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Interim Report

OCCUPATION AND AFTERMATH

Judged internationally, the ueans used were moderate, though the
issues razised were radical. Compared to the wave of ten simultancous
occupations in Britain at the end of February over secret files on
students - one of these occupations lasted wore than two weeks - the
22 - hour occupation of the Administration building at Sydney Univers-
ity was a woderate, cautious mction - though it was the longest such
occupation in the history of the Australian student movement and it did
entail foreeful entry through three sets of locked doots.

But the issues at stake are important; at Sydney students challenged
the elitist, authoritarian university, subservient to the capitalist
state, and raised (though only at the level of propaganda) the altern-
ative of the self-uwanaged, open, critical university in a self-managed

socialist society.

Without doubt, a significant "student power" movewent has been found-
ed at Sydney University.

The struggle began with the exclusion,under a secret regulation,
of Vietoria Lee, who had not matriculated to Sydney University but had
passed two esoteric first year subjects at Sydney in 1969, while enrolled
at another university. Her application to become a full second year
student at Sydney was rejected.

Her nuuwerous appeals snd student dewands for her adnission (along
with the 30 or 40 students in her position) were slso rejected by the
university authorities, determined not to relent under student pressure,
and determined not to endanger their elitist and privileged university.

University authorities publicly and frankly airgued that to admit an
unmatficulated student, like Victoria Lee, would be to breach “the entry
standards wall" (matriculstion requirements plus guotas plus high fees),
which keeps out so-calied "no-hopers" and prevents overcrowding. To which
wilitants snswered : good. Firstly,because'the entry standards wall" is
both irrationel, and indefensible, being easier for the sons and daughters
of the wmiddle class to surmount than for working class students. And
secondly, because confronted with o financial crisis - an expression of
capitalisun's priorites and irrationality - the university authorites
shut out students, enforcing capitalis..'s inadequacies by wmeans of this

"wall", rather than fight for adequate finance. A breach in a"wall" which
was an instfument of privilege, which was an instrument of copitalist
priorities, and which was maintained in a blatantly authoritarian wanner,
wes not souething students were going to shy away fron.

The eruption of this "student power' wovement at Sydney - secking to
curb the hitherto absolute power of the authorities to adwmit and exclude=
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revolutionary socialist woveuent of Sydney. Fof uost of these students
the occupation not only entailed a clash with university authoritées but
also with parents, for most Australian students live at home...

Injunctions weTé use. agPinst 6 students for +he first time in Aust-
ralia. Such injunctions can have the effect of decopitating and intimidat-
ing a novement, IF THEY ARE OBEYED, as thcy were too readily by the students |
at Sydney. As well =as these porticular injunctions the University author-
ities ap lied - as o Dbluff because there was little chance of it being
grantud, as they knew - for a general injunction against every student on
the Sydney carpus, which would have (or could have) denied students their
freedous of assocaition and assecblye....

After the Occupation

The Occupation has been followed by an anti-clinactic period, as each
side uanceuvres and connter-uanceuvres,as each side Jockeys to talke up
new battle positions.

Without going into detail,'the occupiers'h-ve prevented their isolation
frou the bulk of students despite the efforts of both left reforuists and
left liberals.'The cccupiers'have also initiated a critigue of the capital-
ist university, and disseuinated the idea of a self- snnged university. They
are now uoving to better organise theuselves.

On thc other hand, the resiliency and support of the left reforuists
has bucn confirced in the current S.R.C. Presidentisl election in which they
have ensily out-carpaigned the ilitants....

Alsc the authorities have laid disciplinary charges against 9 students
and ranaged to entangle theu in the disciplinary vachinery, which wastes °
both their and the .overent's tiie =nd ecnergy. Five wceks zfter the cccup-
ation the hearings have not got beyond procedurzl cuestions.

The line of progress for the (oveuent scens clear: our own disorganis-
ation (ust be overcoue; the growing political awareness on the caipus
(whieh is partly due to the horatoriun) zust be decpened; our wodel of the
self-.annged university should be Lore clearly and widely enunciated;
tilitan#s should begin to concretely arouse the staff and stUdents at the
base to caupaign for student-staff control; n network of cual power nust
be developed on the caupus; co-ordinating and supporting this Lovegent

should be a S.R.C. which, along "Soviet" lines, directly represents the
rank-and-file wovewent .

