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At recent homosexual
conferences there has been
substantial debate around a
number of issues facing the
gay movement. The most
prominent one has been
how to relate to the sub-
culture based in the gay
bars. Other guestions
include the ALP and the
value of reform work, and
the relationship of lesbians
and male homosexuals.

For socialists, the guestion
remains how to link our
current activities with the
building of a movement
which can change society.
This is even more critical
given the decline in the
women's and gay
movements, and in the face
of the economic crisis and
increasing attacks from the
right wing.

In this section, a member of
the IS debates the question,
““What is the way forward
for Gay Liberation today?"
with an independent
socialist and a member of
the CPA.

" Confroversy is a regular new section in
~ International Socialist. We aim 1o debaie
lopics of current interest on ihe left It
you would Iike 1o contribute to this sec-
lign please contact Janey Slone c/o 1he
journal.

WHICH WAY

FORWARD FOR
AUSTRALIAN GAYS?

Phil Carswell

Phil Carswell is a member of the
Vigtarian State Commiltee of the CPA
and is on the Slate Council of the
Technical Teachers' Union of Vicloria
He has also been aclive in gay
liperation for several years. Phil is a
member of ALSO (Alernative Lile Style
Organisation) which organised 1981
Melbourne Gay Day.

“The very terms of this question presup-

pose cerlain assumptions.

1. 1s there such a thing today as a “*‘gay

liberation’ movement compared

with the popular upsurge of the late
sixties, early seventies?

Are “liberationist™ politics the only

possible avenue of legitimate action

within the gay sub-culture?

. Is there a precise and clear path that
is possible to delineate now, for all
those interested to follow?

1 would rather take up the question of

socialists in the emerging gay com-

munity, This to me seems more relevant,
realistic and appropriate.
Gay politics in the mid-70's focussed on
‘the campaign’. lts agent was 'the
activist’. As the sub-cultures politicise,
the agent of siruggle for gay rights will
not be an activist but ‘an organizer’. A
decisive factor for the success of gay
struggles (not of course the only one:
alliances with other social forces including
the labour movement, feminists and
radical-liberals, will be important) will be
the extent to which the subsuliures
organize themselves and then develop
their own political voice. This is a role for
gay radicals: 1o help in the unification/
solidification of the gay subcultures, help
them to explore their way politically and
to develop clout. That is, build a gay
community.
(Craig Johnston, The New Radicalisalion)
With reference to this quote from Craig
and an understanding that these
developments are proceeding anyway, |
belicve il is important to examine our
politics and our political practice so that
we hbecome effective and eredible

Lo

w

organizers within our miliew.

It is my understanding of Marxist
politics that one of the major tenels is
the role of intervention and the process
of winning the majority to a more ad-
vaneed position. (What winning means,
or rather doesn't mean, is explained
well, 1 believe, in Beyond the Fragments,
Rowbotham et al.)

This long, uneven and sometimes
contradictory process involves plateaus,
impasses and a loi of uneven develop-
ment. So be it. This is not a recipe for
despondency, rather a clear message.
We have to use the basic principles of
Marxism to distil and develop our past
theory and practice into that which is ap-
propriate today.

With this in mind, my long range
perspectives are those of mass work,
social and political change as a process
and a tentative grappling with the fact
that the area we work in is almost in-
credibly complex. These themes are the
background for my work in the gay
community. For me, the strategy and
tactics that flow from that position must
involve part or all of the following
elements.

—they must involve and reflect the

felt needs of homosexuals.

—they must challenge the dominant
ideology of individual solutions
for political problems, with an
emphasis on collective thought,
actions and democratic opera-
tions.

—they must build unity — as wide as
possible. If mass work is the
perspective then building unity is
the tactical necessity.

—the day to day tactics must be ap-
propriate lo the particular
situation.

—they must make an honesl attempt
to handle contradictions — not 1o
run away or ignore them. This is
the crucial element in the
understanding of Marxists, that
contradictions exist everywhere,
it's how we handle them that
distinguishes us from liberals or



disappear. They were heady :

solidified pain of se|f-nmf:.’,’n;:“l_’d‘i The
thousand pieces. The change o u",l::d
way of living and being emerged. H lW-
dominated our lives, IE

Ten years of struggle and org
later, Gay Liberation is Organisationally
seattered. In its place is a serjes of
aulqnomaus political ETOUPS  with
speeific purposes, organisational skills
and a somewhat grim, but resilient
political commitment. Outflanking (esp
groups numerically is a growing com
mercial sub-culture whose origins are
economic and social rather than
specifically political.

Homosexual politics now have (wo
major organisational focuses. The ay.
nual national homosexual conference
regularly attracts 600 sclf defining
“‘radicals™. The 1981 April Socialisy,
and Homosexuality conference had 150
participants. The first priority of these
gays is a public homosexual politics
which confronts both discriminarion
(gay rights) and oppression (gay libera
tion). But the sense of how these two are
connected is fragmented.

