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Preface

THIS ESSAY is about the evolution of the Communist Party of
Australia since World War I1.

Beginning as a monolithic stalinist party of some strength in the late
forties, it has been transformed by the postwar decades. It rejected
stalinism, but was unable to replace it with a coherent political
alternative, and it has gradually declined intoa confused and demoralised
rump.

Most commentators have welcomed the political changes which
have occurred in the party, arguing that the CPA’s break with stalinism
was a historic step forward. A minority have deplored them, contending
that the party has abandoned a socialist vision in favour of trendyism,
opportunism and reformism. By and large the debate over the CPA’s
postwar development has been conducted between these two poles.

My argument is that both views must be rejected. Stalinism was
undeniably an odious political tradition, and was also unviable in the
postwar era. However in rejecting it, the CPA has embraced liberal and
reformist ideas which are no real improvement. The one political
tradition which could have provided a real socialist vision for our times
— the authentic tradition of revolutionary Marxism — has been
consistently rejected by the vast majority of party members. Yet without
it, the Communist Party could only end up liquidating itself into
mainstream bourgeois politics. This book traces the complex process by
which it has moved toward just such a fate. In keeping with my basic
thesis, the treatment is often quite polemical.
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The Fate of a
World Movement

Lenin’s internationalism is not a formula for
harmonising national and international interests in
empty verbiage. It is a guide to revolutionary action
embracing all nations. Our planet, inhabited by so-
called civilised humanity, is considered as one single
battle-field where various nations and social classes

contend.
— Leon Trotsky!

‘ ommunists have always called upon the workers of the world to
unite. In factit is undoubtedly the most famous thing Karl Marx

ever said, and few who claimed to stand in his tradition have failed to
repeat it.

Yet slogans are one thing, and practice another. Marx himself lived
in a time when capitalism was still a young and expanding system,
achieving economic and social progress in one country after another.
And it was doing so on a national basis. Industrial economies arose,
agriculture was modernised, political democracy triumphed in much of
Europe, and the key social and political structure associated with these
changes was the nation state. The labour movement grew up on a
national basis as well.

Marx sought to unify the workers across national barriers, with
episodic success, but he was unable to build an on-going mass movement
which did so. The International Workingmen’s Association, or “First
International”’, was a step toward such a thing, but it was never much
more than a ramshackle federation of national organisations — ranging
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from the conservative British trade unions to the anarchists of southe
Europe. 3
: The Sec?nd International, in its turn, grew up as a federation of
national paxjues. It was capable of passing grand resolutions about
frat_emal unity, but when the first World War put it to the test, all its
national sections endorsed the war effort of their own bourgeoisie. The
:og:;sl:ti;z sent by their leaders to slaughter each other on the
attlefield. The international solidarity of th i
s o ty e proletariat was exposed as
It might have seemed audacious indeed, th i
] : , then, for Lenin and th
?.ussxan ‘Bolshewks to attempt to launch a Third, or Communis:
cz;ziggntﬂaﬁom 4, 1?19. Yet the new movement’s founders were
' e first time, the workers of the world migh
; ! ttruly b
:zu;de n;:;;leew'lluhi piolcq was not based on abstract sen%ime;llt iui
ch Lenin and hi B
revglution, i siwomgme Signiﬁl::nsgﬂuwers made of their own
capitalism in their own time, :
] By the turn of the century,
zlachlcvc industrial development
industrial powers which alread
sewing up the world market.

and the development of

the prospects ft:.-r any more nations to
were becoming increasingly poor. The
y existed were carving up the world and

AR dlf':';:gt?g?l:e “5: dominate the terms of trade
natons to join the industrial

“club”. Japan and German j
: many had just managed

c:ctcln‘;we government intervention in theiragoontzt:i{:: Soi apk i
world, moreover, direct colonial rule choked ot x ok
independent economic development P any Chaniuy

In addition, by the turn of thy ;

. . ,. € Centu i i
reac;_hmg the limits of a historic period u;ye:;z;:sail;sm;s W
Err,:i“ rates to fall, which Marx had pointed to as a f;tu - o
- cai; ;&:Jsfr:hakmg itself felt throughout the world system :: tl;f:;l’ltalist

the new century. Expansion to ne Httwo

lab;ur, whllch had staved off the problem for a:;r?:r i:tssband St of
and more difficult once the great powers had com l,e g morg
the world at the turn of the century, pleted their division of
i Leni in concluded that solutions to the major proble
: umanthc ity — class oppression in the west, national and i W
in the rest of tll1c ‘world — could not be achieved ?h?i OPPression
nations, nor within a capitalist framework, The r‘)‘;ﬁnn "“”ﬁm

humanity was social transformation on a world scale, and the gy

the revolutionary proletariat.
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In 1914, when he first addressed this message to whoever would
listen amongst a labour movement disoriented by the World War, he was
supported by only a handful of revolutionaries. Yet by 1919 he had an
audience of millions. Nationalism had been discredited by the war, as
had the old nationally-limited socialist parties, who had led the working
class into the slaughter. And the war had led to revolution in Russia,
making the Russian Bolsheviks an attractive model for militant workers
everywhere.

The possibility existed of building a world movement based on the
politics of Bolshevism, and Lenin considered it not only important but
absolutely necessary to do so. Although the Bolsheviks held state power
within the borders of a single nation, they did not believe they could
maintain that power, let alone solve the terrible economic and social
problems of Russia, within those national limits. Lenin argued thatonly
an international revolution could save the Bolshevik regime from
eventual collapse.

He was absolutely adamant on this point. Eight months before the
revolution he had written that “the Russian proletariat cannot by its own
forces victoriously complete the socialist revolution”. Four months after
it he said that “the absolute truth is that without a revolution in
Germany, we shall perish”. A year later he wrote that “the existence of
the Soviet republic side by side with imperialist powers for any length of
time is inconceivable”.?

The formation of the Communist International was therefore a
matter of urgency. At the beginning, its prospects looked hopeful, for it
was formed amidst a wave of revolutionary struggles across Europe
which reached insurrectionary proportions in centres such as Berlin,
Munich and Budapest. Important sections of the European labour
parties came over t0 the new movement, and the “Comintern” bound
them together into a single world party, with a centralist structure.

The centralism was not, in those days, an obstacle to democracy.
Extensive debates on major issues — union work, parliamentarism,
relations with non-communist workers, national liberation struggles
—took place in which Bolshevik views were openly challenged by
leaders of such stature as Sylvia Pankhurst, Anton Pannekoek, and

Amadeo Bordiga.
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The Stalinisation of the International

’I‘I-!IS WAVE of working class radicalism declined by 1921, and the lag
serious attempt at arevolution in Germany was defeated in 1923, leaving
qn].y a single revolutionary party in power: the Bolsheviks. It was g
situation which had not been anticipated by Lenin, who expected the
leading role of the Russians in the Comintern to be temporary:

Le,adershlp in the revolutionary proletarian International has passed for

a time — for a short time it goes without saying — to the Russians.?

It would . . . be erroneous to lose sight of the fact that, soon after the

victory of the proletarian {cvolution in at least one of the advanced

g-;u:;m;s;;:hxrp cl'.lnmge will p‘mbably come about: Russia will cease to
e | and will once again become a backward country . . .*

Butthl w'zthttm the ebb of the European revolution, Bolshevik leadership
within lwo.rld movement became permanent and entrenched. Thi
brought with it grave problems. i
work'g:’: s?a(:fgf‘t?::n :n:roeczg:‘gvgitlhnf h;omholcl to%cther an embattled
s > ¢ Avages o civil war. They had
e mmzdmN;t; m t; laﬂdmg the vast international mm.remensR they
st dcc1 - b, ussia was abackward country, its working class
mated by civil war. How could it lead a mo

on the large and culturally advanced working B
Lenin noted the problem as early as 19
Comintern resolution he wrote:

classes of Western Europe?
21, when in discussing a

The resolution is an excellent of iti
is an exce ne, but it is almost enti i
o isr:f;JeVeFYFhﬂlg in it is Pased on Russian con:il:it::s}?'?t‘;lizs'm}, -
};oor - ut it is also its failing. It is its failing because I am suls Ly
" gn:rcanreafl it...and...if by way of exception s oo
oes understand it, he cannot carry itout , . . we have ik

i g ol'ﬂl.sner
present our Russian experience to foreigners.5 % thow to

Russian leadership was therefore a distorti

the Sovic_t regime continued to place world ;.:viﬁl:ilo:lh:tgr’ but while
Pcrspccpve it was not a fatal one. In the mid-twentj Seatmofirs
internationalist perspective was gradually abandoncdm, h“w;:, the

With the ebb of revolution in Europe, the pros .

frctm the west for the embattled Soviets app;mdpin o
Within Russia, the state bureaucracy under Stalin’s :
strengthened its grip on society. This bureaucracy
own power and privileges, which could only be j
workers’ revolutions abroad. Stalin began to d .
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according to which Russia could build “socialism in a single country”.

What did “socialism in a single country”’ mean in practice? In
Russia, which had not even completed the capitalist stage of economic
development, it meant the ruthless accumulation of capital by the state,
and the ruthless exploitation of the workers and peasants in the interest
of industrial development. To achieve these ends, a powerful repressive
apparatus emerged.

Trotsky charged that the revolution had been “betrayed”, but more
accurately it had been transformed into its opposite by the pressures of
political and economic reality. Lenin had been proved both right and
wrong. Right in saying that the revolution could not survive unless it
spread to the west; wrong in saying that in the age of imperialism no
country could achieve an industrial transformation on a national basis.
The Russian workers’ state gave way 10 a dynamic state capitalism,
which industrialised the society at the workers’ expense.

Abroad, “socialism in a single country’’ meant the subordination of
the Communist Parties to the national interest of the Soviet bureaucracy.
The Chinese party was instructed to place its faith in Chiang Kai-chek
because Chiang was Stalin’s ally. Itdid so, agreeing even to disarm itself
after seizing the city of Shanghaion his behalf, only to have Chiang turn
on the Communists and massacre them. The British party was tied to the
left wing of the trade union bureaucracy, because Moscow wanted to use
the *“Anglo-Soviet Trade Union Committee” to pursue its own
diplomatic ends. The consequence was to give the more leftwing officials
a radical image they did not really deserve, and even to build illusions in
the TUC as a whole (the CPGB slogan was “al] power to the General
Council”). In the 1926 General Strike these illusions were to be cruelly
shattered; worse, because they half shared them, the Communists
were unable to provide a coherent revolutionary alternative to the official
leadership of the struggle.

Then in the period from 1928 to 1934, when Stalin made an all-out
attempt to industrialise Russia, the Communist Parties were instructed
to launch a frontal offensive against the bourgeoisie, and also against the
social-democrats, who were denounced as tools of the bourgeoisie.
Within the International, Stalin had to carry out a purge to ensure

subservience to this radical turn in policy:
Of the 275 persons at various times elected to leading bodies of the
International, not a single one was elected at all seven Congresses held
between 1919 and 1935, nor even at six out of the seven. Of the five
members of the “small bureau” elected by the Executive Committee
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after the Second Congress in 1920, only one — Alfred Ros i
” " 5 INEr,
Trotskyist — physically survived the purges of the thirties.* W

'I‘.he sudden left turn involved a number of suicidal actions, but mq
dlS!IIStIDllsly it involved the theory of “social-fascism”, accordin ;
Whu.:h Tl.le social-democratic and labour parties were the left wing t‘;
fasc:sn'.l itself. Such an orientation made unity against the real f:ats%:‘0
threat impossible, and paved the way for Hitler to take power ov: ¥
bodies of a divided labour movement. e

The German debacle led to a major new stage in Comi i
Gemtgii “Dimitmv elaborated the so-called tf%%Jnit::d n;ir;;‘atm‘fgo:ilm
Fa:l’(l:ltsll;n > soon tobg?cgme the P?pular Front which called for an alliance
r;:e o ;at a]"i;ml:mﬁc' or “patriotic” bourgeoisie — i.e. that section of
mome;; . :[‘h : ailsn v:h(:;}': 1‘::5 al;ﬁ:ll:ared to opp(tn_se fascism, at least for the
_, ce were to figh i
bourge_ons dernocrarfyr and the struggle for sociili:riasuf;nslcﬂtieff e
these ';::sx a.nd c;&a]iix_atly postponed to a later stage. i
i tactical alliance against the co

o em}::;f;g the class struggle to what became a longterm alli};nczy 10
i eg woo thttzllaoyrgffome, t%le one-time internationalists of .thn
Mmmaisi ‘;.n enthusiastic patriotism: in France they san he
ey C::.n waved th_c tncolopr; in America they carried p; g the
o eorge‘Washmgton side by side. Even more T
gan to oppose strikes, and working class militan g gl
upsetting the alliance with sections of the bourg:g'ig.enemlly,for d

. I_n France the Popular Front formed a govcmns;m
coalition of the Socialists, the CP, the Radicals and e R =
of : Masonic Employers”. It was quickly put to ﬂ::'fen L asociaion
sot:xke wave. The new government opposed th:;. t:::ll:y o
Pomrunlzsr; [iaxi':y;ln\:rt;;h had put forward the :41:;4.:uraa|t.g1 sjzg::d“the
"opul revolution”, told the strikers: © » “the
situation . . . cannot be protracted without danger to th : Present
peopli of kjFI:arln)ce.“ € Security of the
ooking back with pride on this di i '
!m:er commented: “The EOmmunist Pd;:tymﬁa?gzde’ 5 %Thorez
it is necessary to know how to end a strike.”? e tg@ﬂtlnxm
In the same year, the Spanish Popular Front sw - '
crest of a wave of grassroots struggle. A fascist revofptm :
Franco set out to crush this upheaval, but was thrownt "
the country by a virtual insurrection of the workers and
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country was plunged into a civil war, in which the USSR supplied aid to
the anti-fascist forces — butat a price. The Spanish CP, originally a very
small organisation, was able to use its Soviet connections to transform
itself into a major force. Aided by the Russian secret police, it led moves
to liquidate workers’ organisations which refused to subordinate the
class struggle to the alliance with pro-Republican sections of the
bourgeoisie. Countless revolutionaries were killed, and organisations to
the left of the CP eventually smashed. The result wasa fatal weakening of
the one force that could have defeated Franco: the independent struggles
of the working class.®

The Popular Front was temporarily suspended in 1939-40, when
Stalin concluded his non-aggressive pact with Hitler. For a brief
interlude, the CPs were instructed to wage struggles of every sort, and
British and French preparations for war were vigorously denounced.
However the strategy was renewed with a vengeance once Germany
invaded the USSR and Stalin once again sought an alliance with the
western powers.

In the course of the second World War, the CPs everywhere
restrained workers’ struggles. The war was the most extreme form of the
Popular Front — an explicit alliance with the western ruling classes
against Hitler —and therefore demanded the most severe dampening of
the class struggle, through no-strike pledges and the like. The CPs
defended this policy on the grounds that stopping fascism was an
over-riding priority, and in this view they were supported by many
workers, Yet after the war, with fascism totally defeated, every effort was
nevertheless made to continue the wartime collaboration with the
bourgeoisie. In 1945, when Churchill proposed a postwar coalition with
Labour, the British Communist press headlined the story: “‘All-Party
National Government is Essential After the Election.’”

The French party for its part raised the slogan, “One State, one
Army, one Police Force”!®and CP deputies in the Assembly voted fora
resolution praising the role of French forces in Indochina.!!

The Basis of Stalinist Mass Support

THE ROLE of the CPs in the period from the late twenties through 10
the postwar period, the years 1928-34 apart, was designed first and
foremost to effect an alliance between Moscow and the CPs on the one
hand, and the social-democrats and sections of the bourgeoisie on the
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other. The independent struggles of the working class were subordj
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The Communist Parties had been formed through splits in the
social-democratic parties, and Communist militants retained feelings of
hostility to social democracy. It was the social-democratic parties who
had led the workers into World War I, it was they who had stifled the
revolutionary upheavals that followed the war, and it was they who had
murdered Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht. To Communists who
knew of all that, the description “gocial-fascist” could have a certain
appeal.

The strategies that went with it divided the German working class
and led to the triumph of Hitler, so Communists everywhere began to
question it. But right at this point the Comintern itself took a new turn,
to the Popular Front.

The Popular Front meant collaboration with a section of the
capitalist class, but that did not seem entirely unreasonable to many
militants for whom Hitlerite fascism appeared as a terrible danger,
which overrode other considerations. And in the aftermath of Hitler’s
defeat, the rise to power of Communist regimes in a dozen countries
seemed a triumphant vindication of the policy.

Itis true that various twists and turns of Soviet policy over the years
caused uncase among the rank and file. Partly the unease was contained
within bureaucratic structures, which we will examine in another
chapter. Partly also it was contained by a sophisticated ideological
smokescreen. This too will be examined later. But there was another
important factor. Workers felt a strong loyalty to their party, even if they
were uneasy about its policies. This is often dismissed by writers as a
blind faith, but the reality is more complex.

Intellectuals (including many writers of Communist history) are
generally trained to think in individual terms; moreover, society gives
them the opportunity to make good on the basis of their individual
achievemnent. Workers, by contrast, must more often rely on solidarity to
accomplish their goals. This solidarity tends to take on an organisational
form, often that of a political party. Building a party demands struggle
and sacrifice, so once it is built, workers are reluctant to abandon it.
James Cannon, an American Communist leader who did abandon his
party to support Trotsky, explained workers’ party loyalty this way:

An intellectual dilletante is capable of joining a party without attaching
any great significance to such an action, and of leaving it at the first
disagreement ... The worker, on the other hand, who as a rule will not
join a party unless he means business, will not leave it at the first
disappointment or when the first doubt enters his mind. No, the worker
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clings to his party and supports it until all his confi

are exhausted. This is the great factor which underlcii:sn f;:ggrhope§ inj
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busily engaged in extending its economic penetration throughout the
west. During this period the wartime Popular Front was maintained.
The CPs were able to enter coalition governments in France, Austria,
Belgium, Iceland, Italy, Chile and Finland. Wherever they were in
government, they maintained a pattern of support for more production
and opposition to strikes.

Yet it was a time of ferment among the working class. After the
sacrifice of the war period, workers everywhere waged intense class
struggles, most notably in Italy where the end of the war led to the
seizure of Milan and Turin by organised workers. The Communist
Parties, however, helped the bourgeoisie to ride out the storm. The
Italian CP leader Togliatti collaborated with the allies in disarming the
workers, in France Thorez lectured workers on labour discipline, and in
Britain when troops were used to break a go-slow on the Surry docks, the
Daily Worker simply reported the events without comment. The detente
between Russiaand the West was the central concern of the parties —the
class struggle would have to wait.

But the uneasy international peace could not last. Notwithstanding
coldwar rhetoric, neither side had actually set itself the goal of world
conquest, but neither Russia nor the US was satisfied with the way the
world had been divided up at Yalta and Tehran. In 1947 President
Truman announced the “Truman Doctrine” which aimed at contain-
ment of Communism. In the same year the Marshall Plan was
announced. The US would pump economic aid into Europe, but it
would do so at the price of political subservience. As part of the deal, CP
ministers were to be ejected from European governments.

Stalin responded vigorously, moving first to tighten up Soviet
control in Eastern Europe.

Throughout Eastern Europe, the Communist Parties had remained
in coalition with social democrats and others, and much of industry had
remained in private hands. Now industry was nationalised, and the CPs
tightened their grip on state powWer. In Czechoslovakia a carefully
controlled mobilisation of the workers was used to force the non-
Communists out of government. Elsewhere, the mere presence of Soviet
troops was enough to discourage resistance.'

The Comintern had been dissolved in 1943 as a good-will gesture
to the west, but now it was partially revived. The Communist
Information Bureau (Cominform) was established in October 1947,
consisting of nine parties: Russia, Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria,
Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, France and Italy. Other parties in the west
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got their “‘information” indirectl
; y, through th ‘
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Leading Soviet economists predicted that the postwar boom would
soon give way 1o a mew depression, and not many of their western
colleagues were prepared 10 dispute the prediction. The final crisis of
capitalism seemed near, and the general offensive ordered by Moscow
might appear justified.

In reality, the offensive had come two years too late. The strikes of
the late forties were militant enough, but they were the tail end of the
postwar strike wave. The victory in China proved to be the end of the
main wave of Communist territorial expansion. The western economies
were about to enter a prolonged boom which, together with a sustained
anti-communist drive by employers, governments and media, would lay

the basis for a conservatisation of the working classes and asharp decline
in Communist influence.

Moreover, the Communist offensive itself had a built-in limitation;
it took on sectarian and sometimes over-ambitious features. The parties
stressed the politicisation of strikes, in a period when the majority of
workers were largely concerned with immediate economic issues. In
Australia, the CPA attempted to challenge the Labor Party in an all-out
assault, at a point where its strength did not justify the move.

Finally, the CPs paid the price of their own previous class
collaboration. For several years they had discouraged strikes, and
preached class peace. Now with no warning the militants were flung
into intense, sometimes suicidal struggles. The political grounds for
the sudden shift were far from clear to the rank and file.

By the early fifties, the offensive was grinding to a halt.

Government repression and rightwing extremist groups combined to
and there were

take a heavy toll on the party members and supporters,
attempts in some places to outlaw the Communist Parties altogether.

Membership fell off, drastically in some cases, and those Communists
who did not leave the party bore permanent scars from the bitter

isolation which followed.

Towards “Polycentrism”

THE FIRST Soviet hydrogen bomb was exploded in 1953. It was to

prove a turning point:
... the development of a situation of — more or less — nuclear stalemate
between Russia and the West means that the international communist
movement no longer plays any significant role in the defence of Russia.
Of course the parties still play a useful public relations role, but they are



T

i —————_——

22 Into the Mamnstream

not needed to lead struggles or even to contain th

: em.
on the threat of mass destruction has no interes A power thay Telig

mobilisation. !5 tin the politics of g
The world-wide “balan
? ce of terror” ran par
all sides that the balance of power in parallel to a final recognitiony,

e ‘ Europe had been consolj

w1 f: Lhai:k oonzésgznt be_meen.thc two great power blocs(&::sai[‘l?aljm
b orcmcs e m}]r ;:elther 'Sld.e. The CPs were no longer neededa]t],d
sy ors; \.wthm the lopposing camp; indeed, oy 1T-
i of“pencefmn their part” might jeopardise the en;er h
e o :ze:]c::;ence which the nuclear parity bcnféng
N made both possible and necess EI-.‘
e s nion called on the Communist parti 5
i i g n:onta.l attacks on the bourgeoisie and ffom etlsn i
i, i msgga] democrlatic parties; they were to m E-H
i vty mldcal the‘spht in the working class.”” 6 [f ;'l‘ie
R them in 1956, they coul, : :

The d attain their aims
he parliamentary meq jevi;
o ns of achieving socialism are now poss i
r.hemngrefore it ths wo:;;lre ull:src often suffering setba{.:fss lbllf i Thfl'l_ghl
a B class and its allies, the peq] rriaj i Pﬂsiﬁlblf
t ority of the

and transform it from m

Itwould be aslow :
by the events of 1956 and difficult task, Wwhich wag o q

Early i ik Madeany easj
Twcntietl); m&ig% oo hchev deliy, -
R b ngress of the CPSU, The :red“"iceretspmh.,
R s rel"_dge around the world, told the i
moral outragil-m :;me h: chev did not make these g € Borro
bﬂfOfe-Themtalimim“;ry felt moral outrage g Tevelayj rs of

: le of gov
e

to the
Ut gy g DECAME

The Fate of a World Movement 23

sophisticated economy which Russia was now developing. You can force
people to do manual labour by terror tactics, but you cannot use the same
methods to improve productivity in a technologically advanced
enterprise.

Khrushchev also used his speech as a factional weapon. To secure
his position as Stalin’s heir he wished to mobilise the lower levels of the
bureaucracy against his rivals at the top. The lower levels had been kept
in a continual state of fear under Stalin, and were happy to support the
man who promised a liberalisation.

_But while de-stalinisation was necessary, it also brought with it
serious dangers. Stalin had beena symbol of the monolithic quality of the
world movement, so attacks on him could get out of hand, and indeed
they did. As early as 1953, the year of Stalin’s death, building workers in
East Berlin had sparked a substantial rebellion in East Germany, and
there had been strikes in Czechoslovakia, Hungary and Rumania.
However these events, coming at a point where the cold war was still
very intense, had little impact on the parties in the west.