Obviously such a developing uoveuent could not succeed on one caupus
alone, or without outside allies. Nor could it succeed without a con-
viction that it is possible for student socielists to win a tajority in
action against the capitalist university.

H. G.
30.4.70.
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BENLO_FRENSY AND THE COMMUNIST LARTY.
Phin ntatement 48 the toxt of n resolution passed at A meeting af
fydney members of the Revolutionary Marxiet Tendency of the
Fourth International, )

R

L4
Dendn Fremey's decision Yo seek membership in the Cil oA Btems from
hin ognviotion that Lvs deminant leadership wing has given evidence of
ﬂrivEng o nehdeve n revolutionary marxist posdbtion and that an objeat=
ive nppraipal of the distance 1t has alrendy taken the party on this road
Juatifien the view that 4t 48 timely for revolutionary marxists to seck
adnkgsion to further this work of reoriantatlon.

4 followw in him view that the existence of the O.F.A.'e national
organisntion = a potentinl neaet for the proletarian struggle for powers=
whioh bide fair %0 mohigve agiecessary transforughion, must Lo glven i1ta
propor dmportnnee, and ulips=l0 CELRN Spduced by yonrs of conflich with the
Staliaiot CePoAs avolded.

In the general left wing Dunis Froney 1A looked on ae the spokesman
of group teenuse of his ddentdfication with Lta publicntions over
the Wast poiiod. Conseyuently we oannot smonpe the responsibility of
dcelgﬁan; the group's contrary view of his duecision.
sur view the decline of the C.P.,A'® membership and influance in
the 'working elmss and general left could not fall to impowo on n perapia=
“*nol Jeaderahip the necessity of taking some monsures to rafyrbish the
orgafiiention's image. Partioulariy was thia nocas.ary beoauss the party
was, abtraoting the revolutionary youth, without whoso interest and
allNanco the organisation must continue to deoling and decay.

Phose mensures took the form of oriticism of the Ymiatakes" of the
Bovigt leadarahip on Czechomlovakia and the ruthloes muppression and
dondgreation of orition inside the Soviet Union, and the sluboration af
n poldtionl positlon glving n plnee to workers' control and self-mansgemen?
- bufl the.latter i so far substantially divercud from n gunernl orient-
atlon eonsistent with and leading to this revolutionary objeative

Phis @laboration leaned heavily on an oxaggerated conpeption of the
e:l.rt!:nneo Yetween 'neo=cupitalian’ and capitalism, which gannot but
minimies the importange of n oritical exauination of the countersrevolut-
ionury history of the Stalinisy ¢, F.0.U. and tend to attribute the
intdrnal party conflict mainly to the atruggle of the progreaslvan who
approdiate the'new sltuation! requiros Inew approanch' and the reactions
ardon who fall to see this,

On the conkoary we ansebt that on the part Bt vhe C.P.A leadorahip
thare has to b indionted noY only a consclousnves of the mbsolute necesas-
ity of » erdiioal examination of the nature of the Boviet Union, of Lia
pravileged anti=spoialist, anti=-Soviet burcnucracy, but wlao n determs
lnmn(l to progeed with thés examinatlon, partioularly having regard to
Provfky's oinerde 'Revolution Botrayed!'.

" 193921918
. Wo amsery that the G0 A lenderahip has not indicnted a glimmering
s 4 gnition of the party's betrayal of the Leninist pomition in the

Py
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QHE STUDENT MOVEMENT IN SEAKCH OF A POLICY

One after rnother the student movements of capitallst Europe have
followed more or less the same path.

