i
Communist Review, The jggrgéot%g-
Sharkey is to weaken man’s wil| tq
that can be drawn from Thornton
it’s far too difficult

And we say ‘g

E magnificently. Milli
€rialism. They are excr!
€Iy minute are creal
On and further victor
US, a very real part

€ Was published in !
f of Aarons, Dixon ai
€. The only conclusi
€ 18! “Give it a]] away

this rubbish.
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