In 1956 the lid blew off. Strike struggles forced a change of
leadership in Poland, then in October student demonstrations in
Hungary were followed by mass strikes. The Hungarian strikes became
an insurrection, with workers’ councils being established in the major
enterprises. A brutal armed intervention by Soviet forces was required
to restore order.

The events of 1956 caused grave unrest in and around the western
Communist Parties. They had received no advance warning of
Khrushchev’s secret speech, but had been left to read the news in the
gloating establishment press. Apparently the Russians, now that they
had the bomb, did not much care how their actions affected the parties in
the west. It was galling for the CPs, especially ones like the French and
Italians who commanded millions of votes, to be treated in such a
fashion.

Injury was added to insult with the Soviet invasion of Hungary. An
uproar resulted among Communists and their supporters. Intellectual
and artistic figures, such as Picasso in France, protested against the
invasion. More significantly, the French party could not carry the
pro-Soviet line in the trade unions under its control. The British
Communist paper found its Budapest correspondent, Peter Fryer,
sending reports which sympathised with the Hungarian rebels. Even in
America denunciations of the invasion appeared in the CP press, and it
took a year before orthodoxy was restored.
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In accordance with the realities of the present international situation, we
are prepared to accept the presence of US bases until an international
agreement is reached to remove all foreign bases from all countries

without exception.”!

Twice in the sixties world events accelerated the polycentric tendency.
In the early years of the decade, Peking split openly and decisively with
Moscow.

China rejected the Soviet proposals for peaceful coexistence with
the west, fearing that a deal berween the two superpowers would leave
Peking out in the cold. The Chinese especially feared that nuclear
detente would prevent China from developing an independent nuclear
weapons program. In addition, they believed the Russians were
attempting to use aid programs to reduce them to satellite status. The
real issues were therefore those of Chinese national interest, but they
were translated into different terms within the world movement. China
denounced Khrushchev’s theory of a peaceful transition to socialism,
and his belief in the possibility-of removing the threat of war without
removing imperialism. The appeal was to the most leftwing elements in
the CPs. There was also an appeal to those of the older cadres who felt
Stalin had been badly done by in 1956.

Some exceptions (including Australia) notwithstanding, the
numbers of cadres which China could win to its breakaway splinter
groups were small. The main importance of the Sino-Soviet split for the
western CPs was the shattering of Russia’s position as unquestioned
leader of the world movement. Yugoslavia’s defection in the 1950s had
been a problem, but Yugoslavia was a small country. Now the
Communist leaders of the world’s most populous nation were defying
Moscow. In the aftermath, major parties like the Japanese moved to a
neutral position in the Sino-Soviet dispute, and even ruling parties like
the Rumanians began to take their distance from the USSR.

The final blow, however, was delivered by the events in
Czechoslovakia in 1968. In that country both polycentrism and
liberalisation had been pursued by the Dubcek government. Alarmed,
the Soviets first tried indirect pressure and then sent in the tanks. The
Communist Parties in the west hastened to denounce the Russian action.
The Italians expressed strong disapproval, and the French criticised the
invasion, while in Australia the Communist Party held public meetings
to campaign against the Soviet intervention.

Not all the membership of the CPs was in favour of this sort of
public criticism. Some workers and union officials in particular were
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The Rise of
Australian
Communism

“There’s going to be 2 meeting in Perth about
Russia,” Feathers said ... “I think I'll go and hear
what they have to say.”” He paused and ran his hand
through his hair. <y ou never know. It might be the

start of something new. We need a new start.”
— Judah Waten, The Unbending'

Ausualian socialism has always reflected the weaknesses of the
Labor movement more than its strengths.

To be sure, the Labor Party was “gocialist” ... but what did that
mean? For William Lane, «we are all socialist only some of us don’t
know it”’,2 and Cardinal Moran suggested how seriously ALP socialism
might be taken when he remarked: “If men in the advancement of their
political interests chose the name Socialists, I say again what’s inaname

3973
For the mainstream Labor supporters, socialism meant little more
than state intervention in the economy, to ensure 2 more rational

capitalism and a society in which the unfair advantage enjoyed by the

employers on the industrial battlefield would be neutralised. At the same

time it was closely tied to the role of the state in promoting tariff
protection and White Australia.
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Australian Socialist Party were less self-important, but they too refused
to go anywhere near the Labor Party not only on tactical or strategic
grounds but on a matter of absolute principle:
The Labor Party does not clearly and unambiguously avow Socialism,
nor does it teach it; it is unlike any other working-class creation in the
world in that it builds no socialist movement, issues no socialist books,
debates no socialist problems. It is not international, itis not Marxian. In
politics and practice it is liberalism under a new name; in utterance and

ideal it is bourgeois.’
To create @ Communist Party in Australia it would be necessary 10
Ive this historic divide between those operating within the
¢ opposed on principle to doing so. This was difficult
been impossible without the impact
alia and of 2

somehow reso

ALP and thos
indeed, and it would perhaps have
both of a major upsurge in the class struggle in Austr:

revolution in Russia.
In Australia as in S0 many places the latter stages of the first World

War broughta dramatic escalation of the class struggle, then after about
1920 militancy declined. The strike figures tell some of the story:

STRIKE DAYS LOST (THOUSANDS)

Year Days Lost Year Days Lost
1914 1090 1919 4304
1915 583 1920 3587
1916 1679 1921 1286
1917 4500 1922 859
1918 581 1923 1146

(Source: ABS)
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struggle over the issue; this was followed by two major strike waves.
Then unemployment r0s€ sharply to 11 percent in 1921, while the
Melbourne union CONEress called for socialism within a decade. Tosome
Australian leftists, the Communist International’s declaration that “the
epoch of final decisive struggle ... has arrived”!? seemed 2 reasonable
proposition, and accordingly 26 people representing various radical
socialist currents met in Sydney in late 1920 1o found the Communist

Party of Australia.

A Decade In the Wilderness

THE NEW party led a chequered existence. AMONg its founders were
the *“Trades Hall Reds” led by Jock Garden, who were active inside the
ALP; the remnants of the Industrial Workers of the World who hoped to
win the new party to revolutionary syndicalism-, and the Australian
Socialist Partys for whom both - these approaches Were anathema.
However the ASP, which possessed the largest cadre force and 2
coherent political line, expected to be able dominate the new

organisation. They were to be disappointed.
Jock Garden, who made up 10 tactical agility what he lacked in

numbers, blocked with the IWW elements t© gain control of the

nal executive, then postponed elections to the permanent

provisio
executive for months. The ASP, finding itself outflanked, pulled out of

the united organisation 10 rename itself the «Communist Party” and

there were tWo rival fragments claiming to represent the Communist
International.
The usual judgement of historians 18 that while the ASP was the

better organised and educated, the Garden group was more practical and
s this really true?

thus in the end superior. To what extent 1
Certainly the ASP were organisationally stronger and had larger
paper sales. When ey Miles, a leader of the Queensland Communists,
investigate the split, he reported that the ASP sold more

came down to 1
papers than its rivals, and that their meetings Were more impressive. By
moralised — but

contrast he found the Garden group confused and de
much worse, he indicted them for gross oppommism.

« “Tactics’ seems 10 have become 2 disease” with the Garden group,
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the New Zealand
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Labor Party conference,
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Moreovers while the party might be united it was far from politically

coherent. Farrell describes 1t 8 having been “a curious mixture of
s gs” in which the Garden leadership was «closely adapted to the

grouping
industrial environment and the prevailing mood of important elements

of the labour movement’s but recruits from the socialist sects “kept alive
asense of party identity,and a certain sectarianism and spiritof criticism
of the existing labour movement.”" In Melbourne the small and

struggling CPA branch was a «“congerie of groups either new 10 the

labour movement and ignorant of its affairs, of doctrinaire and

sectarian” and when the Adelaide branch collapsed “jts place was taken
by several orgf;u'xisations’’.20

Such an organisation Was likely to be torn apart by outside
pressures. 1f the party could claim 2 sizeable membership at first, up 10
1500 according t© Pravda?, it could not hold it together. The more
militant and/or sectarian elements alienated the friends Garden was
trying 10 make with his npportunist alliances. These friends then
denounced the party ot attacked it, and stole away the right wing of its

rank and file.
1n 1923 the more militant sections of the party, whose views found
regular expression in the CPA newspaper Workers’ Weekly, antagonised
the leaderships of two key unions. First, inthe early part of the year, they
criticised the management of a maritme strike in North Queensland and
made an enemy of Tom Walsh, the Seamen’s leader who had supported
the party and was still aleftist. And later in the year, the Workers’ Weekly
ferocious polemic against the Miners’ leader A.C. Willis,

who had been jmportant in securing Communist affiliation to the ALP.
In the course of a dispute In Maitland, the CPA had called for a

general strike of all miners- For this they were accused of playing into the
hands of the coal owners, and Willis told the establishment press that
both the coal owners and the Communists wanted 8 general strike. The
arty was able, in the course of along and heated series of exchanges, 10
demolish the latter contention,? but not to keep wWillis from moving to

isolate the CPA in the union and the ALP.
By the end of the year, the Communists had been expelled from
ce campaign among

the Labor Party, and despite an impressive defen
the expulsion Was final. A large section
memberships with the

rank and file ALP supporters;
of the CPA memberships who had held dual
in the Labor Party and ceased tobe Communists.
ank and file union work, which will be

ALP, elected tostay
en stood for NSW

carried on 2

The party now turned 10 T
discussed below, and to electoral activity. Jock Gard
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unemployment began to rise. From 1928 there begana series of major
industrial confrontations, involving first the waterside workers, whose
prolonged unofficial strike was broken, leaving them weakened for
years and forced to work with non-unionists. This was followed by the
defeat of the timber workers, a struggle which led to 2 lengthening of
working hours not only in that industry but in many other places.
Finally, in the latter half of 1929, there was a lock-out on the northern
coalfields of New South Wales. Here too, the union was defeated, and
rank and file bitterness founds its most spectacular expression in ariot
at Rothbury.
These struggles, though defeated, marked a permanent change in
the political climate, and one which was 10 benefit the Communists
enormously. Militant workers were disillusioned with traditional trade
unionism, and especially with the timidity that had been shown by
many union officials. They were disillusioned too with the response of
Labor Governments, which presided over the same sort of union-
bashing as the conservatives. Meanwhile, unemployment was reaching
astronomical proportions. Only a small minority of workers were led
by these events to turn toward Communism, but that minority was
enough to turn the CPA from a sect into a small mass party.

As it became clear thatanew crisis was beginning, debates began
within the CPA about how to respond. Kavanagh had opposed
dissolving the party into the ALP, buthe did not believe that the CPA
had the resources 10 challenge Labor for the allegiance of any

significant section of the working class. After the electoral fiasco

of 1925, he was dubious about standing candidates against the ALP.

Instead he called for 2 policy of critical support for Labor candidates:
cies combined with

support for their election, but criticism of their poli
a call for the workers to rally to a revolutionary program. {Ehe
transformation of the workers 10 revolutionary consciousness ‘is not

effected through political miracles”, said the CPA policy adopted at
the end of 1928, “‘nor will we accomplish it through virtuous isolation
of the C.P. from the masses, butitis alongand difficult process whose
various phases we must help in speeding npi

In retrospect this attitude appears as somewhat overconservative,
though we must remember that the party did not know how vast the
coming crisis was going to be. In reality there was soon to be a
considerable radicalisation, and there were those who predicted new
opportunities opening up for the CPA and called for a more aggressive

and leftwing approach to meet them. They were backed increasingly
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From the «Third Period” to the Popular Front

STALINISATION meant two things first of all: the disciplined
implememation by the Australian party of a new international line
«which takes its place everywhere”? and a determined attempt 10
organise the party along the lines demanded by the Comintern. This
involved building factory cells, careful planning and reporting “upwards
and downwar ds”. It also meant authoritarian control, for which purpose
a new constitution was introduced. The key ruling body on paper was
the Central Committee, but in reality the Secretariat ran things because
it was the transmission belt for Comintern policy, to which the whole
party was subordinate.

However the tightening up was only relative, if only because 1t
could not keep pace with the growth of the organisation. The depression,
which threw nearly 30 percent of trade unionists onto the dole queues,
brought a stream of recruits: in fact at one stage in Melbourne, workers
were literally queuing up outside the CPA offices to join. Rapid growth
also brought high turnover, especially as the party was recruiting among
the unemployed. In Victoria, for instance, membership stood at 287 in
1933 but many of them were paper members; at the start of 1935 the
figure stood at 683 but there was still «“ahnormally high fluctuation”’ and
there were “‘less members in the Party now than we recruited to the
Party in the pasttwo years.”?* In the early years of stalinism the CPA was
by no means the well-oiled machine it is sometimes imagined to have
been.

In immediate political terms stalinism meant the theory of “social-
fascism’ with s artendant tactical stupidities. When Labor Premier
Jack Lang was dismissed from office in 1932 for defying British banks,

d of people who perceived Lang’s defiance as an anti-

and a vast CTOW
establishment stance rallied in his support, the Communists could only

denounce him as 2 traitor. And the ALP Socialisation Units, which
managed 10 temporarily commit the NSW ALP to socialism, Were
treated as left social-fascists. In Victoria the CPA prevcnted the units
from forming for several years, and when they tried to organise in
industry in NSW, this was denounced by the party as 3 conspiracy
against the Communist-led Minority Movement.

Vet it was also in a sense the great heroic period of the party. These

peech fights, when Noel Counihan spoke 10 @

were the days of free s
crowd from a steel cage atop a truck while police frantically tried to cut
s when destitute families

him out. They were the days of eviction struggle
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reason that the CPA did not have a mass worker base to deliver to the
bourgeoisie. Nevertheless, we can see some of the same logic at work in
the party’s campaigns against war and fascism.
A “Movement Against War” was set up in the early thirties, and
ome notable initial support — the secretary of the League of
Nations Unions in Australia noted that within months it had won more
support than had the League Unions in twelve years.”® Peace activists
had become disillusioned with moderate tactics and were prepared to be
associated with radicals and Communists. The growth ceased around
the end of 1934, but interest was revived by the visit of Egon Kisch, the
FEuropean anti-fascist campaigner whom the government unsuccessfully
tried to keep out of Australia. Later, the renamed Movement Against
War and Fascism was able to build an “International Peace Campaign”
which held a Congress of 4,000 in Melbourne in 1937. The movement
was deeply rent by the Stalin-Hitler pact, and its demise was naturally
sealed by the beginning of World War IL
The political line of the anti-war movement was determined by the
CPA and consequently its political evolution gives a good indication of

what Popular Front policies meant in practice. In the early days the
Communist approach had been simple: war was caused by capitalism
and only a fool would fight for King and Country. At the end of 1929, s
the Sharkey-Miles leadership assumed control of the party, Workers’
Weekly declared that * ‘The spirit of Eureka still Jives’ is a meaningless

bleat.””?! And in 1933 Ralph Gibson told a Melbourne audience that

«\When we are called on.t0 fight for King and Country we are calledon to
follow our enemies and shoot our friends.”*

The new policies took the party in quite a new direction. The
main enemy was now fascism, and all other questions became
secondary. To be sure, there was stilla struggle for peace, but the main
threat to peace was fascism. Dimitrov made the implications quite

achieved s

clear:
In the present concrete international situation, the instigator of the
approaching war is Fascism, this mailed fist of the most aggressive forces

of imperialism ... Itis ... completely wrong to predict all countries as

aggressors at present.*
This opened the way for national defence. And given there was t0 bea
multiclass alliance to boot, it paved the way for the party’s turn to
Australian nationalism. Thus by September 1936 the CPA had become
an “Australian Party par excellence ... the real inheritor of the true

of the Dunmore

Australianism of the spirit of the fathers of democracy,
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And at a mass meeting at the height of the dispute, two major
ns were carried, one condemning Japanese imperialism in

resolutio
China and the other condemning the government for being remiss in

maintaining Australia’s defences.
So despite the many progressive sentiments, the struggle never-
theless also helped pave the way for an alliance with the Australian

bourgeoisie ona nationalist basis, for national defence. This was soonto

reach its fruition in the second World War. Not, however, before a
strange interlude occurred which seemed to move the CPA dramatically
in the opposite direction.

In 1939 the Soviet Union signed a peace pact with Nazi Germany.
as something of a jolt to Communists who had been making
anti-fascism the centre of their politics, but still the Communists could
defend itaftera fashion. They could pointout that western governments
lves with the USSR, and Russia had to look to

had refused to ally themse
its own survival. In itself this was not 2 totally unreasonable argument.
Tactical alliances with even the most reactionary forces had been

accepted by Lenin and Trotsky when they led the Soviet state. But they
had always subordinated these alliances to a basic orientation to the class

struggle as the central means for defeating reaction. Stalin, by contrast,

had for some time been subordinating the international class struggle 10
Parties in the west

the needs of Soviet diplomacy- Now the Communist
paid the price, 25 their respectable allies rurned away from them and
their working class Supporters were bewildered. Soon the CPA was
outlawed, and was not to e formally returned t© legality until well into
the war.

Still the party survived, and this was largely because among the
more militant sections of the working class there was a great scepticism
about the war. Government austerity measures in 1940 met 2 hostile
de sections of the population, and many workers felt the
fighting was both geographically remote and irrelevant working class
concerns. Even in 1942, when there was fighting in the Pacific and
Russia was involved, the most advanced workers were not enthusiastic.
A survey in the coal mining centre of Cessnock, for example, showed
that the local citizens felt that “the war, as @ war (did) not concern

them.”
Before looking at

It came

reception in wi

World War 1I itself, we must make two

digressions. The summary of events and political trends thus far has

necessarily been very sketchy, and 10 provide a bit more depth we shall

look at two specific aspects of CPA work in more detail, tracing the
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bargaining power eroded by soaring unemployment. When in 1931 the
arbitration court imposed a ten percent wage cut across industry, the
ACTU Congress voted to do nothing. Into this vacuum stepped the

ho appealed to the minority of workers who were

Communists, W
militant, moving to the left, and wanted t0 fight.

A revamped rank and file movement with the shorter title of
Minority Movement was Jaunched in 1931. By mid-year the MM was
the Australian section of the Red International of Labor Unions
(replacing the NSW Trades and Labor Council which was now

the Red

considered wgocial-fascist’”) and had an eight-page weekly paper,
Leader.

The MM organised workers on relief projects — and astonishingly
gh, won major wage rises for them. It won control of the Pastoral
a small breakaway from the AWU. Itintervened from
o base, such as the important textile strike

enou
Workers’ Union,
outside in areas where it had n
in Victorian spinning mills in 1932.

e big batallions of the

And above all it built a sizeable base in th
to the point where at the end of 1932, the RILU

«recruitment of nearly 3000 members . ..
the building of 60 job groups and the organising of eight shop
committees; the winning of affiliation from reformist union branches”
and even the temporary affiliation of the Australian Railways Union.*
The strongest base was among the miners, where MM Secretary
Bill Orr was elected General Secretary at the end of 1933. Notlong after,
the miners won a major victory at Wonthaggi, in a strike which was a
model of rank and file organisation. The key to the strike’s success was
the previous year’s organising by the MM, which went into the strike
with a membership of 140 in Wonthaggi, and recruited another 130 in
the course of the dispute.
In the same year the movement began t© hold rank and file
conferences among the sugar workers of North Queensland, and it was
the MM’s rank and file organising which laid the basis for the unofficial
strikes against Weil’s Disease which are chronicled in Jean Devanny’s
novel Sugar Heaven. Meanwhile, the Minority Movement was intensely
involved in building shop committees. In fact outside the NSW
railways, where the shop committee movement got its start it was largely
the MM which builtit. ] J. Brownand Ted Rowe, later tobe prominent

CPA union leaders, got their start by organising shop committees in
Victorian railway workshops.
By the end of 1033 the MM was a mass movement of sorts, and its

union movement,
congratulated the MM on the
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consequence of the turn toward the Popular Front, the MM as a national

organisation across union lines was allowed to fade away. Organisation
within individual industries remained, but even here it was more and
more subordinated to the task of winning and holding office.

When Bill Orr had won office in the Miners’ Federation in 1933,
the Red Leader had emphasized the power of the rank and file
organisation that put him there. By contrast, when later union offices
were won, the Communist Press emphasized the personal qualities
which had won them support.

And the first signs of conservatism were definitely beginning to
among Communist officials by the time of the pig iron struggle. Well
before the Port Kembla events, Jim Healy had said privately that “to
avoid the Government taking action we will have to agree to some
compromises.”“ This might have appeared as simple realism ata time
when some branches of the union had appeared reluctant 10 take firm
action over the issue. But when the Port Kembla wharfies made it clear

they were ready to fight, the union leadership’s artitude did not change.

tions over the strike, union leaders were mainly

In early negotia
concerned to get the Transport Workers' Act lifted, only to find that “in

concentrating on the Transport Workers’ Act (they) had misinterpreted
the mood of the strikers” 4% A peace settlement, argued foron 17 January
by all the members of the Disputes Committee including Healy and the
local CPA official Roach, was rejected by 100 votes to 30 at the mass
meeting, and was only accepted two days later on the insistence of the
leadership. The Communist officials Were perhaps, feeling the pressure
from more conservative sections of the union in other centres. But for
Communists in the past, the main thing had been to base themselves first
and foremost on the militants. Now they were beginning 1o 12g behind
them.

As yet, however,
wholesale bureaucratism and class collaboration

War, as we shall see.

this was only a tendency- A more dramatic shift to
took place during the

Work Among Women

FROM THE beginning the Communist Party was far in advance of the

society around it on the “woman question”’ and at the time of its

foundation it even seems to have been in advance of the rest of the

socialist left.

A layer of feminists from the peace movement had been won t0
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ade. This appears to be an indication that

assistance from a woman comr
urely a man’s organisation.”*

womien comrades regard the MM as p
as a dismal fact that only about ten percent of the party
depression years were women, reflecting’
aps the low involvement of women in the unemployed movement.
The great strength of the Communist Party’s work before 1935 was

and this came through in the work among
£ the Working Woman took obvious delight in
reporting the actions of a woman picket engaged in “jumping on the
back” of a scab and “bearing him to the ground, scratching and
screaming”.*? But perhaps the spirit of the Communist women of the
time is best expressed in their explanation for why they refused to
publish “household hints” in their paper:
The “Working Woman” exists for the purpose of helping all working
women to see the necessity to fight for the improvement of their
conditions — not to help the boss to further lower their standards and
increase his profits. The workers have always been forced to economise,
but there is no need for them to do it voluntarily and take pride in it.*°

To be sure, the militancy included the usual wild attacks on “social-
fascism’’, a category which include ferninists such as Muriel Heagney.
This sectarianism, but alas also the fighting spirit, began to fade as the
decade advanced. The Working Woman became 2 magazine from 1934,
and showed the first signs of wishing to model itself on establishment
women’s publications — including the once-shunned “household
hints”. Then with the advent of the Popular Frontafter 1935, it gave way
altogether to a new magazine, Woman Today. Nor was the name
randomly chosen. The class politics had to be removed, for its founders
were “influenced by the great need to unite all classes of women to meet

the growing threat of fascism”.”’
The new magazine was supposedly “without party political fiestas

and clearly reflected the desire of the CPA 10 win over the middle class.

Class struggles assumed 2 secondary importance in the articles, and for
many issues the front cover was ornamented by 3 sizeable advertisement,
featuring *“Beautiful Film Stars Who Use Mercolized Wax” 59 The same

for example in North

pattern emerged in actual organising work,
Queensland where t lub” of Townsville, whose

he “Women’s Progress (0}
membership consisted mostly of Communists or their wives of
daughters, nevertheless tion that “neither religion

declared inits constitul
or (sic) politics shall be 80

discussed at its meetings
It is not really clear that such measures could be justified even on
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for New Guinea, and it was partly to the CPA’s credit that Australian
troops Were considered too «unreliable”” for use in ferrying Dutch
colonialists tO Indonesiaat the end of the war. These experiences helped
lay the basis for Australian trade unionists’ support for the Indonesian
independence struggles a few years later.%?