Everywhere they were born of the crisis in the education systemj
everywhere in the universities they have taken on a character of mass
rovolt; everywhere they posed right away, via the yuestion of reform of
the education eystem, that of the revolutionary transformation of society;
everywhers by dialogue with experienced militants they discovered the
buremueratic emptiness of the "0ld Left'; everywhere they attempted the
"long march' towards the factories; everywhere the student movements
sought to be what they ecould not become, everywhere they refused to
become what they could be.
In France, Italy or elsewhere the gquestions were all the same:

How to reconcile the mass sharmoter of the mavement and its
revolutionary political role?
How to build the alliance with the workers, despite the barriers
of the Stalinist or reformist organisations?

In fact the questions are posed the wrong way; the answers depend on
this new set of questions:

I'rom what factors does the student movement derive its mass
character? (answering this question entails the most rigorous possible
underatanding of the student milieu and of the erisis of the education
systen, )

What guestions does the student movement pose for the whole of
soolety? (the answer here enables the movement to establish the function
of the movement and its revolutionary character.)

VWhat relationship does the student movement have with the process
of restructuration of the worker movement? (answering this question will
enable the movement to define its specific political role.)

F.nally, what programue must the student movement adopt to carry
out its tnsks? ( (the answer to this must allow the movement to preserve
both its mmss and its revolutionary nature as well as its political pers-
pactives.)

Phe replies to these yuestions will alsc mean the drawing up of a
charge sheet agalnst the difterent ‘lemderships' who at vest have led the
movement into being no more than a ' super-groupuscule’ s

An_Eloguent Precedent

The trajectory foliowed by the French student movement since 1968
sduniingly resembles that followed b the Italian wovement some months
later. The comparison is not invalid. The university revolt in France and
in Italy broke out, on the whole, in the same context; necessity for the
bourgeoisie to confront the gal oping corisis of the university instit-
ution, strong workers' uovement organised and dowminated by a hegemonic
communist party etd, etc.ise. (1)

In a recently produced student review ~a Roman militant outlines

~ threc main phages in the Italian movement.
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revolutionary motivation and by forming the waterial foundations
for social liberation.

The capitalist state has mot the strength (the necessary social
stahility) to ensure the restructuring of the education system. It acts
pragmatically (arhitrary selection, introduction of private capital,
reforms and counter-reforms).

In a nutshell: that element (the proletarianized intellectual strata)
which could be the instrument and spur for the most advanced bourgeois
solutions (e.g. those of Edgar Faure) has not taken the road of capitalist
integration.

A Work Force Peing Trained
The student movement flike the participation of the white collar

workers in the May/June strike) expresses the revolt of these "modern
productive forces" against the capitalist society of exploitation.

The function of the university is the training of proletarian intell-
ectual strata, which are not integrated in production but are non-pos:zess-
ing and selling their labour power: €:&, teachers, administrative officers
medical technicians, the importance of whom (28% of the working population

in France ) shows that one should not confuse them with the "intellect=-
ual craftsmen" of the liberal professions.

It is now realised more and more, as Marx said:" In order to be
productive it is no longer necessary for oneself to do mankal work, it is
sufficient to be a component Egst of a working collective whatever
function one is fulfilling." And 2g=in as Marx said (4) ," taken as

a whole these workers fskilled operatives, enginecrs etc. who emercise
their minds) in so far as they are collective producers form a living
machine. Likewise if one considers the whole of production, they exchange
their work for capital and reproduce the capitalist's money in the form
of capital, that is,as value which is valorised, as value which makes
profit. The position of each of these people, in particular in relation
to capitml, remains that of a wage worker, of a productive worker in the
specific sense of the term.

The student is therefore this "work force being trained" whose
future status will more and more lose its ambiguous character and which
will undergo the same constfaints, the same exploitation as the whole of
the working class. kxtreme specillisation in work, technological unem=
ployment, accentuated social restraints : this is what awaits the major-
ity of the student body. This was understood right from the time the
student movement was born as a social movement which tried to take control
(one of the reasons for its present disarrayi of the social field in its
entirety.

A New Social Force

It can be easily understood how, in starting with more or less
consciously expressed aspirations, the student woveument gained a wass
character. It affirmed by this a double character :- affirmation of its
presence in the university precincts as a mass force: - affirmation of its
presence in society not only as a detonator, but, as a group of Italian

militants pointed out, as a social group in constant agitation, as a
magnet which simultaneously performs two functions:

(1)it extracts o given bbjeet from an area

(2)at the moment of extraction it creates a disturbance in the
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and revolutionary woveucnt , by tueting ite progrumue, by aptivity for
control, by ité policy of a unificd, anti-capitalist front.

We must go forward te constructing the student wovement, endowing
it with an offensive prograume, ccntred around the "struggle for student
rights" { the place and thus the 'power' of the student in the university
and in society) and student control in the university institutions and
‘8o founding a revolutionary syndicalism which will thus reconcile the
niags echaracter of the student movement with its revolutionary character.

Haurice NAJMAH

3.1.70

{ The author is a student of the Sorbonne, a well known student
wilitant end one of the founders of the Comites d'Actions Lyceens

(French high school action comoittevs).
This is a translatien of an article which originally appeared in

Sous Le Drapeau du Sceialisume, No. 51, Dec. 1969~ Jan. 1970.

NOTES
1) Cahiers Efudiants Europe ns

%) In Europe, as in the U.S., police are called onto the canphs
frequently and precipitously, to suppress any challenge to the
capitalist university (Trans. note.)

3) Capibtal, vol. l.

4) Histoire flescDoctrines beonoidgues

5) Re this, the Maoist fantasies about integrating into the

United Front, without distinction, studenis and small shop-keepers,
Ughe anti-capitalist strata", under the leadership of the working
class are enough to make one W.tp. How dare they eguate the
university revolt,sign of new socinl phenomena, with the "revolt"
of the petit bourgeoisie, the expression of the death of a social
strata without a future.

TR

FIGHTING TUND

e
The students at Sydney University have incurred big expenses
in their struggle. As well as thousands of leaflets, they have
published 6,000 copies of their broadshect HE LIBERATOR and
are planning another issuc soof.

Donations necged now. Flease to:
Margaret Gre nland
o/~ Box 68
The UNION
Sydney University
H.8.W. 006
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Party must not simply refer to the |
original version of "What is to be |
Done?", but to the totality of lenin's |
writings on this subject, and to the

way he understood practically, before, ‘
during and after the Revolution, the |
functioning of the Party he founded,

!

In "Wotes on the Dialectic", |
lecture notes written at the beginning
of the first world war, lenin, who for
the first time is systematically i
studying the dialectic and the phil-
osophy of Hegel, gives the measure of
his vast general culture, of the depth
of his thought, including his truly
dialectical finesse, compensating by
a long streteh for the Limitations
with which "™Materialism and Empirio—
criticisn” may be tarnished.

He added: "Thus, the question of

| the sbtitude of the socialiet revolution

of the proletariat towards the State does
not eequire solely a practical political
importance; it assumes a character of

| burning actuality, becmuse it is a quest—
 ion of enlightening the masses on what
| they will have to do in a very near fut-

ure, in order to liberate themselves
from the yoke of capital. (2).

As do go many other works of Lenin,
"State and Revolution" treated a subject

| in relation to the actuality of the

Revolution, and not in relation to re-
mote historical situations and aims,

Finally, in the whole of his writ-
ings from 1917 to 1923 Lenin revealed
not only his tactical genius, but his

 way of understanding Marxdsm, which serv-

It is in no way correct to judge |
"philogophical lenin" on that single |
work writien before the circumstances
of hig militant life had permitted
hin the systematic study of Hegel's
philosophy, and to refine his con-
ception of the dialectiec.

But up to now, who among those
engaged in the daily preparation of
the Revolution has taken the trouble
to make such a study, and attained |
such results as those contained in the |
famous "Notes" of Lenin, and on which
no serious elaboration yet exists?