On the other hand, when it came to forms of national chauvinism
that suited Soviet foreign policy, the Australian Communists were not so
well-behaved. «Rumanians Must Pay for Crimes »» thundered the
Melbourne Guardian in 1944, and apparently the entire Rumanian
working class were among the criminals.5® The Germans, 100, Were
expected to pay, though in this case Lance Sharkey was generous: “This
does not mean the destruction of the German people, not their outlawry
for all time.”®* It did however mean the payment of reparations to the
USSR, which is what the whole discussion was really about.

Finally, there was the use of caricatures of Japanese Jeaders which

even the Most generous interpretation must concede were racist.®® But
where the class

the worst features of the CPA’s war effort were at home,
struggle was totally subordinated to the war time alliance with the

bourgeoisie.
Craig Johnston has described the party’s industrial policy as

“collaborationist”’; by which he means the following:

ce between the two main classes: attacking
ation and offering advice to the state on
and exhorting workers 10 greater
le disputes in order to find

endeavouring to maintain a tru
capitalists for misusing the situ
how to solve production problems,
efforts and yet still leading themin unavoidab
solutions as quickly as possible.®

mmary of how the party \eadership perceived the
situation, but in reality class collaboration was not, and could not be so
neatly balanced. After all solving “production problems” necessarily

means, in Marxist terms, raising the rate of exploitation, an issue around

which there can be no class alliance except at workers’ expense. In fact,

the CPA was working toward the increased exploitation of the working
class. Moreover, the party did rather more than just “‘exhort” workers to
toe the line, and the category of «ynavoidable” disputes meant those
which the CPA could not suppress.
The shop committee movement, ONce 3 Means of strengthening the
independent organisation of the workers, Was now consciously used as an
integrating mechanism. The bourgeois historian Foenander has noted
that during the early years of World War 11, « Australian employers Were
disposed to look with some favour on multi-union shop committees ...

This may be a fair su
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found themselves confronted with an unofficial strike
23 waterfront workshops and about 2,900 workers. This
strike not only wor the reinstatement of Origlass but it created a new,
independent branch of the Tronworkers, led by trotskyists and other
milirants, which Jasted for some time after the war.”

So if by the late thirties the Communist officials had found
themselves lagging behind the militancy of their rank and file, they had
now had numerous experiences of head-on collisions with it. The seeds
of a long term contradiction in CPA practice had been sown.

Meanwhile, to be sure, the party membership was growing apace.

war, the numbers

Once the CPA had swung around 10 support for the
began to rise steeply even before the party was restored to legality. Atthe
height of the Russian offensive membership had risen to about the
twenty thousand mark. But what sort of people were being recruited,

and on what basis?

They soon
which spread t0

Up to 1943, itappears that recruitment was heavily proletarian and
rade union administration and

was the pay-off for years of competent t

anti-fascist work. From 1943, however, when the party could operateé

Jegally there was an increasing influx of middle class recruits, estimated
by Davidson as about half of new members.” And increasingly the
recruits were responding to the CPA’s role as the “leading war party”.
Communists threw their energies into the war efforton every part of the
home front, from sen

ding comforts parcels 10 the armed forces 1O
campaigning for immunization

against diptheria, from rural fire

brigades to mobilizing labourt for fruit canning. As Diane Mengherti put
it

to the point of paranoia to

hatched by the compulsive

ho contributed so

. they were, 10
72

one would have needed to be suspicious

perceive that a sinister foreign plot was being
organisers of street stalls, dances and bazaars W
substantially to the relief of distress in the community - -

use the terminology of the popular front, “‘the useful people.
Unfortunately, if one could not discern in this activity 2 foreign plot,
neither was there much sign of revolutionary work. The danger Was that
in the postwar period such recruits might carry the party further t0 the
right — or, when bitter class struggle was eventually thrust upon the

Communist Party, that they might be ill-suited to it.
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The Communists
on the Offensive

an explosion of industrial

struggle. As early as 1944 a journalist had written:

New South Wales, during the 20 months ending August 31, had 1,432
industrial disputes (depriving) the neutral citizen of meat, bread,
laundry, newspapers, tyres, theatrical entertainment, hospital attention,
buses and trams, coke for stoves, potatoes, restaurants, hot baths,

country and inter-state travel and other amenities.

In the three years 1945-47 nearly 52 million working days were lost in
strikes. By comparison only about 24 million days had been lost in the
three last pre-war years of peace. The general ferment was 50 intense that
in September 1946, the Communist newspaper Tribune could report
that the Leichhardt Boy Scouts’ Band in Sydney was on strike and had

black banned its scout hall.%.

After years of wartime sacrifice, workers felt it was time for some
reward. Moreover, they were in a strong bargaining position. Industry
was booming as it rushed to meeta sudden demand for consumer goods
and the unions felt an immense determination to hammer home this

advantage:

~_ all members of the work force retained vivid, and usually bitter,

memories of the depression years. This meant not only that the victims of
that economic disaster were determined that it should never happen
attitude of organised labour was coloured by a

again, bur also that the
akin to revenge, for a squaring of those industrial

desire for something
and social accounts left suspended with the outbreak of war. This time, it
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dispute had on the rank and file, to the weakening of union organisation
and to a backlash effect against communists.!

Thornton was hardly a more fainthearted person than Rowe. The
different stances arose out of the different positions of their two unions.
The AEU possessed sizeable financial resources. Tt spent well over
£100,000 from its supplementary fund, as well as selling and spending
£120,000 of Commonwealth Bonds. At the end of the dispute, it was
about to begin drawing on a £9 million fund held by its parent
organisation in Britain. Moreover, it was comparatively easy for the
skilled engineers to find other work during the stoppage, and a majority
of them seem to have done so.
By contrast the FIA was a poor union, its members without the
casily saleable skills of the engineers. Its industrial militancy was
correspondingly fragile in a dispute which lasted five months. In the
Victorian metal dispute, it is clear that Communist officials were more

influenced by their immediate environment than by an official party

policy.

By the following year that was beginning to change. In 1948, a
second important dispute occurred in Queensland in the railways, and
the CPA intervened in a much more coherent way.’

At the start of February 1947, 3000 railway employees, together
with tradesmen and their assistants, came out on strike demanding rates
of pay equal 0 their equivalents in other States. The strike occurred
against the background of great bitterness among Queensland workers.
Both in agriculture and in industry the economy Was depressed and half
of Australia’s unemployment was in Queensland. Railway workers were
also particularly angry over poor safety conditions, which the govern-
ment seemed reluctant to do anything about.

The rail strike met severe repression
government. Other railway employees were stood down in an attempt to
create divisions among the workforce. Legislation was rushed through to
give the police authority to enter homes and eject any non-resident, t0
arrest without warrant, and to act against anyone suspected of aiding
strikers. Picketting was banned. And on St Patrick’s Day a small
demonstration was violently dispersed, police taking the opportunity to
strike down Communist MLA Fred Paterson who was watching the
demonstration from across the road.

This latter incident brought a wave of revulsion against the police,
with even the conservative Daily Telegraph being moved to riticise
them. The unions responded with a demonstration of eight to ten

thousand people in the city square.

by the Hanlon Labor
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y Almost simultaneoys wit:, 4y demonstration was a Communist success, achieved through militant action = usualh&!;usggim who
r another major clash in Victoﬁ:h‘fr:attle in Queensland there wasl Labor governments. And increasingly, 1t Was the
government there h ;  1he new Liberal- 3 in the leadership. s
| introduce an Essemi:ld Ss:rl\z::e On a transport strike ;;0 :I;Ztczﬂ appﬁiz‘:he confidence of the militants grew, the hostility of g?::::ﬂeﬁ:
;ﬂess t;;eoy were authorised h;aﬁs:tc.r.;l;l:)i:u Act declared strikes illegal and employers hardened. As the Cgp:n t;:sa?;grlzgrz \;jl:ofl; i
! ectoral Officer. Even i ot condu : s. the party was more an :
1) still had powers of diroctlii:::f:; ta::;:)lg; lflad been held‘jtf:el;);‘:::n?nt:i :ﬁfﬁ;;ms, fmployers and media. kAnlaa(l:.l:i};nl gzgfglft:;oﬁgnng\ei
i . 3 i . % ; . >
il be pn;c;s;r_:;f)c; s ailing to obey a direction could mc:reasmleflizt} ,eﬁdhlg:::c:; )1:{(33@;: bowdl D o s epolitin
ns threatene the events 0 year, o & isustial polcy after 1947.

v;ere p'roclaimed or operated. When the d‘i.n dustrial action if the Act R SRE
the unions called a stoppage, and a rally €Mment did proclaim it,
attended by some 10,000 people. 3 Yarra Bank which was

The influence of the CPA was evident inthe The Col
by different unions and in the publicity campgie. - r9iR4tion of action
and Firemen threatened to withdra s

d War and the Left Turn

in Australia, the Cold

ing its height
reaching 1ts DE1g Sualin summone T

AS THE class struggle was

et - i ia and the west.
' 5 i n Russia an
;allcy power stations, an‘,i SCamen threatened cufmm the Latrobe War was beginning betwa: Russia 00t westem ot ¥
eaawhile s massive publicity priiie off coal Supplies Communist Parties 10ane t
and a pewspaper cglled Trade Union News. Ted I;?uthfl‘equcnt]gaﬂﬂg Labor governments Were not cxer;i; :“h amp o A
first eight-page edition began distribution at 7:39 . Te that the The new turn was welcome b N e e i
hour 75,000 copies had been distributed.s m, ang Within 2, party \eadership. Even before thas e i
The union paper enraged the employers ang had been under pressure adopt a zl e G it S
unfc;rgiveabllih act f}f publish}ilng the Essential S.:1'\;"(31.::.n‘v?;f'Ilt by the Victorian s;cr;ht_zg, :ﬁn:a;l:cih:smmze goin oollaboratic;nti‘s‘t
word. Until then the press had suppressed the detgils p, . "0k fo campaign of enlighte : following year Blake led his
L r : leadership” .7 In the follo
views of the Labor Party le

the

o
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home State i

. € Into virtu. £

Gibson relates: al opposition to the Central Co

In mminee |

" 1946““3 hangtOUtOfst ! JaSR_a]ph

n preparing the draft ep with the Central

we took the stand th resolution for the St Committee

united front of the woa;jm the new Circumsf;z oy

zgh:;lst the Labor P ar:y l‘:g é:iass could be built 0(:15 f;—f .

., gl;: in our draft but :' rs . . . The Central éoron'{belowandm
ach of discipline.® e then circularised i u::;lnlrtee called forg

anged i

Richard Dixon
the official line ot?n interve

of thep
am.
ce of that m‘

N a cleg

TENCE [0 reas
sert
attacked ev . llowin : p. But his w
€Iy major unio; g period, as Labor gov‘lr:f st
ments

se of 1947, the
) party
Central Committee iy
[ak[ng a har ST Ord
der line sm.”? £
. . .whenthe Labol'Party & e Congress: By May, Lanc

the imperiali: tends

: Sts an ever ]

social democr. d ever more clcar;n ore in the direction of

acy, it is clear tha y embraces the sabof tl_le campof
aging role of

strengthens
the reformi w
TMist pri € cann
contrary, we must T grip over ot pursue a policy
work to e trade union policy that
masses. On the

leaders in se|
the trade unions an, Parate the
de]sewhem.]‘u“&‘iscs from the right wing

The CPA therefc

8 ore antici

policy, which was ela];‘::z‘:;gd_thc official de
i in

15

imperialist and anti~

other was an “anti-i
: ti-imperiali
Union. A major attacfe rialist and democrat;
S was made on the Ccamp” Jed |
Co s 1 y democratic and g s nght Wx'ng - y.the Soviet
mmunist Parties were to adopt a mo: OUr partieg w:::lahstsu L
re inde; meant. The
& The

the lead of all for
ces that are read Penden;
t
¥ 10 fight for pone T 10 “take

mdepeTl"lhden(I;e”, There was to be a new milj ur and

ﬂlefrp;l:(l:':gfal"ll danger for the STrSuiS b on all fronts; !

and overestimating the s § t0-day Jjes in unde %

;I;hereb was now an inter-action of domestj 2thof the imptﬁ.;;’!_imﬂting

A;octwcs, which led to an acceleration of:;l: ience LISt camp 11

P began to be criticised in sharper and CPA’s mifggng el
party leader Jack Henry announced that no: odic: h

he Cold We g, |
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ak with reformism”. The Central Committee reported that
and State Labor Governments (Were) pursuing 2
licy” and had allied themselves with the

ve b1g bre
the «Federal
bourgeois-liberal po
z’,mplt:lyerS”.12
The Qucensla.nd rail strike provided much
the new policy- The strike breaking tactics of the Hanlon
were held up as proof of the bankruptey of Laborism, and at the same
time the success of the strike was considered proof of the potential of
militant policies. Jack Henry said it showed “the tendency of the
reformist union officials and reformist workers to cOme over and fight
very unitedly side by side with the Communists” in the face of attacks by
press and gow:mn'ncnt.13 Dixon hailed the strike 25 &
classic example of what Marxand Lenin described as the intertwining of
the economic and political struggle, of the raising of the economic
struggle to the Jevel of the political struggle against capitalism. We must

aim in strike struggles not only to achieve economic gains, but also to
draw the masses into the fight against reaction and to the side of the

Communist Party i

of the justification for
government

ping up the struggle arose, in the Communist
conomic depression- This new

depressinnhad been predi omist Varga, but itwas
believed it was coming. The Melbourne

not only Communists who
Chamber of Commerce felt in March 1948 that there was 00 dispute
.. . that the well-b is in icopardy”, and an ALP
newspaper said «all kinds of people — workers, businessmen and
university professors — are talking about another depression i

The CPA expected the coming depression 10 bring with it a political
radicalisation, and lead masses of workers to support jts policies.

Communist treasurer of the d that “there is 00
fury like the lash of dying capitalis icted that “the working
class will move to the left, to comim jsm; there is nowhereelse for them
» 16 The party leaders announced hopefully:

. .ifwewarn of the perspectives ahead, if we lay down the measures to
meet it, then when that perspective develops, as we know it must, it will

be to the Communist Party that the workers ar¢
thousands: ‘“You were rght. And from nowonitisthe
who leads our union”."?

rn 10 aggressively

One consequence of the new orientation was 2 w
ced that Com-

independent electoral campaigns- The party announ
munists would give second preferences © the ALP, and where no CPA

10 g0
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candidate was

nd standin;

g?:man was sought '8 T?: o
an ALP government e

Aﬂ(}thcl- :
inte; : "
;;:de“lmion finan Cﬁt;:g’ if unsuccessful CPA
t “to affiliate the trf: port. Taking to heart a 210‘;
€C

reformist ideology”, 19 d‘? unions to the
. »'° Ernie ’I"hOmto reformj5t party
o ]
moved to put the sensfe“g‘hfm
; 1ment jnty

1v
give first preferences to L

Y was no lon, abo
ger campaioni T here
ghing for th
E]‘cmm

e !
was a bid g W

Pay a political
le :
Where no mdica:‘;z ;1

inflati
some z}lhl;ci: f childcare, ang the I
ferment % working clas ok o
e e imong housewives aftz g s had
tked to build inﬂuenc: the war andpmduced a considerabl
Withi 3 at first the Co ¥
mmunists

Associati
ation. Later they formed the; fnpli
£ sanly blished Housewives

Associ i smpe “f
ation. Some !.ﬂd.icatl.on Of Lhe
E: NCW House i\"

ga]-ned from the
NHA'’ !

members.2 In M s claimed th
. : elbo 50 b € party’
tion conceded that thcuf,ne 8 leadey "f'tl'lera"’-hc‘-hm iﬂarl\tlysS\))i:rwar.k can be
di Whether working r;ik away Bl'oup:adb Housew; with 3000

irectly, the CP ough one fai i ves Associa-
NHAII:embe A women showed a of these ¢y, S I 32 suburbs.”
G aJrs addressed factory notable mj; O Organisations :
€ iti i i )
into the gas zonrlm litical questions. In § dmon: P PEIiozr
P managpany 1o protest againstﬁ‘is' agroup of . b
g Melboun g G
agitation a_mz:;h ;:sff-:; dgmanding controls ;:: Wives
monstration in Sydney 5: iesmrﬁachg?d higher meat Prices, Stormed

, which Tnbum S in a8 the

1 | Y %ﬂd
0,000 and whlch won Suppol't as fa.r away as
Me%

aration by Sharke
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s in Moorabbin held a one-hour stoppage 10 coincide

building worker

with it
And finally the radicalism of the period

Jocumentation in a heated exchange of pole

Party of Great Britain. In the postwar years
at a time when the workers

called for an all-party “national govemmem”

were preparing t© sweep Labour into power. Then, when forced by
events 10 modify their approach, they moved to 2 position of virtually
uncritical support of the new Labour government. To this the Australian
party ook exceprion; and in 1948 they wrote a letter to sy O:
The CPGB had stated that Britain under Labour was in
“rrapsition 10 socialism”s claimed the Australians, had backed the
govemmem’s attempts to boost exports to the point of raising the slogan
“produce Of Perish”, and had ““consistently opposed the strikes of the

workers”:

Their own di in the big dock strike, in which they

came out in 0ppe orkers, Party speakers Were in
danger of being lynched by the workers, and that the strike ended in the
hands of the Trotskyists and other rotten elements.
The same applies © the opposition of the Party to@ number of strikes in

the coal industry-

Finally the CPGB was guilty
the past tense, insufficient struggle 0
worse still, the examp

colonies; and
to opportunism and confusion in 2

Parties”.??

The British P
Australians Wrote b
matters here is nots0
spectacle of the Australians delivering the
and class struggle (a lecture at which they ar¢
annoyed). Not only was the CPA turning © the 1
was obviously prepared 10 B0 farther than some 0

about the militancy of

A kind of conventional wisdom has grown up
about the defeat of the coal strike of 1949.

the late forties and especially
There is a three-stage argument which goes roughly as follows:
1. The Communist Party wasin continual decline from the end of the war
onwards.
2. The Communist Party

founda remarkable kind of
mics with the Communist

the British party had first

sition to the striking Wi

f “referring to the British Empire in
1 behalf of the independence of the
le of the British comrades which led
aumber of the colonial Communist

charges, and the

documentation. However what
ght and who was Wrong, but the
British a lecture ont militancy
said to have been no little
eft, but in doing so it
f its fellows abroad.

arty denied the substance of the

ack with extensive
much who was ri

adopted an ultraleft policys oerestimating its
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ﬂ cna
ng ‘ H toward th ALP
mfluence and b\‘ﬂ Secraria e Su }l

wrong, but
) was parti
decline. particularly wrong in a time wh

e when ¢

policyisa}
3. This ult -
raleft poli
Undoubrtedly th;: eﬁf"’hcy was the cause of defeat in the
iss i r :
Ik;e whqle truth, Theoge tmth in each point. But th il
;ltt;ale&mm and Sectarianisnvcm'onal wisdom stret ey are certainly py
er problems both in tl:: tc'wﬂa:d the ALP. But itS;es_ the dangers
strike ' mits or under
Plays

postwar pe 4 Yy
riod. : and in 3

) partjcu]arly th Communist A e

e problem of b Practice e

ureaucratic

and

manipulative :
practices
uni The coal strike Mﬁnbteh; part of the CPA unio :
i cﬂﬂbmcaucracy_ Foraio) ealt with shortly, as Wl}lofﬁC'als-
_cmtmual decline from 1 €t us consider two’ & 1 the problems of
entirely mistaken as most 9{15; and was the legueszons. Was the CPA
writers conte; policy of th
nd? € party &

The State of the Part
y

ALISTAIR
David ;
between 1945 and l;‘;‘;,}"_ntes Shatitien
'Il'l'1h1945 there were ;;’-‘;Plying o Stead)??‘ll;}:’]j i e
e heavy gOVCrnmE;gsg::;mbers; Saibac lr;e, and notes:
ug| » 13,450; in 1947, 12
# ] ,108

red
uced the party to about 6 ht on the :
,000 mcmhem.uparty in 1948-52 further

Other write :
I's pol
the war, and lemr:;:ut tl'llﬁt the CPA was
the conclusion that the 001 alfrsot:.?l::ere' Hiss‘:?aiiigm members during
of 1 ave therefore
drawn

adventurism

But a closer Whe;:. the party was in di 9_49 was “an e

examination reveals ecline”, as Rop; of bravado and
The massive wartime BN OI-)m Gollan purs it

largely among the mid Tecruitment w €X picture s it.

“Many m dle class. Hrigukunaiet Tt :

: _ embers recruited duri Aarons cq B took ol
sided view of P ited during the People? Mmented ; place
dingiadions & arty traditions” ¢ They had OPle’s War hag in 1946 that
which was disc‘-:‘jlan ,aHYs @d equally Signig)mcd aparty as: ra.ther one-
that all of them raging strikes because ofth:ant they haq io‘.’;mted with
struggles, and th wgmd be suited to a pm}'warem’“- Itwasedaparfy
loss. d e departure of some of thmc\:ugh‘ up in ﬁ;ﬂthkely

as prob ce cl
By cont ably ass
veteraxfs tont;is;;::;e:%‘?fﬂ;; war brought the retu fot a grear
3 1ter: y) battle- rnof
e-tested cadre. ll}:ue]i.‘.“.ln -

Most import
portant of all, the party held its numbers af
ter 194
47, and

consolid: ated its
of new members

an upswing in the party
mcmbetship fell from 23% in 1946 to 19% in 1947 and 11% in 1048.77

he party wagjy |

o wice-weekly produ
of wartime §
here.

of the CPA of the time is illustrated by the
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membership, at least in Sydney- In that city, the number
+ 1948 than for 1947 or 1946 — suggesting

was higher fo
's fortunes. And fluctuation (turnover) O

The financial base of the CPA allowed Tribune tomove from weekly
ction. No doubt this had alottodo with the easing

hortages of newsprint. Even s0; there is no sign of decline

e five branches at the Chullora

in 1948.2 The East Sydney area boasted eight
pranches with a total of 200 members.? A Sydney district conference
ded by 136 delegates represeming 113 branches.”

held in 1947 was atten

Historians also suggest that the CPA’s trade union base €re

steadily from the end of the war, and Gollan argues that the 1949 ACTU

Congress “provided the clearest evidence” of this decline.” Before
from 1946. Davidson,

considering Gollan’s claim, let’s look at the trends
inual decline, nevertheless records the

who accepts the thesis of cont
following:
Trwas 5y~mpmmatic of worker support for communist policies that, until
tinued t0 strengthen their positions

the 1947 Congress: communists con
in the very unions that
itself and in the Trades Halls.
He then goes on © devote considerable space © the ACTU and Trades
Halls, where the party’s influence certainly began to wane as soon as the
wartime honeymoon with the bourgeoisie came to an end. In these

llaboration, that was 10 be

bodies, the high temples as it Were of class €O
at ought to be central 15 strength

expected. But for communists wh
among the rank and file. And this strength Was by no means quickly
note one page later that in

eroded after 1947. Indeed, PDavidson must
1948 “quick gains were made” in industrial struggle. And one page after

that he says that despite 2 determined offensive bY the Industrial

Groups, ‘‘the communists continued © hold their own for a while.

Groupers Were beaten in elections for 10W level positions in some
” 32

unions -
Now what of the 194

while losing support in the

9 Congress? Gollan himself quotes Tom

Wright of the Sheetmetal Workers, 2 Communist official:

At the tWo preceding Congresses, the left wing succeeded in leading the
discussions and carrying the day on all vital questions of policy. At the
1949 Congress the left wing had approximatcly the same number of
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delegates as i
A es as in 1947, b
sl i leadcrshi,p :t there was a large increase in d
i in delegation
5 undgy

i5 assess! C
; o
I'h ment, which Gollan does not Challenge Sugg .
L] sts that the

Congress r
: esults reflect
erosion of the CPA’s ed more a mobilisatio
The general Pict(:;wn base. The two are noI[1 t?lf the right than g
" ¢

1949, was holding its po:' t_heﬂ is of a party Whic}le same.
rank and file workers 'rolg:n both in numbers and e
in both areas, but the Party sure, it was soon to Suffln influence among
cannot be faulted for not he: g i
ving a crystal bal
I

Th
e Charge of Ultraleftism

THERE remai
d : mains the ch:
situation and adoj arge that th
y p[ed a g 3 e CPA bad :
;mkmg back at the defer;glil:(:al line which waslil?}f]rcad iyt
uch of the blame to the “L. the coal strike, CPA raleft and sectarian,
i We recall that the “L Fft_hne’,which l’hep Jeaders have assigned
at a new depression w; tline” was based Dnal'fy adopted from 1947.
;J;lpectcd toleadtoar adicalim the offing. A nc:WWO premises. One was
e second premise w: sation and mov €Conomic Crisis was
becoming a tool of fﬁ:h e i LaborPart; & orkers toward the CPA
eﬁo nomic crisis would elimi(:scs: one reason a;;n = moreopenty
p————— Qi the coming
;ould, and must present itselfn"ns of the cold w ormism, another being
Tt as a political alten:;.t.T he CPA believed it
ive to Labor on
every

The first premi
B ise was of
t < co
o participate in a worl S c;l(:sc baﬁdly i
no one could have fi i NOMIC ex] i . Australia w
ok 3 oreseen this di pansion, B as about
nomists reckoned with the evelopment; m p ut as we have seen
_AS for the Labor Party, i prospect of economi act even bourgeoi;
predictions. » it was doing its best 1¢ downturn
Mili to fulfi 5
governrlxlll;:tltfxrzmembemd that in the lastde f sommunist
ad presided pression,
government had evicted th over a wage cut, and th , the Scullin L
their demonstrati e unemployed and s at the Lan, goor
State and Fed ations. In the performance of ent the police mg e
B o ederal, they saw little promis postwar ALPg reak up
epression occurred. e of anything bm""emmcnts
Chifley maintai . L
abandon ityHc ;_ntamed wage-pegging after the w e
i o ought long and hard to delay a var, until
metal trades strike. In Queensland duri\'lctt(;lr:m. hcc, '.hd to
ng mﬂ | lhe
> the

Hanlon govemmc
demonstrators. U
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)

¢ invaded st ikers’ homes and beat up picketers and .
nder theseé circumnstances; 8 certain hostlity © the {
unreasonable: Now what exactly do ‘

did not seem
the “Left line”’ of those days?

ALP leaders
wrong With

{eaders feel

front of the

against the
his seem unr

front with
Gibson

Yictorian draft
1 icks this resolution, written
to attack its author Jack

i f the late forties. This is

f the party jeaders, taken in the early fifties,
:cy which was in

a identified the pamcula: passage which the

The sentence 10 question - - © read: kers will gain from Labor
govemments, only that for which they ar¢ p:epared to unite, organise
and fight.” My line of thinking Was directed against the wartime Wage
pegging regulations which the Chifley government continued © maintain

orce

Now there i nothing very

face of Labor’s consistent and vehement oppo
iligant worker expecttom

949 coal st i

an accural® one-

m for fighting the wage pegging regulations for
on this question

Central Committee and

ntence Blake quotes: In the
sition 10 strikes and union
e gains withoutd

which he was

the workers had the last

word.

i |ations Were finally ended as 2 result of the
ecisely because the metal workers were
y against the employers

e it clear that the long-standing

but against Chifley-
» of 1947-49 is in reality also an

n this que.stion 10
condemnation of the CPA “ultralcftism’
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attack on mili :

the nuhra';:flt"fanlc_y_ltself - In building 4

established thf? dlcnes ’.of that period ];’hthe conve

which th ey fillo Colt_)glcal basis for Il';e & CPA leaders gj
wed in the fifties an d s'r Ight wing trade

IXties.

That i
S NOt to sg
wi of
ere free of ultra] fy.’ course, that the

ELtsm, or of sectar; party policies of
1anism to
W,

nti :
tional wisqop, aboy

m.“hﬂneuugh‘
union pra (-TIL‘E

the late foi
ard Lh_e Lakiss Pafrﬂ;s

The Coal Stri
Strike: Anatomy of 5 Def
eat

n up. Afl i € main
ntensj Proposal
an ank and fie, bui]dwe Campaign was e
att&mpt was to be su port, and Planned 1o
made to win ;; repare them for
Tt among other

explain the lo

g to th
struggle. Finally g
workers. :

Th i
shilling:pi:gwgoéle,d down to foyr d
: ek ri g
claims were endors Sg’ 35 hour week, ang pr:
and served on 22 A . _lby the Coal Mip; pmVl?i“ﬂ of amenjit;
coalfields was 1aun£:2 d, and a campaign o bgﬁons Comg}lﬂ(ecs:.}\;lmesc
immediately Ud sup uc)
} Port on
and off the

The coal
chairman of theogers proved very harq
some form of lon, i .InduStry Tribunal “nosed, by F
olibahe s g service leave and woul d’ unced he Gallagher
rms. This move might have postpc{J ey dra.&e Would gray,¢
tting

employers gain ; n
gained a no-strike order from t;it:: dispute, hyg s
me (G not the

no-strike order polaris allag
ed the situati
16 June, aggregate meetings of mi rvord i A le“hﬂ‘.
T ings of miners voted for th . i E
miners believed the government i 79;.;%. P
might inge 088

B their
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were 5000 disillusioned. Ben Chifley declared he would
ainst the strikers, and the government froze
y on 27 July, troops were sent
nes. The amount of coal the troops could mine was
nce convinced miners that they were up against the

favour, but they
come in “‘boots and all” ag

union funds and jailed union leaders. Finall

into the open cut mi
trivial, but their prese
full power of the state.

The miners Were
media and the bulk of the trade union offici

leading to mMassive layoffs in mid-winter,
against them. By mid-July the strike front be
crack.

First small mining communities o
1o weaken; Collie in Western Australia, Blair Athol, Ipswich, Tasmania.

But by the end of the month trouble was also brewing in the Northern
District of NSW. Beginning in the town of Muswellbrook, Northern
District miners began to demand new aggregate meetings to reconsider
the strike. This demand was taken up by the Northern District
Executive, a body on the right wing of the national union. The call for
new aggregate meetings began to gain support throughout the union.
The central leadership held out against this demand for a time, but

the pressure mounted. The ve called a

Northern District Executi
conference of lodge delegates, which displayed suchstrong sentiment for
aggregate meetings that the m1

ilitants dared not openly oppose them. A
motion calling for an end to the stri

ke was narrowly carried.
The militant Central Area Committee attempt

also facing a united front of the government, the
aldom. With coal shortages

public opinion also swung
gan first 1o fray, and then to

n the fringe of the struggle began

ed to counter this
development by calling meetings in Bulli and Wollongong — expecting
pro-strike motions to be carried. They were disappointed. Muilitant
motions were only narrowly carried at Wollongong, and were over-

whelmingly lost at Bulli.
The central leadership was now force
They put forward a recommendation 10 T

week, hoping to find 2 face-saving formul
meantime. They hoped to gain approval for this recommendation,
though the vote was expected 10 be close. They were disappointed. The

recommendation was rejected by 6074 to 2378, and every district voted

for a return to work except Wonthaggi.

d to call aggregate meetings.
emain on strike for another
a to resolve the strike in the



68
Into the Mainstream

What Are the Lessons?

COMMUNIS
T Par
1 ty lead
essons of the coal strike. Preceiizta}llaalve devoted much attent;
Y, t 100 to the

and sectarian” polj
an” policie hey pla
; s. ce th
Aarons writes: Let us look at some of thcii blame on “ultrale
arguments, [,
- Laurie

The C
ommunist P
Au i arty over-esti
unc:trahm.1 workers and theeStlma[ed the level of polit
er-estimated the infly support for revolutio, ical awareness of
gqvemmem.s ke ence of reformism and t}?afy socialism. We
mili akmg = 5
ilitant ALP workers, % » Whose severity surpriszc[ﬂfe’cT of a Labor
' communist
s and

And for Ralph Gibson

and ! the mai
the entire trade u in problem was lack of unity with the A
e ALP

Looking at the s rioll bureaucracy:
2 trike i
workers’ national stri 1:: l‘?tlrospect, B Bt i
“Iork led by Jim Healey \?v 936, which, f'cnllovm‘nS It with the waterside
1&; 1 Trades and Labor éo as supported for three “;c’, years of united front
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ite consciously out to smash the miners and the
Communists: ALP parliamemarians were touring the coalfields,

nst the strike. The ACTU leadership devoted its energies
1o securing 2 return to work. Some ALP union leaderships were

dominated by groupers- Under the circumstances; a «proader basis for

the struggle” would clearly have t0 be built among the trade union and
ALP rank and file. Any Strategy for breaking 2 section of the Labor Party
or Labor trade union

leadership away from Chifley would depend on
pressure from that rank and file.

This would be precisely that “united front from below” which
Gibson does not approve of. However the strike leaders did in any case
make aconsiderable effort to build unity on that basis. A full two months
pefore the strike a major campaign Was underway to build support

throughout the working class:
1t was not long before tens of thousands of Sydney’s industrial workers
were acquaintcd with the miners’ campaign and ready 10 supportit with
enthusiasm . . - Atone rally in the Sydney Domain on 15 May, over 4000
people attended and carried 2 resolution calling on the Federal
Government to grant the claims of the mineworkers.*!
In the course of the strike considerable opposition developed within
the ALP to Chifley’s actions. When a special regional ALP conference
was called in Maitland to organise the anti-strike campaign, it only
narrowly endorsed the govemmem’s stand. On 21 August about 200
ALP members met in Sydney to form a Committee for the Defence of
Labor Principles and Platform. It won support from & number of
branches, especially in East Sydney and Lithgow.
Probably the CPA and the miners could have done much more 1@
exploit this situation, to “drived wedge between the right and left wings
of the ALP” as one writer puts it.*? This however raises further

questions.
To what extend was the unrest il the Labor Party the product of
agitation by the CPA and the Miners — {0 what extent do they deserve
credit for it? The conventional accounts do not even raise these
questions, let alone answer them.

Aarons’ suggestion that the CPA underestimated the severity of
ly wrong. For the previous two years,

ALP strikebreaking is transparent
party leaders and publications had repeatedly stressed the reactionary

nature of the Labor leaders. Blake, as We have seen, stated that nothing
could be won except in struggle against them. The party declared that a
depnﬁsion was imminent, and severe repression inevitable if the workers

did not act quickly t© forestall it.
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ct was obscured by the no-strike injunction which was granted

put the fa : :
;ately after. The union leaders made 10 serious effort to inform

their members about Gallagher’s proposal.

Of course it i5 unlikely that Gallagher’s proposals would have been

accepted. Knowledge of them would not, in itself, have postponed the
i for the no-strike injunction made it inevitable. (Though at one

discussed some 30 percent voted against

unusually high figure.) But the failure of the officials ©0 make
ick to beat

these facts clear Was ater used by the right wing as 2 handy st

the left with. At Muswellbrook, the centre of early back-to-work

agjtation, One miner told a meeting:
We struck before We knew what Mr. (Gallagher was going to give us.
Now, no-one knows what we are fighting against.*®

This statement Was unreasonable, but it could be damaging ina situation

where the officials’ credibility was in doubt.
One of the major jssues in the 1ast weeks of the strike Was the

reluctance of the leadership t0 hold aggregat® meetings. They resisted
the demand for such meetings, i the hope of holding the strike front for
another week or TWO. They were apparently animated by the belief that
the coal owners or the government Were themselves about to crack. But

by refusing to call meetings, they only played into the hands of the right
wing.

As early as July 30, representatives of mechanics and shotfirers had
seized on the refusal of the more militant unions o call aggregate

meetings as & pretext for walking out of th
11 Northern District Collieries

meeting of AEU shop stewards from 2
ives on the CMUC over the

declared no confidence in their rep
tition calling for
aitland Mercury as declaring,

same issue. On the same day, 3
meetings, and a miner was quoted inthe M
“Why should we sit down while these men in Sydney won’t give us

aggregate meetings?”*’

This denial of democracy became avery sore point. Deery records:

Inarecent interview Frank Manning said numerous rank and file miners

_ tgnd 1 was at the grass roots level, I was one of them” — kept asking
i frer the strike Manning realised, along

him for aggresate meetings. A
with many other communists in the industrys that the meetings should

have been called earlier.*®
When the Northern District conference of lodge represcmatives
called for 2 return to Works the Communists resorted to a very dubious
bureaucratic manoeuvre. The Northern District Board of Management,
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rain were eating bananas, and one
kins out of the window. His mate
said: “You shouldn’t throw the skins out there.
Someone might slip and get hurt”’. The thrower of
banana skins replied: “Don’t worry, the Communists

will get the blame for it”.
— Fred Paterson, Communist MLA!

Some soldiers inat
of them threw the s!

counteroffensive was also gaining momentum. It had its roots as
far back as the meeting of fourteen right wing groups called by Menzies
in 1944 to found a new conservative party, but it began in earnest with
the onset of the cold war. By 1950 the new Liberal Party had a

membership of 150,000 and provided the main focus for a rightwing
revival. Others inclu

ded the ALP Industrial Groups, and employers’
bodies including especially the bankers and insurance executives. The
scope of the mobilisation is most obvious if we examine the struggle over
glisation. This was a co-ordinated offensive by political and

bank nation

industrial wings of the ruling class:
The mobilisafion extended far beyond the Liberal Party, with business
publicity and financial resources being coordinated by the banks — the
chief manager of the National Bank, L .J. McConnan, working practically
full time on the campaign. The Liberal president R.G. Casey, a scion of

Mt. Morgan money, raised large campaign funds from English

F rom about 1947 when the CPA took the offensive, a ruling class

-y
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or men’ . Thirdly, they opposed men who considered them-

selves anti-CommuniSt but who, for their own yarious reasons, wished to
destroy the ALP Group organisation by withdrawing ALP endorsement

from the Groups.!
By 1951, with the unions greatly weakened by this onslaught, Mengzies
was ready © hit them with legislation imposing SEVere penalties for
militant action. These were the notorious Penal Powers which hamstrung
the more militant unions 10 & considerable degree, until they were

effectively defeated by the Clarrie O’Shea strike of 1969.
Finally the Federal government used economic policy
the union movement by increasing unemployment:
The 1951 «“Horror” budget was the first post-war attempt to repress
economic activity through fiscal measures. The 1952 budget, though less
drastic, continued policies of restraint . . - The significance of Menzies’

fiscal policy lies not in it d, but rather in its impact on

5 effects on deman
the level of unemployment, which increased dramatically during the
recession.’

The ruling class offensive was successful in its main objectives.

Union militancy declined markedly after 1950. Strike days lost, which
had been about tWo million in 1950, fell to under 900 ,000 the following
year and remained around 2 million for the following period- Labour’s
share of the national product fell dramatically during 1952, and
stabilised ata level about four percent lower than before the recession of

that year.
The success of the ruling cl

the basis for the postwar economic €Xp
yatisation of Australian capitalism- The rate
and a climate of reaction was created in W
powerless. Politically the rule of the Liberal Party was

over two decades.
Simultaneously there wa

Communist Partys waged on many fronts.
Lance Sharkey spent eighteen months in jail for the crime of

answering 2 ‘;ournalist‘s question about 2 hyputhetical invasion of
Australia by Soviet troops: Sharkey did reply that « pustralian workers
would welcome Soviet forces pursuing aggressors as the workers

welcomed them » put added that such a prospect
was ‘‘very remote and theoretical” and insisted that “the job of

Communists is to struggle t© prevent war”.6 The disclaimers did not

save him from imprisonment.

+good Lab

to weaken

ass offensive Was fairly central 10 laying
ansion and political conser=
of exploitation Was raised,
hich trade unionists felt
established for

s a quite specific campaign against the
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onesuch episode, ‘it Was the tomato season, and before the meeting the
Jocal fruiterers were doing 2 roaring trade in tomatoes. This was 2 good
" 10

sign, tomatoes are actually the softest form of missile”.
hed its climax with Menzies’

The campaign against the party reac
an the CPA altogether. He first introduced a bill to that
for a time by the Labor-

effect, only 1© find it held up in parliament
dominated Senate, then later ruled unconstitutional by the High Court.

He called a double dissolution to remove the first obstacle, then called a
referendum with the hope of overcoming the second. Australians would
yote on 22 September, 1951 on whether the Communist Party had a
right to €xist.
The CPA had taken the threat of illegality very seriously from the
start. They had gained some experience in underground work during the
war and now proceded to make use of it. A number of party leaders went
“into smoke”’ 1O avoid likely arrest, 2 Comintern document ont illegal
work appeared in the Communist Review, and the Review itself ceased
Jegal publication for a time. Four illegal issues, on 2 trial basis, were
published by the “Henry Lawson Press” supposedly operating out of

Eurunderee, NSW.
Attempts Were made

Members whose political affi

sought out 0 provide accommo

clear of the authorities.
Above all, the party madea determined campaign 1o establish unity

with anyone who would oppose banning the CPA. Repeated attacks on
sectarianism appeared in the party press with an olive branch even being
extended to the Balmain trotskyists. Whereas a few months earlier they

had been “fascist rats”, Tribune MOW announced with delight that
trotskyist leader Nick Origlass was the chairman of the Mort’s Dock
“Yote No” Committee.!! And summing up the struggle in late
September, the paper headlined: ‘‘Lesson of the Referendum is Unity, and

Still More Unity”’.1?
The most important alli

attempts 10 b

to consolidate and “purify”’ the membership.
liations were not publicly known Were
dation for Communists who had to stay

es were to be found in the Labor Party.

Evatt, who followed Chifley as leader, had decided by 1951 that if the
CPA could be banned, the same measures could be used against the

ALP. The Federal Executive of the Labor Party voted by eight to four to
oppose the referendum, w himself into 2 vigorous

and Evatt thre
campaign, warning:
1t is the Hitler technique all over again. First the Reds, then the Jews,
then the trade unions, then the Social Democratic parties, then the
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nrewarding areas of work have to be entered.

Above all; reality has to be Jooked squarely in the face, and the need for
retreat fully accepted. But the party found it hard to accept reality, and
was ill-equipped for the complexities of retreat.
For eighteen months after the defeat in the coal fields, the ) e
leadership pressed on with a perspective of immediate gains just around
strike itself was claimed as a victory, 0n the grounds

the corner. The coal
that the miners had exposed the “ALP traitors inside and outside their
organisat'u:ons,’’“S and Tribune went sO far as to declare:

The way is open for taking further offensives in future to see that the
capitalist class never again escape with their callous policy of unloading
their depression losses at the expense of hunger and want for the working

class. (Emphasis added.)!”

The party held out similarly unrealisti
accomplished in the 1949 Federal elections, arguing that
doubt that we can achieve a big swing 10 Communists as the only real
alternative to treacherous Labor politicians . . . W€ are out to win”."*

The CPA did pick up some extra votes from militants outraged by
Chifley’s role during the coal strike. But of course the winner was
Menzies. The CPA reacted to his victory by calling for a united front,
and immediately claimed the most outlandish successes for it,
announcing in Tribune: «“Bosses Wilting Under United Front Pressure’™"
and reporting that Communists in the factories had been besieged by
Labor Party workers clamouring for 2 Lmited front. And even as late as

April 1951, Jack Henry told an un t “the time is

believing world tha
approaching when the factories can be made fortresses of
» 20

Communism’ .
It is no wonder i
when they had o face workmates Or P

an unrealistic political perspective.
A second basic weakness was the style of |eadership, both in the
party and in the unions, which was bureaucratic; manipulative and
elitist. There was a cult surrounding Sharkey and Miles. When Sharkey
was jailed, a pamphlet was produced about his life which concluded by
comparing him t© Lenin.2! Speeches at Central Committee meetings
and Congresses often began with the words, “T fully agree with the
remarks made bY Comrade Sharkey” or something to that effect. The
same adulation Was extended in more moderate form to other leaders.
For example; i Frank Hardy’s book The Hard Way we read that “Ralph
ther he will wear himself out in the service of the

Gibson will not die, ra
people then lie down to rest”.22 And of Ted Hill:

distastefully slow and u

¢ hopes for what could be
“there is little

f members were quickly exhausted or demoralised,

olitical contacts armed with such



80  Inro the Mainstream |
A Party Besieged 81

There is i
1S an air Ofl
: 1dous stren
le in leadership pOS.]Ti.OHS B seen

greater fortitude. Hi gth ab, :
c e ———
me]:e arr:ithless when the Mfuagsgllreu;fnlof’ together an dtp‘f:f;res other g {0 oppose views from peop
ol e sympathetic, making all calls for ruthlessness ¢ Panic. He incorrectly s the voice expressing Views of the class enemy. This was
e afforded. > g allowances when the qulirife;l‘l:elcan be seen as planned lygupion. « ;. 804 A8 110 be tolerated by the
an of Hardy’ olerang “ »
Y's €20 co . £ party-
cor uld w
Shl'::::nlta on what the s pz::y that way about the leade hi The general approach was to rally to the |eadership and deal blow after
¥ later grudgi member Tship, itisa | plow at the malcontents 2
Stalin rgrudgingly admitted, “The i was expected to think . i
an ed edtot : o : ; :
o had his cult, that the workej .}Il‘he idea was created ﬂow.hmk‘ As ust as often, potential critics were dissuaded in advance — again by
Thi‘s"'f:()nﬁdence,"u rs had to have leaders ;n whl(;lg b their fellow rank and file members. W.J. Brown noted that “Too often
Every gffolnea was applied to trade un; o when somebody raises 2 criticism we hear the phrase, you’ll get done.’
ot The t\Eas made to turn Jim H nion officials in similar me Then fear of ‘getting done’ becomes a fetter on criticism.”’?®
B i oroughly elizisr nature ea;y and Ernie Thornton imas‘flr& A similar pattern emerged in the unions, with drastic consequences
Coitmnier John Morrison’s nOVeI?a the cult emerges best fr e insome cases. When CPA officials were Jefeated in union elections after
i union official Manion is p; Black Cargo, in whi;?l the 1949, Ted Hill found himself forced to record the reaction of the rank
el pictured looking at wharfies in $° and file in these terms:
doubt sbiiemE courage in the soi] % I have heard it said that it will do some of these trade union officials good,
s 10:1 staunch as craded brsc:,;. ed and lively faces. I1l-i that they be defeated in these ballots and be returned to the workshops
baffled bg :; the path had a] tho ers and forthright a's Chfi"formed no _Ihaveheardit said that they have been guilty of bureaucracy that
AN a: b I-Ie plausible and h € outward appearance of 1 oo Bty they have failed to develop Party organisation down below, that they are
Elliots 25 effners, Indomitzlfl:c;gcal scheming of thgy(al'[};.; Sl economistic and various other phrases about trade union officials.”
? er rightwin; :
:ic personality cult the (Communist) Healys angd} In an attempt to save themselves from the challenge of the Industrial
science” to 5 were back, Groups, Communist officials sometimes resorted to ballot-rigging.
t " to dazzle the naj ed up by th P , ;
ruth which was the ive. By “science’ e use of pseudo-Marxist Daphne Gollan, who worked in the office of the Ironworkers umnion, has
expressed the feeﬁngimfi’el‘ty of the expen:’;imeantakjnd i confirmed this fact and explained the elitist justification which was
Ol man . Zelda D’ :
Our leaders made Je Yy when she wrote: D’Aprano no doubt advanced:
what they said, I w:;gth)’ Teports and g : Those who argued for adjustment of union ballots, recognising it as an
express themselves m;lwﬂ}’ls ov:,awedplfcchcg and I never ) evil necessity of course, <aid that beleaguered as We were in the unions
“’i‘cn.givmg a di&gm:,sisthelr composure. YIThelr intclligemeqzisitll‘med . we could not allow the enemy into policy-mak.ing bodies . - -
questioned the °"ng,z§ and it was the ;amlzc?'er QHestiOne:j 4 dlc:g t:: After all, the long term objectives of the socialist movement could not be
Elitist attitudes w, in the party. One never jeopardised by the errors o failures of our short term policies, or halted
ent hand in because the rank and file were temporarily misled by the overwhelming
barrage of lies from the reactionaries . . - The use of dishonest expedients
 the time gained never was

hand wi
i with und
€Imocratic practices i i ; :
Ces In to gain time brought its own punishment. .

uot f ormally dem v notto
Party was acratic. It is someti say that
the mecha:'lsanl;sme;-i camp with whi;l.n\:sll nagi gmtm thn:cren{;es were used to reassess policies - - -
reign of terror tﬁ control were normnue ding Commissars bcur,nmunist Adjustment of ballots continued, with the hope that sooner or later, the
lca“““""‘mz%lki.l'lg’[enm: Wwas often a reign Yfl'clau.,,ely subtle ’R: tin reality rank and file would catch up, come © realise the correctness of party
Anyone bold moﬁ:;ly reports which pr:.czmccgifﬁng, “;ith :hllel' thana . policy. Needclless t(f) Sai , the E:{ri?ectwes of party and masses, far from
membershi to disagree 1pted any ser; U the 1o converging, drew furt er apart.
WSy kadmais 0::83”' l-lkdy ¥ Leznusdm“ssiorf Political initiatives Were forced on union memberships bureau-
Ctvist remembers; by the cratically, while bread and butter issues were peglected, so that in 1951
Dixon could artribute electoral setbacks on the wharves to “neglect of
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Blake, 0 show the historic roots of his errors. It blamed him and Henry
ral, for leading the party astray when Sharkey was in

for leftism in gene
jail, and even for attempting to seize control of the party while Sharkey
was out of the way. Now, several years later, these alleged sins Were

suddenly brought to light and Blake and Henry were removed from the
Secretariat even though they had “given no signof resuming their earlier
activities.” The tWo scapegoats Were then obliged to publish grovelling

statements approving the verdict, Blake admitting that “‘my activities in
the pe he Party, and the Party

riod referred to were 2 grave menace o't
owes agreatdebt 1o Comrades Sharkey and Dixon who led the Party out
of this danger.” He promised to correct his errors and to “‘eliminate all
forms of subjectivism from my make npfi

Nothing about the appalling manipulation by Communist union
officials; no assessment of the internal life of the party. In fact, the
scapegoating of Blake and Henry could only make the real problems
worse. It could only reinforce the authoritarianism of the remaining
leaders and make middle cadres wary of taking initiatives. As for the
substance of the criticism — the attacks on ultraleftism and sectarianism
_ it only paved the way for an increasing conservatism and timidity in

party work, including in some Cases a positive fear of industrial
militancy-.
The focus on unity which arose with the struggle against the
attempt to ban the party found its reflection in the practice of running
“ynity tickets” for union office. These wete joint tickets of Communist

and Labor Party supporters with policies based on the lowest common
denominator. Care was taken to avoid initiatives that might alienate ALP
officials, and to avoid excluding them from leadership in unions where
the CPA was Strong. By this means the party rapidly regained its
strength in the union bureaucracy so that by 1958 it had won back most
of the ground lost since the forties. Butat what price?