In "State ond Revolution" Lenin
gives the measure of his real concept—
ions on the goal to be attained by the
Revolution begun in Russin and which
he congidered as "one of the links of
the chain of proletarian socialist
ravolutions provoked by the imperialist!

war®(1), i

ed him as nethod of analysis and guide
to political orientation (towards a de-

' fined end in relation to which the means

are chosen and determined), both domin-
ated, in the final analysis, by the com-
plex, moving, constantly creating real-
ity and by expericnee,

By this attitude he remains faoith-
ful to the conception he developed of
the theory of lmowledge (ond which is
also that of Marx and of all authentic
Marxism) according to which it is a
question , through eloborntion of in-
ereasingly profound, refined concepts
and through the whole of the mental pro-
cess (of logic and of dialectic) to
grasp better cach time the complex, in=-
finite richness of life, without ever
exhmsting it; and whilst inevitably,
constantly commitiing errors, "stupidit-
ies" as he loved to stress,

Thus he did not erect Marxism into

(1)  Preface to "State and Revolution" of August, 1917,

(2) mia.
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tho worlers who tend spontanecusly to-
wards the bourgeols ldeclogy, the dom—
inant, tho provalent ideology, nover-
thologs havo the faculty of also ons=
11y agpimdloting socleliem, which is
a doetring olaborated by intelloct-
uale and a poliey npplicd by o diab-
inet orgonisation of the elass, 1n a
word a "econgeiousncss" brought from
outaldo,

Plokhanov, Hopa Luxembourg and
Trotaky intervened against this eon=
caption in 1904. Thoy attomptod to
defino the dinlectical bond botweon
" gpontaneity! and "eongelousnoss',
betwoon elope and party.

Aocording to Plelhanov tho Marx-
1ot doetrine roflecte the spontancous
growth of the worker movement, without
vhieh 1t could not have been ablo to
olnborate and develop.

He calls in quostion, then, that
the limlte of the "congeiousncss
which the proletariat can abtain may
bo those of "economlen" gnd of "trade-
unlonism" becauge "1t is cloar", acc-
ording to him, "that at a certaln
atage of social dovelopmont, the worlk-
org of tho eapitalist countries would
have reachod goeigllign oven if they
had boon abandoned bo tholr own foregdn

Tho torm goclallan i8 used by
Plelthanov in the sonse of the goelal
o which, in n way, symthos-
1pon spontanolty and conselousnoas
with o view to o radienl chonge of tho
goedal ordor,

With Ropa Insconbourg the polonie is
both widoned and raised highor, to
puperdor lovolo. ;

For hor, "socialist conpelous-
neps! and sponbancous movemont of the
olags aro not extornal oloments tho

od, but groundod in a dialoctieal
.

. ation’, arises, cond

| termined by the objoc

"goolal-donoeracy is nob Jolned
to the organipation of tho working class,
1t 1p tho worlking clase' vory owm movo=
mant."

The "Party" is nothing othor than
the mogt ndvanced ideologleal layor
of the prolotariat organieally tied to
tho other purrounding layers of tho
prolotariat involved in claga strugglo,
through which their claps conscloumnona
uneoagingly mrowa,

Sotting out from this concoption
Ropa rojecta "rigld!, '"mochanileal
"guper-gontralion’! dolivering the worl=
ers to a "groun of Intolloetuals" who
cornor the londarship of tho Party, and
through the intermodiary of the "Contral
Commibteo" and 1ts "abaolute power"
fottor, deforn and limib the free dovel-
opment of the rovolublonary movenont
of the claas,

Trotalyy . developid, hle crltlolena
of What 1a to be Dona? in thls goneral
direction spociilng of the "politleal
subgtitutionisn' of Lenin, whope con-
caption of tho Farty o dtutes thip
latter for tho olaza, In the extenslon
of thip lopic tho "Contzal Commlttoo"
would subatiiuto 1tpalf Tor the organds-
ation of the perty! and "flnally a diet-
ator!" wonld subgtituto hinpolf "for the
Contral Commitien''.