It is instructive @ note that while party membership grew for a
time in the mid-fifties, it by 00 means grew as quickly as the party’s
bureaucratic union strength. And it fell again after 1956 without
substantially affecting that hold on official positions. There were tWo
factors at work here. On the one han

d, a combination of increasing
prosperitys the defeat of the left offensive of the ate forties, and the
sustained ideological and legal onslaught from the right had reduced
both the urgency and the appeal of radical politics in the eyes of many

workers, while militant trade unionism around economic issues still
offered tangible rewards. Workers might therefore elect Communist
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wer station, they came OVer the bridge. 1 saw them coming,
_And as they came down the steps T called out

dy use, the stoppage is going on.” Laurie

| was in front, and he just laughed and said, “Oh yes I guess it

bit of 2 realist.

to them;
Carmichae

is.” Hewas 2

And the strike did g0 ahead against the desires of the CPA leadership;
age for a historic period of militancy among Victorian
workers that culminated in the 1977 Latrobe Valley strike. But

s would have stifled it at birth.

Turning Inward
IN A PERIOD of defeat, the greatest danger is that the activists will
turn inward. It is hard to talk 10 non-Communists, and tempting to
spend all your time talking to comrades. From hereitisonly 2 shortstep
1o bitterness and contempt for other people. This is the road t© sectarian
{solation, and not 2 few Communists travelled it, 38 Jack Blake made

clear as early as 1951:

The conditions of the early post-war years . - - led o a defensive spirit

among some party members, linked with 2 turning inwards for the
comfort of being among like-minded people.
Of course this tendency was not consciously thought outin this way — it
expressed itself mainly in evading the political struggle, shifting ground

under pressure. - -

Basically our sectarianism 1S

undertake political work among
Communists of who are not even close to the Communist Party.”

late forties, when things were polarised but
g some victories. HoW much worse these

e in the early fifties! The passage suffers
1] the blame on the rank

related to an inability of unwillingness t©
the working people who are not

Blake was writing about the
at least the left was winnin

tendencies must
from the usual CPA leader’s nabit of placing

and file, but it is insightful nonetheless.
1f members Were evading the political struggle, they had some good
The wages struggle on the job was something Communists
i ily, and they could even

reasons.
fellow workers fairly easilys

could agree about with

win support and populari‘ty among other militants on this account.
Gerting 2 hearing i

for Communist politics was far more difficult.
Winning an ar gument

about the merits of Soviet Russia was well-nigh
impossible: except in jsolated left-wing pastions like the Seamen’s
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Genuine criticism that could lead 10 uncovering a police agent remains
ht lead to uncoveringa provocateur

unspoken. Chance incidents that mig|
mentioned because we have failed to create a free atmosphere for

go un!
e of criticism . - »

exercis
Given the setbacks and problems; however,
many Communists survived the cold war with their confidence in
socialism (of some kind) and the working class intact. Unfortunately,
they often did so at the cost of a retreat into blind and dogged faith, a
process which the Italian Communist Antonio Gramsci once summed
up very well:
When youdon't have the 1

it is remarkable how

nitiative in the struggleand the struggle itself

comes eventually O be identified with a series of defeats; mechanical
determinism becomes & tremendous force of moral resistance, of cohesion
and of patient and obstinate perseverence. ] have been defeated for the
moment, but the tide of history is working for me in the long run.”

Real will takes on the garments of an act of faith inacertain rationality of

history. - -*°

This “mechanical deter

dedication and s0 contains a healthy element.
ably leads to permanent distortions:

live with it for two decades, it inevit
dual change. In the

they getin the habit of thinking in terms of slow, g8
and young workers produced explosive

late sixties, when both students
struggles and were pursting with anger and impatience, far too many
Communists, shaped more than they realised by the years of downturn,

responded with annoyance at these ignorant youngsters who didn’t

understand that “things take time”.

And even in the fifties, while «mechanical
d file activist, it could hardly be forgiven in those

forgiven in the rank an
who formulated party programs. In the passage quoted above, Gramsci
taken up by the leadership and

had gone on 10 explain that if it were
«tjf hecomes a Cause of passivity, of idiotic

made into a political principle,
self-sufﬁciency“.“ | Yet the leaders, moOre perhaps than the rank and file,
were fascinated with a number of articles of political faith that bore little
relation to the reality around them- One was the petspective for building
2 “mass” party in the immediate future, 8 perspective which Jack Blake
later recalled with some acerbity:
1n 1958 the ‘“mass party” conception Wwas embodied in the Party
membership rarget of several tens of thousands; the idea being some
forty or Ofty thousand members, Of twice our best wartime figure. By
1961, still pursuing the same conception, the slogan calling for doubling
the Party membership was put forward . . *

minism” is an expression of perseverence and
But for cadres forced to

determinism“ could be
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* said the section secretary. «] don’t like the
. dignified to me . - &

wgell, T don’t know, Nell,
the thing.” Mick

ch. Doesn’t sound . -

tone of it mu

“There ought t© be more of the Party’s policy in

Shannan Was laying down the law. “There’s notd straight-out political
hen I was gettin’ out 2 political

e whole bulletin. Now W
» Rae said firmly-
and she hasn't g0

article in th
pulletin in the AWU .
]t doesn’t sound nice,
like it. Nell often exaggerates,
the pulletin.”
“Have you taken it down to0 the Centre yet, Nel
see it before it's roneoed.”
«]¢’s got to be out by tomorrer,
can't always be wet-nursed by the Centre.”
«1pll probably all fizzle out anyway.” Rita
shoulders. ““When 1 was in the clothin’ trade . . -
] move we pass onter the political discussion. We haven’t had a decent
political discussion since T came inter this branch.”
«Oh! Snow, for Christ’s sake shut up,”’ Nell thought, buts
quietly, “This 15 the political discussion, Snow.”**
anch more hindrance
stacle 1O

« don’t think the girls would
t anythin’ about peace in

1? The Centre ought to

» Nell said stubbornly. « Anyway We

shrugged her plump

he only said

than help, s© did
campaigns an ob real work. Dulcie

ad Party-building drives — in themselves narrows
inward-looking — absorbing a great deal of time of most members of
Jocal organisations in @ fruitless search for @ magic formule; while on the
other hand a thinning band of mass workers, who were gaining valuable
experience among real people, were becoming mMore and more frustrated.
Nobody was interested in what they were doing; it didn’t seem 10 have
any bearing in the arid atmospheres of local discussions.*’

For a long time we b

Still a Major Force
OF COURSE we must not overstate
in numbers and in consciousness, the Communist Par :
most important organisation outside the ALP promot’mg progressive
and radical causes, and was still able to do soon 2 large scale. In fact,
considering the conservatisation of most of societys its role became
perhaps proportionately more important.

involved — indeed the moving force in — @ gre

1t didn’t matter what happened,” $ays Vic Williams, “if some

ase. For all the setbacks both
the

the ¢
Ty remained
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¢ successes Were achieved, moreover, despite proscription of
y the Labor Party. After the split with the Groupers in
ward the Left and it became possible for
ALP members. To this end

d, both to get around the proscription and
w face to the world. A Congress for

Imemational Cooperation and Disarmament Was held in Melbourne in
nd union personalities were induced to attend.

This ought © have been the beginning of a new period of growth.
The potential was not realised, and part of the reason appears © be
that the Communist Party was increasingly tied up with divisions over
the Sino-Soviet split.** By the time it had put that problem, i
with the Australian Maoists, behind it the Vietnam war had appeared on
the scene and the old peace issues and organisations began to METEE into

movement against the

ct the power of the
ershadowed previous

the movement b
1955, Labor moved back 1o
jsations to make

the movement Was reorganise
1o present something of a ne

anew antiwar movement. In fa

Vietnam war seems nowadays to have totally oV

peace work in public awareness.
Yet the older movement had its importance. At a time when the
world seemed to be moving rapidly toward nuclear Wil and the cold war

atmosphere was being used t© erode civil liberties, the peace campaigns
undoubrtedly represented an important check on the Menzies
government. In the 1980s, as @ new mass movement against nuclear
weapons emerges internationally and in Australia, it becomes especially
important o look at the political lessons of these experiences.
Unfortunately, the peace movement of the 1950s reflected all too clearly
the Communist Party’s drift 1 the right.

The central political thrust was mulrilateral disarmament: “For a
Pact of Peace Between the Five Great Powers”.>' The world’s ruling
under pressure from their populat‘mns, agree 10

classes would somehow, _
eliminate war. Unilateral disarmament, the slogan which lent such a
t in Britain, Was never

the disarmament movemen
ad it been, the CPA would

arty in Britain until very late,

radical cutting edge t©
seriously considered 11t Australia.
undoubtedly have seen it, a8 did its sister P ;
as upsetting the orderly progress of big power negotiation. Nor did the
Australian peace movement have any class politics: there was a clear
assumption that only lunatics could favour puclear bombs, and that all
the people of the world bar 2 few evil conspirators could therefore be
united against them « Al the women in the world want peace, and. . .2

52 [n consequence the peace

thousand million women can’t be Wrong.
propaganda was often remarkably insipid. One could not, of courseé
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jn general was 2 drawback. It meant that rightwing charges that
ment was only 2 trojan horse for a foreign power
ed plausible o many people, and after the events of 1956 it also
cost the peace organisations the support of some activists.
In the work among women many of the same political features
emerged. Here to0, W€ must emphasize at the start that the Union of
Australian Women, formed after the decline of the New Housewives’
Association and noticeably less militant, was nevertheless far in advance
of any other group of women in Australian society at the time. They
carried on the battle for equal pay and other aspects of women’s rights in
a society that was increasingly hostile. They demonstrated in the face of

police repression and published magazines that took up such issues as
women’s rights ieved in these areas for

at work. Yet little could be achi
some time, and for the majority 0 there was a retreat

f the membership
into charitable work, making sandwiches for the school canteen Of
raising money for nurseries.

“Nearly every UAW woman was 2 member of mother’s club, if
they had children,” says one of the longest standing UAW activists. Nor
would we want to suggest that such work is wrong In principle:
communists must be prepared to work just about anywhere ina difficult
period. But the effectsof 2 decade or more of luncheons and charity work
on the spirit and CONSCIOUSTESS of Communist womern must have been
deadening; worse, it came 1o be seen as the normal way for Communists
to operate. And when in the late sixties and early seventics, women really
did'begin to be radicalised, the new Women’s Liberation movement
simply by-passed the UAW, which could not cope with the new style of

work and new attitudes toward politics and personal life. The same
activist remembers:

When Women’s Lib started,
by some of the things that went on
have a bar of that. The younger women
the UAW was old hat. They didn’t want
do with it.”®

The CPA also put

some of the older women were a bit shocked
in Women’s Lib, and they wouldn’t
felt this, and they sort of felt that
to have a bar of itor anything to

a lot of effort into establishing trade union
women’s CoMmmitteess more or less on the model of the Miners’ Women's
Auxiliaries. These committees helped to inform wives of the principles
of trade unionism and about their husbands’ work experiences, for
example by m-ganising workplace tours. Sometimes they mobilised them
ot. All too often, however, they remained largely in the
role of “hewers of cake and drawers of tea”, or engaged in charitable
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activity designed to ease the loneliness of seamen’s wiy,
children of strikers.

€ or help the
In themselves such activiti

es have their place, of course. Moreoyer
Some committees that began life this Way went on to more politica]
activities, For example, the Waterside Workers’ women’s commitre,
was first agreed to by the union “main]y i i

However,
in relatively Ppassive and apolitical roles, the work among women became
part of the trend toward Stagnation, conservatism, and
accommodation of the party to mainstre,

ultimately
am Australian life,
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out that many of the people who left at this time had already

inting
8 1d war successfully. He therefore argues

weathered the Worst of the co
ber of defectors of the years 1956-58 . . . left not

that the “large num
because of pcrsecution, but because of disagreement with the policy and

-ation of the party.”'*

of
bit one-dimensional and they suggest 2

Both explanations seem 4

third; that many of the people who had survived the worst of the Cold
War had done 50 precisely because of their faith in the triumphs of
“socialism’ on 2 world scale; that in surviving they had nevertheless
suffered a great deal of damage to their morale; and that the impact of
the Stalin revelations, followed by Hungary, was the final blow. Nor was
the blow merely psychological: the events of 1956 brought a new and
intense isolation t0 Communists. “We were like a besieged fortress,
writes Sendy. “Our shop windows were smashed and Party members
were abused by neighbours and work-mates as had happened during the
coal strike.”!?
In addition to the defectors and those expelled, there were
dissidents who managed t© remain within the party. Of these the most
vocal was W.J. Brown, who published a remarkable series of articles in
the Communist Review. Brown sought to build on the positive features of
the Stalin revelations as he saw them, and to use them 10 strengthen the
party within the context of official policy. This was a delicate high-wire

performance, and Brown suffered a bruising at the end of it.
cisms with disclaimers. Stalin’s

He was careful to surround his criti
ted that the CPA had already

positive features were mentioned, it was no
taken “appropriate steps’ 10 rectify all possible problems, and ].B.

Miles was declared to have provided “srerling service as general

secretary’’. Nevertheless, Brown was prepared 0 be truly critical.
There had been an ‘¢ f leaders,” he said'® and

XCessive adulation O
some comrades had adopted “an almost instinctively hostile artitude to
even the most moderate criticism of the leadership.”'® Praise of the
USSR in the party press was «gverdone”'® and Communists had to
“Jearn how better to talk in the language of the people.”!

This was heavy stuff coming froma prominent party member, and
in return it received boots-and-all treatment from Ted Hill. Brown was

accused of being divisives undermining democratic centralism, and
advancing 2 ponrayal of the party which was “not in accord with
reality”’. The tenor of the whole article can be conveyed by one masterly

passage:
Dissent

in the sense of complete disagreement with the line of the party
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the Chinese Were moving toward 2 position of
d to rally support for their

osition in the worl Jed to Communists in the
£t not only on intemational questions, butona platform

ilitancy, hostility © reformism and a more “balanced”

appraisal of Stalin.
The Australian party had always felt a great respect for the

Chinese.2? Now they found that Peking was voicing doubts they had
already felt. At first the Chinese expressed themselves with 2 certain
circumspection, and the differences seemed to be no more than a
comradely disagreement in which the CPA could take sides withoutany

Jasting consequences. Both the national leadership under Sharkey and
also the group around h the Chinese at first.

Hill in Victoria lined up wit
It appears, moreover, Chinese camp until

that they all remained in the
very near the time of the final, public

split. The leaders of the New
Zealand party later described the atticudes of Sharkey and Dixon in
1960 as follows:

We would remind them (hat, early in 1960 . -
General Secretary to come to Sydney urgently fo
regarded by them s an important discussion. Cde. L- Sharkey had just
returned from China . . - L. Sharkey (in his own garden — Cdes. R.
Dixon and L. Aarons also being presem) repnrted on discussions he had

had in China, in particular with Mao Tse-tung.
The core of Cde. L. Sharkey's report was to warn us not to fall for the
new view being advanced that imperialism would die easily, DO 10 fall
for the illusion of world-wide peaceful transition 10 Socialism. Basicallys

it was a call 10 reject the many incorrect assumption
f the 20th Congres

uncritical acceptance of the decisions ©

Communist Party of the Soviet Union . - -

Later . . . did you not many tmes compliments through a number gf
or his firm stand 1n

New Zealand comrades . - - Cde. J. Manson fi
refusing to be associated with the attack of Khrushchev and others on

the Chinese Party Jeadership?
When the New Zealand Party delegation to the 81 Parties’ Meeting_in
Maoscow passed through Sydneys did you not dis
both Cde. V.G- Wilcox and Cde.G.E. ]ackson? o
the night. An key note of your approach the need to have @
common stand against the revisionist danger at M oscow?
And Cde. L. Sharkey, do you not remember that when we arrived in
Moscow you said, “I'm in the dogbox” and that a Russian comrade well
known t© poth of us

“no longer loved you’'??!
| Parties’ Meeting was 2 last,

By thelate fifties
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s arising from
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an underground, clandestine, revolutionary
rking in an illegal fashion, rather than as an open
political party.”’? This was no more attractive to the CPA rank and file

t World War III. But above all,

than the Chinese equanimity abou
debates about how 10 build a Communist Party in Australia centred

around the strategic attitude toward the Labor Party.

Stalinism has traditionally had difficulty coming to terms with its
attitude to mainstream reformist parties. The underlying thrust of
Soviet policy since the mid-twenties has always been towards either
opposing, or attempting to ally itself with, particular western ruling
classes, and this fact was the most important factor in shaping the
strategies toward reformist parties. The parties’ central concern has
normally been what attitude to take toward the official structures of the
reformist organisations, and towards their leaderships. For it is the
officials and the politicians, after all, who have an influence with the
ruling class, and conversely it is they who attempt to carry the ruling
class point of view in the labour movement. Thus the CPs moved
between two basic attitudes: either immense hostility toward reformist
leaderships (in periods, like the late forties, when the world movement
was in open conflict with the western bourgeoisie) or an attempt to
conciliate them (as for example during the Popular Front).

However, there is also the reformist rank and file to be considered.
In theory, and also to a limited degree in practice, the CPs differentiated
between the leaders and members of reformist parties. During periods

when they were on & “left” course, they called for a “united front from
below”, in which Communists were 10 attempt to maintain common
activity and dialogue with the supporters of social democratic parties
while lambasting their leaders. During more moderate phases they still
made some carefully couched criticism of the reformist leadership in

order to differentiate themselves in the eyes of rank and file workers who
might be moving leftward.

But as long as the CPs remained tied to the Kremlin, the main
concern for them was 1O advance the foreign policy of the USSR.
Attempting to win r and file workers © Communist politics was a
secondary consideration, which in theory as well as practice was
subordinated to the needs of Soviet diplomacy. This had its consequences
for the bulk of the CP members, who have always had trouble remember-
ing to differentiate berween party attitudes to reformist leaders and to

their rank and file.
Consequentlys stalinism has tended to oscillate between two poles:

wrning our party into
detachment, WO
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ed Labor against the open parties of the

h one support
nning away their rank and

this approac ‘ _ ; .
bourgeoisie; but critically, with the aim of wi
file:

we must, first, help (Labour lead

Lloyd George and Churchill . . . seco
+he working class to be convinced by their own experience that we aré
right, i.e., that the Hendersons and Snowdens are absolutely good for
pothing . - - third, we must bring nearer the moment when, on the basis
of the disappointment of most of the workers in the Hendersons, it will
be possible, with serious chances of success, 1o overthrow the govern-
ment of the Hendersons atonce.. . - I want to support Henderson in the
same way as the rope suppo

rts a hanged man . . 8

The vast majority of the CPA rank and file, anxious to find a way
out of isolation after years of the Cold War, was unlikely to be artracted
by the Maoist approach. The central leadership could therefore count
on winning the debate on this crucial question.

At first the faction fight had been conducted, at all levels, as merely
a struggle within the inner circles of the parties. The Soviets had
attacked the “Albanians” when they meant the Chinese, the Chinese in
their turn vilifying the «yygoslavs” when they meant Moscow. Only a
chosen few could follow such Aesopian language, and it was only whena
split became inevitable and the broad membership had t©© be prepared
for it, that the issues were discussed openly. This was certainly trué in

the Australian party. At first, only an inner circle was aware of the extent
of the differences and these were debated in public forums only in an

indirect manner. Vic Williams recalls:
People would go to branches and give reports;
other reports, and fair dinkum, quite often the br.a.n‘
appreciate the difference. . - And it finally gotto the hilarious

a conference was called, and Sharkey was at this conference, and there
to the conference — and the conference

were two different lines given ;
didn’t even appreciate it So 1 stood up and said I wanted to ask a
question of Comrade Sharkey . - - 1 asked him would he comment on the
fact that there were TWo different lines being put forward . . . (one) was
the line of the Chinese Communist Party. And on the other hand there
was the line of the Central Committee . - - He sidestepped the issue. Burt
there was an absolute furore. I remember Vic Little confronted me on the
floor and there was @ bit of a yelling match, and all sorts of people said I

shouldn’t have done it — I'd split the party!®

Williams had not split the partys but it was splitand when it became
clear there was no healing the breach, the central leadership did appeal
to the membership- It knew it could count on their support. Large

ers) Henderson and Snowden to beat
nd, we must help the majority of

and people would give
ches wouldn’t
stage that
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ut police agents within the
ince commented that they were glad to
therefore, that his fall became the
and critical thinking within the

and was prone to extreme paranoia abo

Many individuals have s
of him. It was fitting,
era of open debate

spiess
party-
see the back
signal for 2 new
Communist Party.
In Victoria, Hill’s departure along with
cadre brought to pOWer leaders of a new stamp. People like Bernie Taft
and Rex Mortimer, who had opposed the pro- China policies of Hill (and
also Sharkey) early on, were not simply uncritical supporters of the
USSR. The influence of the Italian Communist Party had begun to

make itself felt in Victoria from as early as 1953, and the grouping
derable interest in 1959-60.

around Taft had discussed them with consi

The Italians were developing a policy of “polycentrism” in the world
movement, and were no longer prepared to accept the utelage of any
other Communist Party. In their own strategic thinking, they were
developing the ideas that have since come O be called “Euro-

communism”.

The Taft group had bee
leadership, at the time when Sharkey was still in alli
the aftermath of the Victorian split, the central leadersh
look to these very people 10 lead the State organisation. Rex Mortimer,
a strong supporter of the “Italian line’’, became editor of the Guardian.
And in the course of femerged asa moving force in

the sixties Taft himse
the organisation.

Mortimer soon set th by participating in prodgcing the
independent Marxist journal Arend together with ex—&mmsm of t_he
1956 vintage. He then proceeded to €nter into a dialogue with
Melbourne Jews about Soviet anti-semitism. While he stl.ll ap()llt?gnse'd
for Soviet policy, he openly admitted the existence of anti-semitism in
the USSR, and called fora vigorous campaign 10 eradicate it. Irlx 1966,
Sendy wrote an article for the first issue of the new CPA journal

e party. And the new

Australian Left Review attacking monolithism in the par d the
journal was significant in itself: unlike the old Communist Review, 1t Was
to be open to critical input from outside, and even included non-

Communists among it editors. _ .
The Victorians Were t i since they had developed in
latively coherent point of view. In the

their study of the Italians a r€

national leadership new ideas grew up more slowly at first, and more

impressionistically. Yet in the final analysis, it was among the national
developed which informed the new

leaders that the central ideas Were

a big chunk of the leading

n up by the Sharkey
ance with Hill. Butin
ip was forced to

n temporarily broke

e new tone
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retical revolution, and in any case the industrial workers were

thana theo 2
otill referred 1 85 «the decisive class”-
The documents stressed the imp ortanceof a democratic concept of
alian “national tradition”. Yet

which could appeal t0 the Austr
be considered an extension of the traditional national-

democratic approach of the popular front, and certainly the talk of
democracy did not extend to open criticism of the Eastern bloc regimes.
As for the section discussing unity of the left, it called for unity in
struggle against reaction, expressed the hope that 2 “far-ranging
discussion” would emerge; and suggested that this could lead in turn to
the possibility of a “commonly agreed program and course of action”.

These notions appeared at first glance to be nothing more than a re-run
32

of the traditional ideas of the united front or popular front

No wonder that Lloyd Churchward, 2 sophisticated Communist
academic, concluded that “‘the present documents are clearly in the
Dimitrov tradition”?* and another member described the new concept as
embodying the classical definition of the popular front,* Yet in fact
there were new ideas hidden in the documents, and some members
sensed as much. One D. Beechy of NSW wrote in the pre-Congress
discussion that “‘the impression given 10 many comrades, especially in

our branch is that the Communist me submerged, and

this creates a fear of a loss of identity.
What was Beechy driving ar? Laurie

for the membership at the Congress itself,
explicitand hence possibly more significant than the official documents:
New features of this concept can be seent if we consider the ideas

expressed in the present party program: <<Such experience, together with
d aims by all sections of the labour

frank and free discussion of palicy and &H ! '

movement will ultimately lead 10 the formation ofa single mass working class
T, . g .y 53

Party based on the principles of scientific soctalism.

and
"(lramfarmutic:ﬂ) gk
working class firmly zmi.te
leadership of the marxist party and ¢
support of the majority of the people
Compare this with the concept in “Towards 2 Coalition of the Left™
“This co-operation in action for social change (by working class parties)
e centre of different social and political gro upings which

would continue as I _
dership of the new sociery.

would share the 1ed
well include pesides trade unions and other people’s

“These may lu : . :
orgam’sariaru, other pol::u:al parties which formed to represent interests of
classes and social groups other than the working class. 236

socialism,
this could

Party will beco
1335

Aarons answered this question
in a speech which was quite

rough the strength of the organised

dandin alliance with the small farmers, under the
and with the organised co-operation and

, will be possible th
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5. On the basis of such analysis it becomes possible to

the working clas :
oppose stalinist repression; defend democracy, and yet see democracy in
class terms.

for the membership of the

This analytical framework had no appeal
CPA, for the simple reason that it suggested they had spent their lives
defending a capitalist state. Rather they preferred © continue regarding
Russia as some sort of socialist society, to which democracy needed tobe
somehow added as an extra ingredient. As We will see in the next chapter,

£ liberal critics of stalinism. The CPA

this is precisely the position 0
democratic socialism, in the east and in the west, and

wanted a more
quite rightlys unfortunately, the idea of democracy which they developed
inevitably had a liberal caste.

these questions

f Democratic Rights approached

The Charter 0
but there was no mistaking

from the point of view of Australian society,

its relevance for Eastern Furope as well.

The Charter complained that in Australia, ‘“our democracy has
never been fully realised.” It assured the reader that ““Australian
Communists work in a democratic way” and expressed regret OVer the
“declining role of parliament”. It referred to “our independent
judiciary”. The security organisation ASIO was to be replaced by “men
whose responsibilities will be strictly confined t0 defence and security
matters under the control of a parliamentary committee.” Finally, it
insisted that under socialist rule, anti-socialist parties would be
guaranteed their freedom.*® ot

Quite obviously, the authors of the Charter conceived of so_cxa_nhst
democracy as simply an extension and completion of the exiStNg,
bourgeois democracy of modern Australia—and indeed, with regard ©0

d to wantareturnto older

restoring the power of parliament they appeared [ : e
practices. A statement that the CPA worked ““in a democratic way

could only mean repudiation of revolution, and this was quite logical, for
revolution in the west means precisely a dramatic rupture between

bourgeois democracy and WO cy —a distinction which the

rkers’ democra

Charter was designed 10 blur.
The draft aroused consi :
who were soon © form a pro-Soviet opposi m
arguments againstit which were formally Marxist, and worth examining:
Is it fair to say Y ist party should be iega} upder capitalism,

but the capitalist parties should not be legal under socialism’’? One could

givea quick mechanical “no”’. Butitisa d1?l.ect1cal answer we want, ar}d

that answer is: “‘the working class 18 the rising new force, the capitalist

class is the dying old force which nevertheless will fight desperately t©

derable hostilitys especially among those
ition. Its critics made
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has taken an enormaous step forward — and [ amso glad. . .
Here we stand on firm ground to beat the whole concept of “Western
way of life” in its entire ramifications. This is the “cultural revolution”

nvincible! There will be no H.G. Wells

which is urterly and completely i
society; there will be, however, 2 free cultured, dignified mankind —
William Morris dared to dream.*?

much more wonderful than
m with a human face that the party had

as crushed by Soviet tanks in August of
onse was correspondingly angry and

agonized, but within its own ranks it also led to a severe polarisation.
The party’s National Committee voted to condemn the Russian
invasion by a vote of 37 to 2, and a special Tribune supplement was
published to get the message out. A mass protest meeting was held in the
Sydney Town Hall at which speakers included Laurie Aarons, Malcolm
Salmon who had previously been in Prague and — ironically, given his
later pro-Soviet stance — the leading trade union figure Pat Clancy.

Aarons told the meeting:
The Communist Party of Australia has protested against the invasion.of
Czechoslovakia by the Soviet Union and four other socialist countries
because we support socialist democracy and national independence for

all countries in the world.**

This stand sparked immediate con’
to cohere an open, pro-Soviet opposition. Jack Henry led t :
blindly religious note, declaring that as a result of the Russian invasion
“once again good has triumphed over evil; brotherly love over the foul
witches’ brew; enlightenment over the knights of darkness whose
fortresses are in the quagmire of imperialism.”** And many others,
though they might not write of fortresses loca.ted in guagmlres, also
expressed their point of view in terms of '}rratmn_al faith in Moscgw.
However there were those among the stalinist critics who made ?omts
worth looking at, because they exposed underlying weaknesses 1n the

majority approach.

One Lulla Davis wro
which the party had rallie
suspicious:

it seems strange
cracking really fa
organisation into conde
the Australian people nev

In other words: Was the party

This country

Here it seemed was the socialis

been searching for . . - and it w
the same year. The CPA’s resp

within the party and helped

troversy
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that the alacrity with
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akian issue was a bit

d around the Czechoslov
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er seem to get off the ground.*®

perhaps anxious to attack the Russians in
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a5 a capitalist imperialist pOWET and perceiving the fight for Czech
independence as 2 blow against that power. But for the reasons already
indicated, the CPA could not consider this solution. As in other
situations TWO dismal alternatives arose: having accepted that the Eastern
bloc regimes were in some sense socialist, one had either to accept the
prutal actions of the USSR as legitimate (and defend them in formally
Marxist terms) or collapse into liberal-democratic ideas in order to avoid

such a fate.

The Party Splits

- the worst split in the history

embership in several States

of Australia. After
been vaguely uneasy
tern to the changes
r understanding of

THE CZECH crisis proved the catalyst fo
of the party, with a sizeable section of the m
departing to form the new Socialist Party

Czechoslovakia the pro-Soviet elements who had
about the party’s development began to perceive a pat
in policy, a pattern which they did not like at all. Thei

it went roughly as follows.
The Aarons brothers an
for at least fifteen years, ever since they
Aaronses had hidden their “sympathies
theories” during the split with Hill, in order t
Sharkey retired. But “‘privately, their pro-Maos

the Aarons brothers increased their influence in
position emerged. This was not expressed in open pro-Mao terms. It was

seen in increasingly hostile attitudes towards the international
communist movement in general and the Soviet Union 1n particular

together with an increasingly opportunist line in Australia.”*®
ght opportunist” phase in the

The leadership had gone througha ‘“ri
late sixties, said the opposition pointing above all to the Charter of
Democratic Rights. However, y entered the seventies, they
claimed, it was moving into an ultraleft phase. This latter phase was
associated with irresponsible politics in industry, most notably on the
part of the NSW Builders Labourers. It was made worse, they said, by
cal elements of the new student

an excessive openness 0 the more radi
“ o
smacked more of political

and antiwar movements, whose actions .
jvity”’s°and only made it harder to achieve the

lairising than of serious acti
main task, electing 2 Labor government:

it is certain the decisions 10 withdraw the troo|

d their supporters had beena bad element
came back from China. The

with Mao’s opportunist
o climb into power when
ympathies remained. As
the leadership, their real

as the part

ps (from Vietnam) and end
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and powerful alternative sets of ideas which
re liberalism and social democracy. By
|iberalism we mean an ideology which places individual rights and
individual freedoms at the centre of politics. For Marxism, though these
had been important questions, they were traditionally placed firmly
within a broader context of collective self-emancipation, and class
struggle. Stalinism, however, had given the latter concepts totalitarian
content and hence, ironically, given a new appeal for Communists 10 its
formal opposite, liberalism.

In politics liberalism is closely tied t0

which sees its proper role as reconciling t
individuals and groups. (Here too we may note that Marxism is also

meant to accept that in a free society a plurality of views would contend
without compulsion. However for Marx this was tobe achieved with the

withering away of the stat hine continued 0

e. As long as the state mac
exist, itembodied the domination of one part of society — and hence 1ts
point of view — over others;

this was axiomatic for him from his early
critiques of Hegel onwards, an

ditappliedtoa proletarian state as much
as a bourgeois one.)
By social democracy (or

socialism, or profound social change, can come about through extending
the control of the existing state Over the economy; that this can be done
through parliament, helped along perhaps by protest action; and that the
best vehicle for doing sois 2 political party which embraces the masses pf
the working class in a loose organisar.ional framework. In Australia,
Laborism is the obvious example; though there are differences between

Laborism and classical social-democracy> they need not concern us here.

Liberalism and social democracy appeared as the main alternative
to stalinism for two basic reasons. One was that the logic of their

The most obvious
emselves we

pluralism, 2 view of the state
he competing claims of the

«reformism’) we mean the view that

d their own domestic

situation impelled the Communist parties TOWare ‘
bourgeoisie, and hence toward the dominant ideas in the labour
d with class collaboration. We have

e associate
hapter one. The second reason was that the

1d have attracted CP militants — a revolu-
evive the tradition of Marx and Lenin

elf to them in a very attractive form in the 1960s,

movement that wer
outlined this dynamic in ¢

other alternative that shou
tionary approach that soughtto T

— did not present its

anywhere in the world.
The organisat'mns w
alin pemd, lar;

throughout the St _ _
before the late sixties and still comparatively s

hich had kept revolutionary Marxism alive

gely the trotskyist groups, Were tuny
mall in the seventies.
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a refutation of the CPA’s theories,
been such a blow. But much more serious, it
the class struggle. Strike levels had been up
1950; in 1951-6 they averaged around one

1967 they averaged well below that. The
an these figures suggest, given the rapid
decline in industrial militancy
onservatisation of

and conservative
which a

meant

Had the boom only

however, it would have not
proughta historic decline in
10 two milli days lost in
million; then from 1957 10
decline was even more serious th

wth in the size of the workforce. The
was only the most obvious feature of a general C
Australian life, which included anti-communism
government 2 well as a dominant ideology according 10
woman’s place was in the home.

The boom and the decline in the class struggle naturally produced

theories according to which Australia wasa classless society”s capitalism
had overcome its contradictions, and Marxism had become outdared.
The Communist Party opposed these theories, but only on the basis of
dogma. In 1958, attacking those who had left or been expelled from the
CPA for just such «gevisionist” ideas, Sharkey said that “In the light of
the growing crisis of capitalism we can only hope they will realise the

erroneous character of their views.”*> What was needed was a theory
lity of the boom, and which also sought to

which faced up to the rea
identify the contradictions within it which would eventually bring it to

an end. Attempts of this sort were made overseas, by Marxists outside

the official Communist movement.* Unfortunately the CPA possessed

neither the sophistication nor the theoretical framework to attempt it.
' Similarly with the notion ruggle had ceased to be the
central motor of change. Inap! - 1o dustrial struggle, @
left party needs to face up 10 the other places to works other
layers of society from which to recruit. In doing 50, however, it needs to
retain its long-term wor orientation. The CPA however, in the
face of a changing Wor in its heels and indeed often
exhibited an increased susp rs, especially intellectuals,
i that was later to be referred 10 85 “proletarian sectarianism”. Partly this
suspicion arose out of the rapid departure of middle class elements from
the party at the onset of the cold war. Many workers in the party felt
middle class elements roved unreliable, and to some degree
they had a point. There is no working c!ass base. But any
recruitment is better than none, and besides it is essential to win as many
intellectuals as possible ©© 2 serious revolutionary stance.
Partly, to0, the suspicion was consciously bred into the party by the

leadership t0 explainaway t bers of intellectuals after

king class
1d simply dug
jcion of non-worke

he loss of large num
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. the effects of automation and

through a deep economic crisis exists .
theinfluence of socialist trade, €1c. which are dominating social changes
factors which could stave off deep

today, are tWo very important
economic crisis for a long period. If this does occur, then a decline 1n

socialist influence on 2 mass scale is likely . . .
here is established a very fine and mature growing of

On the other hand t!

left forces particularly noticeable among academics, students, the clergy
and within the ALP itself . .. this left trend is a forward moving
development which will grow in depth and later in size to mass

proportions -

Jtwas a wideswing of the pendulum: from denying the boom t0 granting

it virtual immortality; from dogged «workerism’’ [0 placing ones hopes
in academics, students, the clergy and the ALP. What is striking is the
speed with which the CPA leaders were able to make the shift. The basic
reasons why this was possible have been suggested in previous chapters.
However, there is one interesting additional factor which contributed t
shaping the political make-up of the party leaders and their supporters,

culiar experience of

which may perhaps justify a brief digression: the pe
training in China.

The Experience of China Training
a small group of Australian Communists
1e’s Republic for a political education, and

s throughout the decade. Among the
g his teachers a flexibility

nor the CPA leadership

IN THE EARLY fifties,
travelled secretly to the Peop
they were followed by other group
first group was Eric Aarons, who found amon|
in political thinking which neither the Russians

of the time had often displayed.

The Chinese Party had met @ bloody
mistaken instructions from Moscow, and Stalin had never shown
enthusiasm for the Chinese revolution. Moreover, PeKing was wary of
Soviet domination. The Chinese Communists Were therefore c_rmcal of

become public before

Moscow from the start: ot
g on the

The differences did n _
the late fifties, but were reflected in an insistence by Pekin
importance for Communis

ts in each country of making a concrete study
of local conditions-

At the same time, the
led to theoretical innovatio

whatsoever in Mao's rise t0 PO
not needed 10 display any conne

in 1927 because of

defeat
much

of the Chinese revolution

ns. The working class had played no role
wer. For Mao, therefore, class politics had

ction with the working class at all.

the particular nature
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Already the Sovier rulers had drawn the class line more betweg,

ansform the content o
y. In Mao’s thought
Nigel Harris puts it:

Mao uses the terms “proletariat”, “‘peasant”, “capitalist” in g
fashion. The terms do not refer 1o objective categories, but
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A Revolution in Philosophy?
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Year
1928 Means of Production
1940 35.1 Consumer Goods
1960 6.2 64.9
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74.0 26.6
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in this document, but then it did not need to be. For
d for many years t0 be sympathetic
explicit call for

pad. And Aarons
y about the

stated explicitly _
ist Party members traine

1o refrain from an

that basically, Russia wasn’'1 100

revolutions and to hint
d positive things to sa

certainly Boes OUt of his way to fint
Soviet regime-

The ruling group in the USSR, we ar¢ told,
do not want 10) amass wealth in its general form.”’?® They display this

remarkable lack of interest in worldly goods because they are ‘10 One
t least some of the ideals

degree or another bound and/or motivated bya
£ refuting this fantasy is

of the revolution” % The most concise means O
he experience of journalist Alexander Werth, who

perhaps 10 quote t

observed conditions of different layers of Soviet society in 1942.

Ttwas the height of the war, when sacrifice was especially called for.

Werth spoke to 2 maid, whose children had t© Jive on bread and tea, but

e also recorded his experience at Juncheon with the elite:
Thatlunchatthe N ational today wasa yery sumptious affair, for, in Spite

of the food shortage in Moscow, there always seems |
best possible food whene son for any kind of big feed, with

ver there is 1€
official persons as guests. For zakuski theré was the best fresh caviare,
and plenty of butters and smoked salmon; then sturgeon and, after the
sturgeon, chicken cutlets a offee with brandy

la Marechal, then ice and ¢
and liqueurs; and all down the 1ab array of bortles.”"

Je there was the usual

For Aarons, not only ar¢ the Soviet bureaucrats 2 spartan lot, but

even their nuclear weapons have yirtues. The goviet nuclear capacity has

“created possibilities of averting world - uclear war.”*' BY this logic even
Stalin’s terror would have its positive features; it Was

after all, essential
to building the industrial capacit

y for nuclear weapons:

Given this general packground it ;s hard to see any but a reformist
meaning to the one passage Aarond ossibilities for change
in the USSR. The structures of this society must be «negated”’, W A€
<overthrow’ of socialism’”s rather it is

told, but this is ‘ot 1 call for the _
the completion of what has been

to “speak up for socialism, it is to urge ;
» 1132 That, however will not happen

called “The Unfinished Revolution -

quickly:
Change will not be €asy>
not be quick. Nos

must give way in
considerable degree of matu
Aarons had raised the discussion of the USS

“cannot (and probably

indications at present are that it will
1d hold that the present system
¢ time than it has taken 10 develop t0 2
rity (that is, 25 or 30 years).”

R to a higher level only
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unced that the East European states were

minant. 1t was anno
sm. To Communists Who did not perceive the iron

do
0]
ﬁ road to sociali
pand of the Red Army and the Kremlin s the moving force behind the
ther accepted the democratic pretensions of the East
ine, it seemed that the transition 10 socialism

, but ra
Furopean regimes a3 genuine;

ceful reform with the co-operation of
talist state and the

had been achieved through pea

ections of the bourgeoisie. The smashing of the capi

dictatorship of the proletariat appeared 10 have been superceded by the

popular Frontas a method of achieving socialism itself- And Khrushchev

made this new view official in 1956 when he announced that the

«parliamentary means of achieving socialism are ible.””**
Even now, howevers Communists still clung 10 tattered remnants of

eninism s they understood it. For example Gibson in his memoirs

writes at some length about the virtues of Lenin’s work State and

Revolution, and about how it showed the need for revolution. He then

proceeds t0 fill Lenin’s terms with reformist content:

1fin our day it has become MOre possibles in certain conditions, on the

basis of a powerful mass struggle, for the people ©© win power peacefully

1ake over the basic means of production and turn parliament into an

instrument of their oWn will, the change involved is <till a revolutionary

one.”

Gibson was only concerned with retaining the e rev

according to John Sendy many CPA leaders rerained secret
after a real revolution well into the postwar period:

Certainly to my knowledge leading Communists tooka tongue-ln-cheek

attitude to our stated “prefetenCe”, in various party p_rogra-_fnmf:s, fora

peaceful road, while others have long regarded with d.isdam such

strategies as those of the Iralian mmunist Party: Following the 1?56

Party leaders laughed about Spanish

in Spain. The same

20th Congress of the > :
Communists considering 3 peaceful road as possible 1n >
;diculed the possibility of structural

leaders, and those who followed:
reform in Italy-**

Even Eric Aarons’ prother Lauﬁe,

declare as late a5 1972 that the election ©
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nde government
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The most audacious part of his artjcle concerns

n he attempts to cite Lenin ¢
wing paraphrase of tate an

the transitiop ¢,
O Justify his gy
d R evolutioy:

theories, offering the follo
The state consists,
whose function is to
to make it a]] powerful, but to “do aw;
How can this be don
call this self-manage
A “democratic road to socialism’
as the process in which more and

over things that affect them.47
The first paragra
general”, of g/] states
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the function”, The ¢
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It is a rather g
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e? By having €veryone partake of the function, ,

€at extension of democragy,
might therefore be briefly characterise
mmore people in more spheres of life act

- The second is made to follow on so as to suggest
‘done away with”

by “having everyone partake of
hird generalises this into a “democratic road to
$ made to appear consistent with Lenin’s own views,
qualid exercise jn sophistry,
In reality, Lenin’s pamphlet, after making general points about the
state, proceeds very pointedly to distinguish two very different kinds of
state with which communists have to deq]. On the one hand, there is the
capitalist state which must be smas

hed; on the other there is the workers'
state, which is to be progressiv,

ely democratiscd, with “everyone
partaking of the function” ungj] it “withers away”. These Ppropositions,
the core of Lenin’s argument, are belaboyreg tirelessly through the work
and are so well known on the left that one can hardly believe Aarons is
unaware of them,
Beginning with 3 health
Aarons and his co-thinkers e
with reformism in st

Yy desire to Criticise stalinism, where have
nded up? With liberalism in philosophy,
rategic thinking, with sophistry in the presentation
of ideas. This theoretical Progression is the reflection of, and to some
degree a contributing factor in, the evolution of Communist Party
Practice from stalinism to kind of Je; : ollowing pages
we will see how this basic trend, despi i

reached full fruition as the party entered the eighties
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immediate withdrawal of the troops while the Communist Party’s slogan
qas still “StoP the bombing, negotiate!””
The best activists therefore went not to
often to the neW left groups and it did not seem 10 matter what the
specific theoretical stance of those groups was. In Melbourne and
gspecially at Monash the attraction was mainly t0 Maoism, which could
claim Links t© the Chinese Cultural Revolution and an association with
the general third-world charisma of both Chinaand Vietnam. In Sydney
the strongest pole was the Trotskyists, who could point the important
role played by their comrades in the radical wing of the student and
aniwar movements overseas. In Brisbane it was the anarchists and
libertarians, who could appeal to the anti-authoritarian impulse which
was so strong in the youth revolt.
Wherever you looked the CPA was being outflanked, and as the
party leadership began 10 grasp the fact it realised it faced something of 2
crisis. Its cadres had survived the cold war partly by sticking to the hope
of an eventual new Jeft upsurges it had also begun 1@ liberalise and break

with Moscow and naturally expected this t0 Pay off in recruitment
among the newly radicalising forces. Now it appeared the party would

miss the boat.
The CPA National Committee, meeting in November 1968,
it would have 10 enter the

decided that if the party was t0 have a future,
“hurly-burly of the left” and decided to dos0 by initiating a conference
ould be the ‘new

“where by far the most significant element present W
hich was held in April

left’ s This was the Left Action Conference W

1969 and attracted some 790 people-
For the Communist Party the conference was 2 major break-
through. To be sure .t adopted policies the CPA had formerly
considered over-extreme, such as support for the Vietnamese National
Liberation Front. It did not bring the party any significant orgmﬁsaﬁonﬂ
gains. Butit achieved its immediate objectives which was 10 re-legitimise
the Communist Party in the eyes of radical youth. Laurie Aarons
shift to the Communist Party as

ptance that the Communist Party is sincere”.’

as drawn toward the party, and

commented that
such but to a wider acce
d Denis Freney ¥
h Brisbane new leftists organised

trotskyist current aroun: . ;
the CPA increased its collaboration Wit
ocialist Alliance. The party’s concern to appeal 10

in the Revolutionary _
d abundantly clear by @ Tribune front page headline

the youth was ma e e
ce »s Mayday Man’.
dent movement it was qu

the Communist Party, but

ite obviously a case of
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action of importance to
including
We

where an

end to situations . . -
and worse, where mer,

e want an
women was called trivial by some men
some communists, appointed themselves to take over the action . . -
don’t want party branches rejecting some women speakers on the

ounds that they are to0 “forceful” . . . We do need a heightened
awareness that the feminist movement and its theories bring 0 the
revolutionary struggle a new dimension, that without it, the revolution

will be incomplete.'”

gimilarly the youth rebellion began to have
Youth and Students Working Group in
«condescending and paternalistic attitude towards youth in many
branches” and alack of activism in sections of the organisation which put
young people off, as well as an over-centralism in the party’s youth
organisations.'' And the party began to lecture those among its trade
union officials who were slow to recognise the radical potential of the

new militancy on the job. In 1970 Laurie Aarons artacked the
“narrowness of vision” of many of the trade UNIONIStS; including a
“oonservative attitude tO arbitration” and an ‘‘even balancing of
conservative passivity and ‘adventurism’ s problems in unionism today
when, in reality, the former is the main one”’. He

also deplored their
hostility to criticism:
When youth are solemnly warned not t0 criticise union ©
be destructive, then revolutionary spirit has been lost,
movement's experiences forgotten.' #
The party’s continuous leftward motion ‘
expression in official documents. There was an important policy
»
statement called «“Modern U d the Workers’ Movement
which called for workers’ control actions t© encroach on the rights of
- « = - g ”
employers, and 2 document entitled «Women and Social Liberation
adopted in 1974 which incorporated all the basic demands which had

emerged from women’s liberation. And above all there were the main
of 1974, which were s0 radical in their phraseology

its internal fall-out, with a
Sydney complaining of a

fficials lest this
and our own

eventually found its

Congress documents
that John Sendy Was moved to comment wryly:
t of Aims the CPA was described as an independent
litical document adopted at the 1972

In the 1970 Sratemen
Australian socialist party: : ! 4
Party Congress spoke O the CPA as being an md?;_zendem revolutionary
i king class. But the political document of the
the CPA as an independent revolutionary party
soctalist rwo!mirm'.! Furthermore the 1974 document use
Jution and revolutionary (in the singular and plural) 54

ages!'

working for
the words reve
times in nine p
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_The fact that the objectives of the work-in were
s felt the action was 2

was hailed as a milestone
not achieveds and that only 9 of the 17 participant
success, was played down.'®

But the deeper problem was ana

quite central problems in an analysis O
0 any strategy for overthrowing or transforming it. One is the mode of

production: the systematic manner in which people interact with each
and with the means of production to produce wealth. The other is the
qate: the apparatus of both physical and (less directly) social and
ideological repression which defends that mode of production. The fact
that workers are located at the heart of the productive process is rather

central to their role in socialist transformation. What distinguishes

workers’ control struggles from ordinary trade unionism is precisely that

they point to @ reorganisation of the mode of production. By contrast

ordinary trade unionism typically concentrates on the battle over the

terms under which workers will participate in the existing system (and

especially on the price of labour power, that is, on an issue concerning
more the realm of exchange than production itself).