#Tho gyeten of U
stitutionalien'", T

o

ap the systen of ‘o

is political 'pub-
Iy agrorto, "just
iod gt edmplifle=
or uecngelouss
1y, from a faleo, adullorated undor-
atanding of the rolation betwoon tho ob-
Jogtlye interaats of tho prolotarioh ond
itp conpeioncnonn. Mumd oy tonches that
the intorasta of tho lotarleh are de-
o conditlions of
140 oxletence, These intorosts are so
powerful, end it is so vadn to ghrugglo
agodnat thom, thal thoy finally con-
atrain tha proleboriat to lransfor thom
into tho domain of its own congeloumess
-= that i to say, to translorm the
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The party docs not have for its
task to imposc on the magsses any type
of comportment abstractly elaborated
but, gquite the eontrary, to pernan-

ently study the struggles and methods

of struggle of the masses.

The Party, that iz to say the
indispensable politieal organisation
of the vanguard of the elasa -, pakas

Othorvise it would not be an "orgon-

, dsation", but a quecer, looge ngascc-

iation, n ncbulous and ineffeectual
noverent,

The term "democratic centralismh
used by Lenin was aimed ot cxprossing
the changing dymamic of this dialoct—
ical unity, according to the cireun—
sbances of the struggle.

up for the fluctuations of the revol- |

utionary movement of the elnss by

maintaining a high level of conseioug-!
. "eentralist" elenent tends to restrict
| denoeracy in the Party.

noss enriched by the experience of
all the struggles of the class.

"Revolutionary instinet" and
"reyolutionary spontaneity" character—
ise the permonent but irregular move—
ment of the eluss, whilst lasting
"revolutionary conseiousness" is the
attribute, on principle, of the org-
anised vanguard,

However, the "prolotarian" and
"gociallst" purity of this "conseimig—
ness" ie not acquired once and for
all by the "Party" moking use of tho
name of Marxism, but this is the
function of itz truly proletariaon
composition, of its affeetive, dem=
ocratic eonnection with the class,
of its internal regime, of the theor-
etical and political quality of ita
leadership,

The "Party" can very well cvolve
into a spokesman of buremicratic
forecs or groups, differontinting
itself, through the ereation of int—
erests propor to such forces or groups,
from the proletariat and from its
higtorie interests as a closs.

Fron this point of view, begidos
the compogition of the Party, its
internal regime and the quality of
ita leadorship are determinant
factors in its evolution,

Every political organisation
ot be otherwise than at the samoc
"denoeratic" and "centralist",

For cxample, in the case of pro-
longed and rigorcus illegality the

On the other hand, in the case of

i wide and lasting "bourgeois-demoeratic”

| legality, the democratic lifc of the
Party oxpands freely.

The "Leninist" practice of the
Bolshevik Party demonstrates that under
Lenin's pereonal impulsion, this Party
 always assured to all its elements and
. all its tendencics a very democratic
. internal life before, during and after
+ the Revolution,

It 1s sufficient to roromber the
. very large degrec of liborty that exist-
. od ot least up to the Tenth Congross
| of the Party in the multiple internsl
| and public discussions that took place
| botweon the ecadres of this Party and
| the cquivalent of which is nob to be
| found in any other Party since that
' time,

| In its organisational functioning

| the Party corissponded to the politic-

! al style of Lenin, of his thought, of
hig woy of conceiving Marmdsn, of his
morale also,

"Teninism could not be conceived
| without theooretical power, vdthout o
eritical analysis of tho material
‘ bases of the politieal process. It is
| necopsary to unceasingly sharpen and
| apply the arm of "Morxigt investigation,!
Trotsky will write in 1923 ("How Course!)

He added'l: PLeninism is in the
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19.
C.P.5.U. DIDN'T MAKE

long past when, disconcerted by Khrushchevs "revelationg"
ious legal murders,mass deportations and high-level par-
me Dutt of the British C.P. could try to sweep the dirt
bhe rug with a blang obecrvation that there appeared to be
on the Soviet sun",

ged party members retorted that crimes should be called erimes,
that no organisation or individual can secure exemption from
it Judgment by claiming that history is all in alj son their

eir stand was certainly right,as far as it went,whether it is a

matter of interrogaters for the secret police,informers on their

- workmates or flatterers of th big Stalin or the little Stalins,
there is no reason why we should cxpress gentler opinions of them
than of the stand-over men, "top-offs" and crawlers to the boss
that we meet in deily life.