Given that capitalists will resist attempts to transform the mode of
production, and will presumably make use of their repressive in-
stitutions, quite obviously workers’ control struggles must ultimately
raise the question of the state. How shall we confront it — by attempting
to smash it as Lenin believed, or by some more gradual kind of

control consistently fudged both
Jear in a major article written by
rs’ Control Conference at
istinction between
enting the former

lytical. For Marxists there are two
f the capitalist system, and hence

subversion?

The CPA conception of workers’
of these questions, as becomes quite ¢
Denis Freney just before the 1973 Worke
Newcastle, He begins by blurring the qualitative d
workers’ control and traditional trade unionism, pres
merely as an extension of the latter:

Workers’ control, in general terms, is s
movement itself. The right to strike and to form u
workers’ control, imiting the bosses’ power.?
> According to Freney, the new feature is that
d the workplace and people’s
own working and, indeed, whole life without
Workers’ control and self-management in both
major part of the movement.. . . for
f all aspects of economic, social,

omething as old as the labour
nions are forms of

What then is new about1
it can be extended beyon

ability to manage their
bosses or bureaucrats.. .
France and Czechoslovakia were the
the general social self-management O
political and cultural life . . . **
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generalised inall the occupied factories and cities,

n to produce the goods and services and organise
may have been different

{f this system had been
if the workers had begu
their distribution themselves, then the outcome

in France.?'
Perhaps, but there

also of the more indirect mec
church to the French Communist

was the small matter of the army and police, and
hanisms of social control, ranging from the
Party hierarchy itself which helped to

tifle the movement, These werc some of the reasons why the movement
didnotspread beyond a certain point. Revolutionaries have traditionally
called for the construction of a disciplined, revolutionary party to
combat such institutions. If the “rrotskyist” Freney could dodge this
issue, it is no wonder that the party as a whole did the same.

So far I have only indicted Denis Freney for vagueness rather than
explicit reformism, but the point is that by remaining vague he allowed
the established CPA cadre to fill his categories with their own content.
How easily this could occur becomes clear from a discussion document
written by Brian Carey in 1968, in a much less radical tone but with

some astonishing similarities of formulation all the samec:
From the trade unions, where the most sectarian attirudes of stalinism
never worked, the concepts of peacefui transition, sharing the leadership,
and co-operation with religious workers developed . . -
The mass trade union campaigns already spontaneously involve the

demand for worker control over management, over prices and wage
policy, over computerisation, OVer national development and foreign

policy.

The CPA has correctly been giving 8 special stress 10 this slogan, which
has long been in the centré of socialist thinking, but whose full
implications have not yet been fully exploredl. - U nconsc:ausly? workers
are seeking such control over monopoly. Objectively, our guerilla fights

against the effects of capitalism cannot achieve permanent victories
without worker control. Bur, in the era of transition 1o socialism, t?m
struggles inside capitalism flow on Into struggles to change the social

system.?? (Emphasis added.)

Here the idea that ordinary trade unioni Ws OVer '
workers’ control, which in turn flows Into anti-capitalist struggle, 18

explicitly linked to 2 peaceful transition to socialism as well as to

“sharing the leadership” (i€ pluralism). Whatever Frerfey’s own

intentions, the ambiguities in his article meant that the reformist notions
s

of Carey and others like him remained, at bottom, unchallenged.
Freney’s article does have one great merit that should be
mentioned: he distinguishes clearly between workers' participation

sm flows over naturally into
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praisad so highly. In 1973 a riot took place at Ford in Melbourne, when
an elaborate plan developed by the union officials proved to be totally
th the real aspirations of the workforce. In a stormy

out of step Wi _ :
meeting Carmichael’s coat was torn and he was soon kicked upstairs and
moved to Sydney by his union.

but only a short time before he

The Ford events are well known,
had also clashed with Communist boilermakers in Brisbane. Three
metal trades unions were being amalgamated and were t0 adopt the
AEU branch structure, with its locality branches. The Brisbane
boilermakers, preferring the workplace branches they were used to and
considered more democratic, protested. Carmichael came up to lay
down the law, with the result that a number of militants left the party

and the Brisbane metal fraction was effectively wrecked.
PA union work came to the fore

The underlying weaknesses in C
with the Federal intervention into the NSW BLF in 1975, wk?en
(federal secretary Norm Gallagher), backed by the employers, f:arrled
out a massive operation to smash the State branch and ultimately
succeeded after prolonged resistance.

The BLF’s own weaknesses WEre revealed under the opslaught.
While few will perhaps take seriously the notion that it was a
“revolutionary union” whose demands “could not be contained v:vnthm
! had a revolutionary

capitalism” and the mass of whose members ; ;
consciousness,2® it was still one of the best unions ever seenin Australia,

and for that very reason its weaknesses as well as its strengths deserve

mention.

Looking back on the
Jack Mundey has himself rem
union was travelling too quickly
up too many social issues at the final stages . -

think we failed to consolidate ata certain peri

ake all sorts of
, and workers Were prepared to T
g trageous) actions, secure in the knowledge

advanced (and sometimes oU
that labou(r was tight. It was possible for members and also leaders to get
abit giddy, and to find themselves suddenly vulnerable when the boom
to an end in 1974. \
came()(:l:[sli;nal failure in this union which otherwise strf:sse?d the role of
the absence of strong job organisation on most
i ive leaders of most trades-

| 4ing sites, The comparatively conservative le ’
‘:nu::g;n ugn?:;: in the building industry were no friends of the BLF, so it

was crucial that links be forged directly with the rank and file of these

p to the Federal intervention
arked that he ““did feel at the time that the
2120 and that “‘we made an error in taking
_we took on too much, 1
od”.% There had been 2

period leading u;
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to contemplate such a thing, Victoria had a considerable

ining power and provided a base for a mobilisation of the right

- The Victorians could gradually begin to appeal to the “‘silent
majority” of members who were dubious about the new radicalism, but
who remained silent in the face of the energy and determination of the

radicals.
In 1970 as the pro-Soviet minority made preparations to depart,
Joyce Slater had written a letter to T'ribune in which she said:
The extreme Rightwing stalinists have taken a beating, but what of the
stay-putters, don’t-rock-the-boat elements in the middle? We have only
just begun the fight for radical change in the party.”
Slater had identified a real problem, although a few years were [0 pass

before it really began to make itself felt.

The Left Tendency

ONE GROUP of people who aroused the special hostility of the CPA’s
right wing were the Left Tendency, which represented the extreme edge
of the radical turn. Its rise and fall provides an interesting counterpoint

to the main trends in the party.
While the CPA had chased after

had not achieved immediate results in terms
nted sadly that “the

the youth rebellion from 1969, it
of recruitment. The 1972

Congress documents comme CPA has failed to win
large numbers of youth to become active members” even though
“scores of thousands of young people are revolting against the po!u;nes

ds are entering political

and values of the capitalist system and thousan |
» 34 [n fact the partyoonunucd

activity of a radical or revolutionary kin .
to find recruitment of young people difficult until the latter years of the
decade. But there were some exceptions. Some elements of the ‘I‘HC“’
left” did begin to move into the CPA after 1972, bringing their ideas

with them.

The antiwar movement had begun 1o d¢ _
as Whitlam came to power- Some of the activists began to realise that the
new left was going 10 dissipate as 2 mvem{, and !_hat the small
revolutionary groups that had emerged out of it had h_ttlc chance of
establishing a permanent mass presence. The CPA, with its roots in the
Jabour movement and its links to rank and file w(l)rkicrs, 3PP€3"fd to

logical place © begin a long-term revo utionary practice.
sumc’;sh:: WOEO ;oil:md the party, says Terry (O’Shaughnessy, “had a

to decline about the same rime
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On the other hand, they have never actually done so. Even the
y soviets in the sense of posing an

the classic case, a shop committee

of soviets.
Turin factory councils were not reall
dternative political power. In Russia,
movement existed alongside the soviets, but was not their origin. More
recently in the Portuguese upheaval of 1975, revolutionaries tried in vain
1o move the shop committees there in the direction of soviets.
Moreover, the actual ECCUDO was far from being a centre of
radical politics, as we will see.
The Tendency was most successful in Adelaide, where some 30 or
40 young radicals poured into a party organisation that had been hard hit
by the SPA split. It was more of a fusion than a recruitment process, and
the Tendency soon found itself running the Adelaide CPA. It was vastly
less successful in Melbourne where it was ghettoized in the Carlton
branch. In Sydney its influence was somewhere in between. Sydney

therefore became something of a testing ground for the left’s strategy for

transforming the party.
At the 1974 Congress the Aarons

Left Tendency to a considerable degree, !
in a struggle with the Victorian leadership (which was beginning to
demand a retreat from the party’s most radical positions). The

bigtime, as O’Shaughnessy

Tendency members felt they had hit the
explains in a passage that is perhaps more self-revelatory than he

intended: :
Those of you who've had a background in either the student move‘rm:nt
or the sects will know that there’s a constant feeling that one’s not

engaging in grown U litics . . . and our work in the party at this
pef'u;gd aid pgrticulaﬂs;: p1§i5 important strugglc e gave us first of a]% a
taste of what could and did goon in an organization like the Communist
Party which had a significant presence in Proper politics.”
Alas, the Tendency comrades Were only temporarily to be I:o]erate.d
among the grown ups. Between the 1974 and }976 Congresses their
fortunes faded drastically, partly because of tactical errors, but mainly

because the party began its shift to the right. o
The Left Tendency made the mistake, ﬁ.rst.ly,. of ::;})]_;sifhm:n:

docu haracterisi the Communist Party’s inte e

o . e three rendencies: the Victorian

identifying what they considered to b :
righ?x?riﬁg% the “centre”’ led by the Aarons group, and t_hemselvcs. This
aroused disquiet among wide sections of the membership, who had been

i did not like the spectre of
mewhat traumatised by past splits z}qd
:’ﬁrt;:' division being raised so explicitly. The Left responded by

leadership accommodated the
because they needed its support
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Farewell to Radicalism
ve back to the right, which took place
d in ideological terms by elements in

ECOMMUNIST Party’s mo
part of the decade.

from about 1976, had been preparée

he Victorian leadership during the early
The Victorians’ lack of enthusiasm for the more radical trends in

the party went back to the SPA split, which was insignificant in Victoria
partly because, as John Sendy wrote, “the Victorian leadership, while
acting firmly in the ideological fracas, did not stalk the opposing
comrades. We adopted 2 milder stance, deliberately setting out to
maintain good relations with the opposition wherever possible.”*!
Members soon to join the SPA were elected to the State Committee in
1971, and Ralph Gibson was chosen as State representative on the
National Committee despite his reservations about aspects even of
Victorian policy. In 1972 Sendy and Taft defended a more pro-Soviet
line within the party, and in late 1973 Sendy produced circular letter
which represented a major document of the Victorian right wing.

The letter attacked the CPA central leadership for “‘standing aloof
from the problems of the ALP government” and for thinking that many
of the more conservative party members Were “not much good”. It

called for a conciliatory approach to internal political struggle:
arisation is a firstclass ticket toascrap. We

Now the whole concept of pol .
polarised the differences with Hill and then we polarised the differences
with Brown and Clancy. Are we going 10 polarise the differences again?
Well I'm not too bloody keen about being polarised.
Finally it appealed to a sense of pride in the party’s stalinist traditions,
which had come under continual criticism for several years:

For example it is fashionable today t©
ades speak, even

deride the whole history of the
at National Committee

Party. To hear many com? ’
meetings, one would think that the Party had aie’ays been wrong in the
past and that its history was rather Jaughable. This is sheer nonsense. No
matter what the mistakes of the past the Party has always been the most
relevant revolutionary organisation in Australia.*?
Around the same time the Victorian State Committee began to
sound the alarm about the Left Tendency. A statement from :Ju;
Committee appeared in Tribune expressing “grave concern at some 0
thcnen:t‘raordigs:y yviews voiced by @ small minority of HC members and
others invited t0 attend the meeting. We refer tosuch views expressed as
that the USSR isnota socialist country atall oreven socialist-based, and
Communist movement is not a revolutionary

that the internatio
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where the most important test was the struggle of the
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member, H
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0 Went to worg gor. < 2y Sam
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Moralising the
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gest, USing
1wo ways.

(One way was to tie them up in arbitration.
inducing them to make the exhausting drive to Melbourne, not to talk to
fellow workers but to attend hearings which consisted of hours of
tedium and stonewalling from the Electricity Commission. The other
was to actively create the feeling that there was no outside support.
Halfpenny told the strikers that a prolonged dispute would isolate them
fromother workers, and that they would become the centre of @ political
confrontation, with a Federal election looming. And Bernie Taft backed
him up in Tribune, warning the power workers against ““playing right
into Fraser’s election plans”.*’

Such a pessimistic outlook was quite U
stewards who did get involved in speaking
meetings in Melbourne saw the considerable public s
thestrike enjoyed, and these three opposed a return to work at all times.
Two others toured Newcastle and Wollongong, including one who had
previously voted to go back to work, and both senta telegram (0 the final
mass meeting saying that support was excellent and that the strike
should continue. Had all the stewards been offered such experiences,
things might have turned out differently. As for the danger of “playing
right into Fraser’s election plans”s this theory was soon tested in the

Greensborough by-election; which produced 2 result suggesting that

the strike was an electoral plus for Labor:

When the discouraged stewards finally recommended a return o
work, Tribune applauded them for doing so. The paper su'ggesud that
arbitration might yield gains that militancy had failed to deliver, and was
scathing about anyone who suggested otherwise:

Some commentators see the return © work in Victoria’s power dispute
as a total defeat for the workers. Some SUBest (hat arbitration as the final
umpire is the kiss of defeat.*®

Unfortunately the «commentators
papers of the revolutionary left) we!
months later the power workers Were

or $40,

The CPA in the Seventies 161

the strikers’ isolation from the rest of Victorian workers in

This meant repeatedly

nnecessary. Three shop
to worker and student
ympathy which

had in mind the news-
d entirely correct. Four
of around $2 to

» (Tribune
re prove
given pitiful rises
with some thirty percent of the

$5 when they had fought f ; ; v
i Nor was this really any surprise, foritisa
i known even to the editors of

workers receiving n® t
commonplace of industrl : . 1o !
Tribune :};m n the absence of effective action, “arbitration as the final
umpire” 15 indeed ‘“‘the kiss of defeat”. .

The increasingly conservative industrial practice of the Communist
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nventional Australian flag appeared on
¢ conference booklet.

Is had a radical sound to them, but
firmly within the context of

went them one better: the co
he party’s 1980 Queensland Stat

The pmgmmwtic proposa
on closer inspection they proved to be set
the existing system of government. For example there was to be a
“Department of Economic Planning” which was t0 “give advice to and
carry out instructions from the elected government”. And this govern-
ment was not even called upon o carry out fullscale nationalisation.

Rather it would
Seek to effect changes in the co
public ownership of as many 0
owned corporations operating in
the direction and functioning of
public ownership is unnecessary s
obtained.*

Nevertheless, whatever the limitations of the progr

enough to be unacceptable to the Australian bourgeoisie. Had the metal

trades officials been prepared to actually fight around it, that would

have been a significant step forward for the labour movement.
the program Wwas ever given any

Unfortunately only one clause in
practical application, and that was the one calling for tariff protection.
The rest of the program performed tWoO functions: first it provided
a left-sounding smokescreen for protectionism. Second it gave the
AMWSU leaders something 10 walk at length about at delegates’
meetings, to avoid embarassing discussion of why the union hadn’t
waged a real award campaign for several years and showed no SIgns of
doing so in the foreseeable future. In other words, it was a masterful left
cover for a drift to the right in practice.
It was not only
under the impact of defeats. S
“middle class left”. Consider for exam
women’s movement.
Women’s liberation

seventies, and during the
e left. However,

necessary to bring about the
an and Overseas
ontrol

nstitution
f the largest Australi
Australia as it is necessary to C
he Australian economy. Where full
hares sufficient for control will be

am it was radical

at was moving to the right
the social movements, and the
ple the development of the

had been an explosive force in the early
Whitlam years it had still probably been the
healthiest aspect of th during the years of Labor
government some of the seeds of decline were SOWI. The movement was
drawn heavily into self-help projects dependent on government funds.

in orientation to piecemeal reform and governmental

This created a certain © ; ;

assistance. Because money came easily a series of advances were
achieved and 8 certain overconfidence resulted; the essential vulner-
ability of the projects was overlooked.
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require

TPret the jargon in which 1U's disguised,

then we’ve moved far enough away from thar principle for it to become
meaningless. 56

One experience that influe
mmunist Party was jts role i
liberties and the rj
Joh Bjelke

nced John Boyd’s decision 1o leave the

struggle in Queensland over civil
ght to hold street m

arches, which began after Premje;
-Petersen announced in Septernber 1977 that street marches

uickly among students and

n the

movement came intg being,

OVer tactics — a debate whic
several years.

One strategy, argued for amongst others by the Communist Party,
was for a Very cautious response, concentrating on indoor meetings,
petitions and the Jike, It was claimeq that militant action would alienate
the “middle ground”. Associated with this argument was the thesis that

there were important forces that could pe won to some form of action
against the march ban, byg which would not be

it, in particular sections of the Libera] Party

The other strategy, Put forward mos, consistently by the
revolutionary left, Was to defy the ban apqg march in the streets. This
‘mentand the votes ar meetings

Fity of Queenslanders, and in
. ady passively opposed to the
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the capitaliStl;tI:mfmafy dcvelopmenﬁf"g'" essive action” incll”d{')f the strations supporting Solidarity (it finally elected to do so) and in
left-wing nore D;:h - To be fair, however aﬁd”"‘" “attempr 1o 4 emtcing 4 Melbourne it refused to support them. While Denis Freney wrote an
€ sessi s4¥11l] g atise Rl 2 g : - p .
ta gradualjse policy f'clgn when he mmmem;?iffy sounded the most :’“dill?s:ﬂbu_m supporting Solidarity, ‘SIC\-'re Br;(,!ok sfas ;lsg l;l)ermftted
O such reserygy Mmmands my Mt ‘“Tam 10t g0ing tosay b?;gu d a piece assigning blame 10 radicals” and “hardliners™ on
Speakers, M 10ns were ete respect”, th sides of the confrontation.*®
Pluralism» 1-: o Taf_t Spoke vaguclycxf refFEd by Communist The party’s National Officers issued a public statement which was
€Xperience of Pursuit of “better Ot 2 “committmen Party little different. To be sure, the statement blamed the crisis on the Polish
7 t?u[(ihﬂe — indeed h:z?"f ;ehtions”. He did ﬁ:ﬂfﬁnume state bureaucracy. The ’bureaucracy, it said, had been guilty of
e drew nted that th lon the “0 : i da, broken promises
: ere were lessons tobe | andr;“rgijrrtl ,t(:rf?::;iggrt’:]rililiys If;lgleg?vf?: 1;"11:;.2p trg gﬁgggep :?Y“i‘:ism’l’J and the
; ures”. But at the same

“compounded by Soviet press
. tactics from strands

Crisis at home
where
pmgrams wh', € said ther “« turned to th
h ich come ¢ € “must be 4 the economic
Owe;f:r elaborate one Oterms with g, reconnf_;rjeh)ped a whole range of ::;z @tpmblin:‘wa‘\s : d misplaced
- C itiagi : itatta 2 te and mi i
be in t;:;a cﬂfet:: "¢ Was Judy Mupge R Hedido within Solifiaiity’tf:&p;zg:;:sed the pious hope that General Jaruzelski
Banisation? o @ , & g
fvl:e’ the nationg] p:;ti‘;’:n tand to my g;cir: that “We shouldn’tall bmmﬁy, it T:;le :ﬁmmﬂm el G
man j of onishj i e involved”.
“""“ag::vg;e lal'ty With the wot:]e (.:PA’ felt mulcsl?l:,g admission that I;na[thifc:ir::: ‘:\l::::estrikers were being shot in Poland, the
mainstream asc carly that the cp " ® Movement o o Communist Party of Australia was calling for dialogue, it did not take too
ON€ Broup amopg Intended ¢, blmﬁn_)tecz her. The much imagination to work out what the party would be saying, and
i S ahie dabour doing, should Australia itself enter a period of crisis and confrontation.

Program for wh;
hich j an i

onl ore, the day We!r:t.‘itm'lfjght 1 Winy ,n‘:]a;g 1o distinctive communist

0 -
y;:‘:;g‘fi for socialism amﬂnlan" 1 ang pjs :ﬂt!‘!l(i: werort: By defaul,
olishevents at the e, v argued for j, thﬂﬂentary road — the

3 of 1981 proy; deda; Whole session.

their own t28the Pragye oo PO
1Otions of socialis g 515, Who sgre ¢ P10 Of 1968
rod reflected the pop B e, soth o 2 Model for
Pluralism ang rcfornl:;; oy %equenpmyccs ’:,rFSPUmE
i O i1ts now

Vious Year o
O 0 b 1.
Wn a great




8
Into the

: y trade unionists b,

was due o mproved workerg: a mild began
Psychologij o Trecove.

elector, hargllmugpnsiu.un‘ P r‘; 1:]5:1:

i ent began, fc:r

m”. Having

Into the Mainstrear

STRIKE DAYS LOST (THOUSANDS)

Year Days Lost Year Days Lost

1974 6292 1979 3694

1975 3509 1980 3320

1976 3799 1981 4192

1977 1654 1982 2158

1978 2130 1983 1641
(Source: ABS)

“respurces boom’ was much
ts, the unions did succeed for
quations in

The consequence was that while the
over-rated from the point of view of profi
the first time since the fall of Whitlam in shifting economic &
their favour. As the main information paper at the 1983 Economic

Summit put it:
All measures show a downward trend in the wages share from 1974-75
until 1978-80. Over this period the measures . . - show only a partial
recovery in gross operating surplus shares . . .
All measures show that the wages share increased again in 1981-82 and
into the first half of

the half-yearly data . . . suggest that this continued _
1982-83. All the measures of gross operating surplus show falls over this

period . . !