Hnt Marxists cannot leave the question at the level of a moral
verdict.There is an enormous deterioration from the Russia of 1918
to the Russia of 1938-in, for example, the level of confidence and
strength of the working~class,and in its social and politieal
bower.A transformation so vast needs to be explained in terms of
the social forces at work,in class terms-indivual eriminality ig
fhever & satisfactory explanation for events on an historic scale
like these.

analysis to the Stalinist erayand which still has no equal as g
sclentific study of the period-a period still continuing,we mi-
ght add: Trotskyjs "The Revolution Betrayed". (it is a criticism of

Some of the theses in Trotsky's analysis are now well-known,For
example; The working class power which succeeded capitalism after
October 1917 was itself replaced by the power of a new ruling
social stratum:the bureaucracy.This stratum was composed princip=-
ally of Party functionaries,state officials,industrial managers
and so on, together with their close subordinates and their privil-
eged hangers-on,

Defini tely consolidated,by the 'thirties',as a social group,which
AS conscious of common interests opposed to those of the masses,

hureauoraoy suceceeded in changing the C.P.5.U. from a prolet=
rarty into an instrument of their arbitary social and

ical rule,
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such actions were mistakes, the sheer frequency and magni tude
of such mistakes would itself pose a serious historical prob=
lem for MarxistslHow could one explain such consistent fail-
ure' by a leadership to advance the intereats it Ls supposcd to
be representing?

0f course,this pseudo-problem vanishes,once it is recognized
that the Stalinised C.P.S5.U. ie the political leadership, and
advances the social interests,of a particular social stratum
within the U.S.S.R. - not of the U.3.5.R, as a whole.,This
stratum, the bureaucracy,naturally finds its interests served
very often by actions which strengthen the Soviet state;very
often,yes - but not always! And when the bureaucracy's inter-
est in its own self-preservation conflicts with the interests
of the Soviet state, it sacrifices those interests without a
qualm.In such cases, it is simply a misunderstanding of the
social forces at work,if we accuse them of making a "migtake".

The Stalinist policies against revolution in Spain in 1937,1in
Yugoslavia in 1944,in China in 1945-1948,are not just a bewild-
ering series of "mistakes".They are expressions of a general
counter-revolutionary policy dictated by the interests of the
Soviet bureaucracy,and they only become comprehensible as such.

The bureaucracy are not moved by any consideration of prolet-
arian internationalism~ they are not ‘roletarian,and are nat-
ionalist in the extrece.Enjoying the fruite of their privileged
status, they are conservative and enxious to see the status-quo
preserved, Their dominating positions in the world working-class
movement can only suffer from the emergence of new centres of
revolutionary authority and prestige.These are,in brief outline,
some of the reasons for their hostility to revolutionary
developments throughout the world.

0f course, the aggressiveness of U,8, imperialism can force them,
however reluctantly,into limited support of some revolutionary
movements that are well established -as in Vietnam,for instance.
But this does not alter the characterisation given above.lf this
characterisation secms harsh,or insufficiently substantiated,
perhaps an acid test can be suggested.

The attempts by the Stalinist leadership to suppress revolutiona
have had two notable failures: Yugoslavia and China,Now, the Yugo-
slav revolution led ,within five years (i944-1949),to the eatab-
lighment of a rival centre successfully defying the monolithic
leadership in Moscow -and thercby weakening the Soviet bureau-
cracy's grip both externally and internally.The chinese revol-
ution has shattered that monolith forever,and the Macist pol=
emics have dragged the whole question of burcaucratic control
out into a limelight which it can with difficulty survive.

J/ith these actual developments in mind, it might now be consid-
ered whether the C.P.S.U., leadership - the voice of the Soviet
bureaucracy-was really so mistaken in opposing the Yugoslav and
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Chinese revolutions!On the contrary ,it scems more reasonable
to say that, in the light of the further developments, Stalin

wes a true custodian of the interests of his social base when
he tried to stiffle these revolutions.

Al of this is no mere academic analysis of past aquabbles,
or finicky gquarreling over words.The bureaucracies are still
with us, still an enemy, still to be overcome if the revolut-
ion is to take the path humanity needs.We cannot afford to
misunderstand them, and in particular we must not play with
illusions about their political leaderships.It is an histor-
ical accident that their organisational and administrative
instruments often have the same name as Lenin's proletarian
leadership, the Communist Party,.This accident should not
deceive us into accepting them as working-class parties who
Jjust happen to make a lot of "mistakes".A revolutionary who
wants to advance the interests of the working class is fall-
ing into a dangerous trap if he elings to this attitude; he
is in fact making a mi-atake .

*H *H *3 *x ®E KR X * % *% *E R *# * % *# *
Benis Freney end the Comuunist Party (eont. frowo page 6.)

Lut the .uestion we are considering is the need to assist them
to get on to the road of action as a class y to realise the destiny of
the class to rule - on the way to the abolition of classes.

The oft repeated objective of the ‘left-wing leadership of the
A,C.T.U. - a fair share for the workers - is conclusive evidence of their
acceptance of the status (uo. A C.P.A. leadership which does not openly
and unmistakeabtly declare this position to be contrary to the interests
of the working class shows no conception of, and no allegiance to,
Leninisw in this al -important sphere.

Some of the C.P.A. leadership faction realise the reforuist nature
of their past industrial Practice but remain vague in their criticism
of present-day reforuism.

Bonolith

We appreciate the forward development in the C.P A.- especially
when contrasted_with the relative failure of other Comwunist Parties to
tegin to face the issues raised by their isolation from the militant
Left.

However,we consider ihat Lenis exaggerates the degree of forward
development of the G.P.A. as a whole and of the leadership in particular
and that this development is not adequate at this atage to atiract
Potentially revolutionary - marxist cadres.

We consider that the leadership is hog-tied, not only by its own
failure to wake a thoroughly marxist analysis of the naturd, and legacy
of Stalinisw, but especialiy by its elevation of "conservationist
tactics over revolutionary strategy.
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These tactics mean reégted refusal to confront the real issues for
fear of breaking with the mass of Balf-hearted supporters who are at
Present not a part of the open 'opposition® of Rosr~Watt-Brown btut
little different in their ideology or day-to=-day conduct.

The tactic of'eonservationism" has weant the refusal of Tribune

at any time to support Soviet opponents of Kremlin oppression (beyond
asking the oppressors not to be so hard on them). It has meant the
continuance in top positions of individuals with a long history of
Staliniam - including hatchet men from the purges of 1956-58 and would-

be hatchet men who tried to suppress the W.A. rebellion against Stalin-
ism in 1967 - who have never subjected their record to the slightest publie
self-criticism. It has meant passive acceptance of continuing calumnies
against revolutionary marxists, one of the latest being a slanderous
attack against N. Origlass by two reactionaries from the Haritime

branch, at the 1970 Sydney District Conference. It has meant the refusal
of the leadership to commit theuselves over an attempt to hay the 1970
Congress attack the counter-revolutionary role of the Soviet bureaucracy.

Sections of the leadership are Prepared to break with the most
intransigent elements of the Stalinist wing over funectional and organ-
isational questions but not ¥eét on grounds of principle which threaten
the patchwork unity of the "majority"

These tacties are among the immediate reasons why the leadership
continues to soft-pedal on all the questions of principle to which we
have drawn attention.

We consider that a cadre force of éven as few a8 500 revolution-
ary imetxists, uncompromising towards Stalinism .and reformism and fully
comuitted to revoluthonary strategies, tactics and methods of organisat-
iony would be inestimably more valuable to the Australian workers than
the present C.P.A.

While "conservationist" tactics continwe, Denis' Joining the ¢.p,a.
for ggyxfgfgpse other than an openly- avowed one of developing a revol-
utionary w né7in oppo Sition to the leadership's "conservationism" can
only serve to endorse the leadership's compromises with reactdonary
forces and reformist ideology.

In conclusion, let us say that should Denis' estimation of the
degree of the development of the C.P.A. prove more cotrect than ours we

will be happy to recognise it and to fall in line.

Meganwhile we must spcak the truth as we see it.

.y
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