Workers were clawing back what had been taken from them in the early

Fraser years. An alarmed Malcolm Fraser spoke of 2 “wages explasun:ll”2
and Industrial Relations Minister Ian McPhee warned that “the relative
share of GDP for wages and profits is now at the same unhealthy
proportion which prevailed in the notorious years of 1974-75".2
McPhee’s comment, while perhaps exaggerated, nevertheless came
perilously close to 2 confession of bankrupicy- If the union-bashing
Fraser regime could not imise profits as against wages, ’wh)‘r should

; pay the high price of confrontation in terms

of social polarisation? ,
Ry at the start of the eighties also

The working class offensive } ‘
contained underlying weaknesses, however. Unlike the period of

i S admdcorsomliﬁ,itwanotmpﬂaiﬂdhy
historic militancy o <\ radicalisation, There were 0o hms_a
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an Institute of Political Science, in
tions was spelt out.
flayed the Fraser
-faire approach

speech to the Australi
Jogic of Labor’s approach to industrial rela
which was reprinted in the press,

bining union-bashing with a laissez

important
which the
The Spﬁe‘:h:
government for com
{0 Wage fixation:
In the pre-election period at the end
available to them, Ministers ceaselessly talked up

boom” . . . And if (Fraser) brought the unions up
such statements he really fired the starting

for the wages scramble by

gun on 30 April (when he) argued the merits of deregulation . .. It
doesn’t need the genius of an Einstein to understand that with the
Government saying that those with power should use itand let prices be
determined accordingly, the trade unions would embrace that

philosophy . . .

And does the final irony escape your noti
April 1981, the great unleasher of marke
became the greatest interventionist of them all —

wage freeze.
Fundamental to everything Labor doe:
understanding between parties of the present

environment.*

And this in turn,

centralised wage fixing.
The message was pitch

from letting market forces

strong unions would win gains) t0 crude methods ©
; ﬂ 5 deal with the union leaders to hold down

by contrast would cook up 2 s d %
wages over time by more subtle methods. Within days of this speech, a3
an early election loomed, combination of pressure from cst?bhshmem
forces and panic on the part of the Labor caucus at Hayden’s blunders
led to Havwke's installation as leader. Just 5 swiftly, a complete wages
policy was put together in the form of the Prices and Incomes {‘:é“r“li}
which was agreed to at the highest levels by ALP_ leaders anc! ¢
officials, and imposed bureaucratically on Australian trade um:'hmst&
Labor swept to 8 dramatic r:!ccuor_l victory, whereupon e new
government reve ed that the previous Liberal regime had lied about the
projected size of the budget deficit. The budget blow-out provnd.aed
Hawke with an impeccable excuse to dump fmsf of his c!ecuon
promises. The Hawke government would now, mevx.tably, be judged
overwhelmingly 0% the success of s dgal wiklt €4 LS

of 1980, against the expert advice
the coming *‘resources
to the starting blocks

ce? The great deregulator of
t forces in November 1982
the architect of the

< will be the attempt to create an
and foreseeable economic

said Hawke, would lay the basis for a retum 0

ed at the employers: Fraser had st.umblecl
determine Wages (and thus ensuring that
f compulsion. Labor
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age”: instead

problems of welfare. ; i g
[ embers and ignoring
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Where did the Communist Party stand on these issues? The
ake a rhetorical gesture or two in the direction of radical
that “a challenge to the ruling class in Australia

f the text made it clear these gestures Were

10t to be taken t00 seriously. It spoke of “intervention into government
economic policy to encourage industrial expansion” and also of “union
cooperation in labour-market planning”. There was no mention of
industrial action.”

The pattern became cle
on “Social Agreements”’ pu
spoke of “working class intervention 1
then said: “For example, we have proposed tripartite conferences
between employer organisations, government and the ACTU”. He
made it clear that the working class was © take responsibility for making
capitalism work:

In developing this idea in the wor
in mind that we live in a real world,
everything without also finding the means of pa

It was hardly surprising, then, ALP/ACTU Accor::l was
announced, the Communist Party fell in behind it. In fact, C_a:mu?hael
had played a role in its formulation. The ideas being ﬂoath in Trzbr_me
from 1982 also helped provide the jeft and centre ALP union officials
with a set of radical-sounding rationalisations for this exercise 1n class
collaboration. When Labor assumed office in March _1983, the
Communist Party im k up a political stance similar to that

mediately too:

of the softer sections of the Labor left. oo .
The CPA had reproached itself during the seventies with having
Been “sectarian” toward the Whitlam government, and it was
determined not to repeat this supposed error: Shortly after Hla:elge ca$e
into office, dumping election promis.es right and left, and wel 0;(:' ?
Accord could be implemented, Tribune produced a banner hea 'lmccli

“Defend and E xrend Labor i REfonﬂs":7 The reforms, of cfourse, existe
only in the imagination of the sub-editors, but the h_cadlme was mea:t
primarily as 2 declaration of intent. The Communist Party w{:uulq:]k e
ready and willin o for the Hawke government at key

junctrures. e
The party did criticis€ the
women, the poor and oth‘crs (it wishe icl
ss of class collaboranon) but was also willing t©
proce: Brian Aarons and Rob Durbridge wrote

enthusiasticall}’-

Jlternatives, suggesting
«n develop”’, but the rest 0

arer in an interview with Laurie Carmichael
e. Carmichael

blished around the same tim
1 MACT0-ecoNomic policies™ and

king class movement, we als0 must bear
and that you cannot ask for
ying for i

that when the

Economic Summit for excluding
d to include these people in the
praisc aspects of it
that the
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rnment proposal to

give them a derj
: . €risory 2
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solution passed at jts 198: o
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Criteria, f
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nclud SEI' examinatio !
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out total incomes — the industrial and social wages —

of wealth through tax reforms;
omic planning at all levels,
h industrial development;

~ # Bargaining ab
- and about redistribution

* A positive intervention by unions in econ
particularly to stimulate employment throug

* Mobilisation and education of union members need:

goals.
With regard to the first criterion,
wages have been partially maintained &
Ifsoit is a poor result indeed for there has bec
Normally in a recovery workers make gains.

achievement, because they can expect to lose gro
which follows. Meanwhile, as the resolution quickly adds, “profits have

risen spectacularly. In September 1982, profits were 11.8 percent of
GDP, by December 1983 they were 15.5 percent, and EPAC forecasts
17 percent of GDP for 1984.” In other words, the Hawke government
through its Accord has managed todo what Fraser could not: toimprove

the employers’ share of the national product throughout & phase of
Jution states these facts without censure.

economic upswing. The reso ; e

But what they prove is that the Accord is @ device 10 MARITIEE the

exploitation of the working class.
With regard to the second poi

deal of “bargaining about total incomes’ _ overnment did
eventually offer small tax cuts: But the CPA resolution admits that this

was partly achieved “at the expense of the social wage incomes af
pensioners, other we aries and of other public sector
]

services”.? It might have a value of the tax cuts was

effectively nullified by previous X i{wreases 1rnpose_d by Labor. o
The third criterion; “jpterventl ns in economic plan-.

on by unio
ning”, simply means that the union officials now sit on comimittees,
o .= . .
where they collaborate in administering the ex n of their rank

ploitatio
and file. As for the fourth, «mobilisation and education of union
" the education amounts to selling €

member he Accord’s dubious

b 5 . .

virtues ’ hat reluctant membership, while the party’s own
s have been preparcd to artack trade

union official unionists who do

1

ili fight for higher wages- .

mOblil:clg)B?:gthe Food Preservers Union waged 2 prolonged strike at

Heinz in Dandenong, near Melbourne. The government declared the
. e demands 10 be outside the Accord, and demanded that the union

::g(:xcludcd from the National Wage case. The FPU was threatened

ed toachieve these

the resolution itself goes on to say “real
gainst the CPI” (my emphasis)
1 an economic recovery.

To hold the line is no
und in the recession

o doubt been a great
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with fines. And at the ACTU Congress in September, the Food
Preservers’ officials were attacked by ACTU heavies. Among thoge
joining in the attack was Laurie Carmichael, who announced:

Those who've got the idea that the road to socialism is made up of
individual wage struggles in half a dozen companies without mobilising

all the workers combined in the strength of all the workers haye no
bloody idea what it’s all aboy. 10

One doubts that the FPU imagined their little
“road to socialism”, Nevertheless they were at |

Party, on the other hand, were clearly in the busj

ness of demobilising “q]]
of the workers combined”

- No wonder an Age correspondent remarked
t probably made the ACTU leaders’ day. 1!
The CPA was not, to be sure, entirely uncritical of the Labor

government. In July 1983 Peter Ormonde wrote in Tribune that

“Keating’s obsession with deficits, interest rates and inflation has

abor’s commitment to stimulate the
€conomy and create new jobs,12 and 4 year later another corres pondent
had this to say about the government’s second budget:

A few minimal handouts have been given 1o placate the unions and
welfare recipients in the lead

increased profits. But none of the underlying
have been addressed. 3

Moreover, Tribune was scathing about the Hawke

on nuclear issues. But the criticisms were characterised by important

limitations. Firstly, with regard to economjic questions, the Communist

Party consistently argued within the fra

Accord had great potential, said the CPA_

government’s policy

i : L I ffective instrumenc because of
insufficient support inside the unijon
advantaged outside unjons including p

Yet the means of struggle which the P
workers and pensioners were hardly sy
class struggle was out of the question, since

whole machinery of class collaboration, Insteaq Trib
bureaucratic devices such as a

“Jobs and Socig] Needs |
“moves for a tripartite council (Bovernment, employars,

Une praised
nquiry” and
unions) for the

' qunufacturing industry
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itici ather
» 15 Thus the CPA’s criticisms appeared r
- i i
willing to advocate serious strugg e
b i-nuclear movement, the party i
11 of abuse for the governments o
i And party members were ofteng g
; in the
thich mobilised large pumbers u}thin
onservative pole W
aking such a stand, the

 since it was
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R et on [epea()ommunjst Party was SITIPY Jabour movement.
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the left and some
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factory councils, staged insurrections and so on). And these are rather
more impressive achievements than anything feminism can claim.
However, it is true that classical Marxism has no massive accomplish-
ments to its credit in recent decades, so it would be wrong to dismiss a
proposed theoretical revision out of hand. The question is: where does
the revision lead? We shall see that in the case of Stevens it does not lead

anywhere very constructive.
Certainly she intended a major challenge to Marxism:

Such a suggestion requires not a small revising of Marxism, bur rather a
guestioning or jettisoning of really basic notions of Marxist theory,
starting with the idea that Marxism, or for that marter any other “ism”,
can provide a total, unified and integrated world view.

This is the pluralism first introduced into the CPA by Eric Aarons,
which is now leading to drastic conclusions. Writing about the whole

complex of gender, race and class conflict, Stevens argued:
These various contradictions and struggles cannot be reconcilec_:l iq any
simple way, though they share some common enemies and aspirations.
Though they may not be understood theoretically or pOlltha”j.f in
isolation from one another, neither can they be accommodated within
any single practice or theoretical development. (My emphasis)
s struggle for liberation or even for reforms
ged separately from the class struggle. The
ractice by the party’s support for separate

women’s actions over disarmament, women-only actions against the

RSL’s Anzac Day parades, and the like. It was also reinforced by the
st e er Beatrix Campbell, who

star treatment afforded to visiting Wwril i :
preaches hostility to male trade unionists (*‘the men’s movement which
has highjacked the labour movement”).7 Such stances were r:m!or-made
to make Stevens and her allies in the CPA popular }N1th feminists, both
of the reformist sort and those in Sydney’s separa;xfst Ecl;ctm.uate ky
roblems, too. Stevens offered no strategy
s o . ion of society which would replace

socialist (or other radical) transformati
the alllcge(,dly bankrupt Marxist orientation to the class struggle. And that

is no surprise, for the only hich can arise from a

On this reasoning, women’
not only could but must be wa
argument was reinforced in p

practical proposal w i
pluralist argument is a non-strategy: everyone will do their own thing.
sm to formulate any coherent strategy apart from

is inability of femini ;
Blulzisabilio:o eformism also ultimately reflects social

revolutionary Marxism and r .
realities. It reflects the fact that only capital and labour are really

i i iety. ho reject a strategy of class
ful forces in Australian society Thqse W
E;‘:;;le against capitalism will usually be impelled, fast or slow, toward a

e et g it 18



182 Into the Mainstream

Towards Dissolution

FR
OM 1982 onwards adiscussion

d Its Vlablh as a pOlIthaI pm Ihe

members began to
: speakof L PR T
::::lo?asgg about 2000, wer: cglsm;
i . And the CPs j s
e scvcms; exsn iurope, to whom the CPA had look,
> Were not doing ve ooked for
ry well either.

For atime at
the start .

hopeful. In Bri of the eighties, thi

1L In Brisbane, vities, things had
by an influx of you & nearly moribund organisati seemed rather more

o 0 activists led by Lee Berm; 101:1 had been revived

ngham. In Sydne
: Y an

tobe going well, and in

Moreover, in
> in the peri
period from late 1982 the rightwarg
drift of

A
 austrial struggle at low ebb,

3

demonstrations began 10

Into the Mainsiream 183

to have accelerated. Not only was the
but the number and size of political
decline. The one exception appeared to be the
t movement, which was able to put many tens of thousands

of people into the streets of the capital cities once a year. However even
his movement was politically limited. Tt lacked the militancy and also
the working class support which had characterised the earlier Movement
Against Uranium Mining. It was unable to recruit on-going activists out
of the large marches on any significant scale. In fact, its on-going
organisations were little more than bureaucratic shells except in
Melbourne, where a sizeable layer of established (and aging) left activists
joined People for Nuclear Disarmament and gave it something of 2

(modest) “mass” quality.

This was not the sort of climate in which socialists of whatever
stripe could make major organisational gains. They could only hope to
consolidate their organisations, clarify their ideas, and hopefully recruit
in small numbers. A holding operation was required until times
changed.

But for the Communist Party,
down its politics precisely in order to'Wwi
such a situation was a bitter blow. Thus a major inter
whose logic was spelt out by Pete Cockcroft of the CPA’s So
organisation:

A new word came into v
stream”’. How were we 10
the mainstream? If we sal
mainstream??’

Various proposals were
of the discussion stood, as usu

around Bernie and Mark Tgft._ o

urne or anisation nsdhidess
unio;rg;frizzzﬁ: and gwi[h the ALP. It also had within 1ts ranks a
number of important union officials su_ch as Roger Wilson of the
Seamen’s Union and Jim Frazet of the Railways Union. 'I_'hus th_e Tafts
had the connections 0 make some sOrt of regroupment with sections of
he Labor Party an official union mofrement a serious proposition.
By dauor artisans of liquidating the existing

They therefore became the strongest P
Communist Party- . '

Of course they did not put 1t in quite
harped on the CPA’s “crisis” and failure to progress,

jan society appears

which had so drastically watered
qfriends and influence people,
nal debate began,
uth Coast

our national discussions — “main-
mainstream? Why were we not 1n
would we become part of the

ogue in
get into the
d this or did that,

this problem. On the right wing

made to resolve '
al, the Melbourne leadership grouped

ngest links with the trade

those terms. Rather they
and called on its
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members to abandon the party in favour of a new,

organisation” which was to be “independent of polit
Such an organisation will tap into a much broader a
CPA is able to. Apart from being open to the A
organised factions, it will be open to the vast majorj
who are not membe;

15 of any faction. Beyond that,
from our experience, it will be open to people

broadly on the left, but who are not part of any

Given that a two-year waiting period is normally required by the ALp
before ex-Communists can join, such a non-party formation would alsg
offer a convenient way-station on the way into the Labor Party.

The centre and majority view was that of the Aarons family in

Durbridge and Joyce Stevens.
They accepted the Taft argument that the Communist Parties had failed
to make advances, but argued that there was still room for some kind of
broader, independent socialist party outside the ALP. Rob Durbridge
pointed out the flaws in the Tafts’ proposals:
While the idea (of a new “socialist organisation
ALP right, centre and sections of the left as lo
and confined itself o Vague socialist discussj
would not be proscribed if
toes it would hardly
would we be .
out of122

broader “socialist
ical parties”.
Ctivist base than the
LP centre anq left
ty of ALP members
and most 1‘mp0rtfmtiy
who see themselves g
political Erouping.?!

”’) may be tolerated by the
ng as the SO was ineffective
ons, I cannot believe that it
itstarted to tread on toes, If it did not tread on
be worthwhile. If it was proscribed then where
- - having pur all our €ggs into a basket that the bottom fell

Other critics pointed out tha
outside Victoria to make
state.

But what of the proposal for a “new sociaj
had an obvious logic.

t the CPA lacked the right connections
the Taft project viable anywhere but in that

St party™? In one sense it
Certainly the term “Communist” appears
incongruous and anachronistic as applied to the politics of the CPA

an obstacle for thos

Supporters appeared
existing Communist Party,

together with a further softeni
could lead o dramatically

of politics,
increased influence and growth

. Thus for
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Coast members
. on and a number of other SD‘-E:;I in Australia the
ecample Merv iy ways it would be true 10 52y
b t“in many 3 inin .
claimed that while the CPA is declining ts the insanity of the arms
Left is growing ovement which protes es the hierarchical
~ The growing peacc mmovemenf which challc‘;lgnm social need; the
QEEsie womcn Ssociety based on pwﬁtl 31;5 and other oppressed
organisation of 2 us organisation of blac |l these autonomous
increasing autonomgnmemal movement v acapitﬂlis‘ system.
peoples; .the EnVlrising sharp criticisms Of.[ x anisation that can
organisations a.}-e 8 ¢ this stage, there 15 = %raglc offering a vision
The problem is ;hat ;iSPﬂIate criticisms m't;;‘l;;” ¢
these 1talism.
ety fusio successfully challenge cap b, Yet surely the whole
and a strategy felt, might do the job. Ye
Nixon I€lt,

ce, but
movement was 2 real force,
The peace

inclined
Jonger in¢
) ment was 00 and the
B women’s move in disarray
politically 11lrn1.t€d- -{hte black movement, ::fj lc:{:aclre rather than &
toward socialism, resented an establis sed by the mass SUpport
environmemallsts'rrhep arty was perhaps impres
i t. (: eEP
growing curren

hat this
; d the fact t
: but ignored | ions of the
Kkl m 1ons
for struggles over the Franklin D2 ,'ry of influential sect
0 b
ditione
support was con

A new socialist partys
argument was 1llusory.

d by the hostili

ling class to the dam.)

d
Y p ace an
€l el that s m cTIvL
It was posslble, even ll.k at 50! e activ sts h()lll I][C [

as
A amped paIH':
into a rev
ements might be dra¥E
: al moV!
environment

uld be

numbers Wo!

Sy was unlikely that 1arge < had shown no
unionists- It lished feminist

might some trade establis

t process

i the regroupm.en

racted. Most Cefm'.nly it was likely thek [heit was possible that the

e rest, At the same OmE T T oo c"al‘lﬂpleﬁd py Pat Clancy would

1\:::?1111 lead tolosses a;“; i hoping that the
- f ex-mem €

grouping o

: f
: by an influx o
0 t of the party
join. It was eq“%zo;omd be propetled 0¥
left wing of the

forces.
with the Clancy
, ning up the party
$ tsand W er. By ope
more rightwing €1emes ° 'L another dang

; itical program n

tering down 1S pOh;: 1s]fcd streng-
f poaple, 800 0 o them, the CPA risked EREE
range of P & wh were already strong “”.ﬁ Bt

- c . denci
place for different mhcir i Y
mcrcameet“’gof its members saw t If. Within
man‘jonant than the party 1(1;5; .Tribunc
fdoms (the 2 1H=

¢ were litde aumnmg:su:f g;ion work). Holding 2
. thert jous ar
ation kshop; varl
the OrgaNSE " ey boo

: ire difficult.
collective, tH ther might prove quite

jes whi
ing th centrifugal tendencies W
menm:rts’ fms alregdy



186 Into the Mainstream

Yet the succes
s of the “n,
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> Viﬂorf;ln;::[ :f éhe Taft grouping, Aitafeor:;aeln‘:
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union officials (most notably i
suppoﬂ in the ALP, (not ne
and it seemed likely that th
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Introduci

ng thy (or;
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I e 8 & DU it oy s e

leadership had no cJ Y to admit (indeeq proclaj re clout”. Yet he

Pl'ctcndinng have alli;r way forward to offer: “l$) that the CPA
€answers”. In fact, the Iéadcrseh :;?;t keep on

i . 1ad been unable

\ PA’s attempts to lay the basis for a new party res
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wived at an “‘ambiguous compromise”’. From the outset, therefore, the
ted on a blurring of
persective onafi eminist basis, stating
as been an inadequate method to
and that it was better to think in
h class but one which is around
n men and women”’.

tals.

One CPAer argued for the new
{at “in many ways Marxism hi
understand women’s oppression”,
terms of “‘a contradiction not 0 do wit
how women perceive some of their struggles betwee
Explicitly anti-Marxist and idealist statements of this type were at no
time challenged by the leaders of the majority, though some of tht?m
must have disliked the implications. They were to0 concerned w:tlh
maintaining the momentum toward change — for fear, as one of their

supporters put it, that the party was about t0 “disappear up its oWn
orifice” if the changes did not take place desperately soon.

The left made its main stand on an argument for class politics, and
in doing so a number of them made Marxist arguments. The most

i i -+ of view were postal worker
prominent figures arguing the left point o
Brian Carey and trade union official Linda Carruthers. Carruthers

y o :
challenged those feminists who wished to separate women's liberation

from the class struggle:
There is not a united working class . -
that you then proceed to organise as though that
should be the case, and can be no other way - - -
divisions . . . 1 don’t think we ought to be seen to be
we’re adding our little bit to that process. it
But while the left was prepared to challenge bits of the ET?::;Z
resolution, all but a handful mﬁnhci’eﬁda;:?:t:lji strl:lj’ g}i?zru o
Carey was attacked 10f “fun ; 1
:gtkc:.st\f;l :t?at he vras in fundamental agreement wn_l; t}.'ui1 NC reic;::;n:);)e,
but only wished t© clarify it somewhat. And while she opp g
i ic of some feminists VIEWS: Carruthers neve
e nt as “sisters” rather than comrades. By
E wvcr the left argued abstractions. T!lcy were not
e nt ;lternative practical proposals. The ideaof sez?kmg
g E? G alist party” had effectively become hegemonic.
o create 8 “a6% 10 arty to be created? The beginning would be a
S [he'neprPA members in NSW had been impressed by
e y discu§sml; d been held with other leftists, particularly with
g folrums Wh’: . 'Ia‘ahe CPA proposed to hold more suc}_x “§0f:ialist
ElanC};‘!‘: ﬂ'ﬁ;l;l \%lould «“involve all socialist groups and individuals
orum

_ButI don’tthink having said that,
will always be the case,
Capital imposes those
in a position where
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sincerely seeking the m
attempts to “develop a
“socialist alliances” 26 One i
final Congress resolutj
was electoral work, especially at the Jocg) lev

achieved some Success in this areg and it was h
on.

ovement’s renewa]”, It Proposed ¢,

: ding jt,
el. Joint Jeft tickets haq
oped these coyq be bujlt

up in that mainstream toward which th

ey will be part of i because they have lig
themselves into it politically.

ey have
uidated

s of stalinjsm are gone, replaced in the end by

i § was the logic of the

early as 1968 by Dr Graeme

Duncan of Melbourne University, Wwho wag allowed to publish his
comments in 7'ripyz,, Hi

' S remarks seemeq belied for a time jn the early
S€venties, but now provide a fitting Speech at the graveside:

“Certainly the Marxisr reerp have been drawn, and the negw
model Ausiyaligy Communis; p,

: arty has moyeg explicitly into the
mainstreqm of western democrarjc theory, 1w, are ql] bourgeors
gentlemen nogy, 721
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