Secondly there are the annual
celebrations of sexuality which are in
ereasingly dominated by the commercial
and social sub-cultures, Numerically,
these are far more successful than
““‘movement’’ politics. Sydney's Mardi
iGras from 1978 to 1981 involved 5000
celebrants. Melbourne Gay Day and
Queen’s Birthday picnic saw 1500, The
priority here is a self-assertion of iden
tity through fun.

These changed realities invalve
revolutionary homosexuals in political
ichoices. The choices are complicated by
the temsion between a “‘m
and a class politics; this
requires a continuous resolution
pol ally. However, il 15 not solved
the false dicholomy of only one o
other. Nor will many of us accepta &0
tion that says ‘‘yes™ to both, but gives
only lactical support to auionomous
organising. The historical and po
reality of oppression, its lived daily i
perience, necessitates stratcpicd
autonomous groups.

Liguidating autonomy
tion. Autonomy is the firs
choice for the 80's.

But historically and politicall
90's autonomy was in practic
separatism. The second polili
for the 80's has to be the po
alliance, coalition and 4
This is crucial to extending
power. 2

The major tactical re-
argued for, so far, within (he m¢

anising

has been that of organising within the
commercial sub-cultures. This has oc-
curred mainly in Sydney with the Mardi
Gras, the 1981 Law Reform Campaign
and to a much lesser extent, Stonewall
Day. In Melbourne it has only involved
Gay Day. It has not occurred in
Adclaide, nor as far as [ am aware,
Perth or Brishane. For homosexuals
outside the urban centres or the “‘gay
scene'” it is not an issue.

Proponents of organising in the bars,
pubs, saunas and commercial gay media
want (o politicise a gay “‘community’’
defined as the clientele of these
businesses. Those in favour of com-
munity organising are ailempting to
solve the problem of a declinein radical,
activist politics. Their solution is to
organise amongst the visible gays *free’
enough to exist in the commercial

ghetlo,

There are four major objections to
this tactic as presentiy pursued: tne con-
tinued definition of homosexual politics
largely in the interests of males; the
priority given to a cross-class politi
alliance; the reduction of gay liberation
politics to at best, gay rights; and
capitulation of revolutionary hope to the
brute fact of commereial dominance,

To begin with the latter: the most
e sector of homosexuals is that
which socialises in the commercial *'gay
scene’’. This sceme is social and
£eonomic in origin, Its expansion and
consolidation is dependent firstly, on the
**goodwill"* of the state; secondly, on a

ingi e of ic and id i
interests on the part of gay en-
trepreneurs; and thirdly, on the
cconomic forces which determine the
success of small business in Australia, Af
the moment gay business is holding its
own on these three fronts.

The closure of sex shops in Kings
Cross is the most recent example of the
state’s “‘goodwill’’. *‘Be gay, Buy gay’
is a slogan as much of separate but un-
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equal containment as it is a celebration
of a culture of resistance. And finally,
small business has been going to the wall
since the economic boom burst under
McMahon. The tactic of sub-cultural
alliance will inevitably lead to a cam-
paign in defence of the gay petty
bourgeoisie against the state and even-
tual disillusionment as the gay market
bottoms out. The former can easily
merge into a nationalist defence of
“‘Australian’’ business against multi-
national monopolies and the latter will
be blamed on *‘ultra-leftists”” who re-
Tused to support the commercial scene.

This scenario s also the main reason
for not giving cross-class alliances a high
priority. The assumption is not that the
peity bourgeoisic is part of the ruling
class. Rather, the argument is that there
are more important priorities for
revolutionaries.

The first of these priorities is
strengthening the organisational,
political and ideological coherence of
the anti-sexist struggle both within and
outside gay politics

Liberation from the sexual division
of labour and from the psycho-social
organisation of personal life and sex
around gender are strategic (o ending
class exploitation, women's and gay op-
pression. Any socialist politics which is
restricted to ending the sexual division
of labour is not acceptable.

The commercial sub-cultures are sex-
segregated, sexist, racist and male
dominated. They economically exploit
social oppression. We haven’t got the
forces to organise there without being
swamped by a politics that de facte
accepts totally different tactical
requirements for male and female
homosexuals' liberation. It would mean
a retreat to the sexism and leshian
separatism that bedevilled homosexual
politics in the 70's. We would encourage
male gay rights with no revolutionary
perspective.

Consequently, demoralisation,
similar to that between 1975 and 1978,
would recur, as moralistic attacks in-
tensified generally, with no clear focus
for opposition.

The tactics for the B0's must provide
this focus. We need to protect ourselves
as long-term organisers. Revolutionary
homosexuals are limited in numbers,
resources, energy and influence. There is
no point in burning out. This means a
careful selection of tasks and targets.

Firstly, we are not in a position Lo sel
up ongoing coalitions against repression
in our own right. None the less, the
Festival of Light, Right to Life, the
“*Catholic Mafia'" in the NSW ALP, the




portantly, the material basis for these
obstacles is ignored. The Cross-clasy
nature of the subculture, the leading role
of small and not-so-small capitalists ang
pelil-bourgeois, the gender separalism
of its social centres — all these provide
real barriers to winning over the com
mercial sub-culture or any communiry
based on it, to socialist politics,

The class interests qf the
entrepreneurs who feed off the com e,
cial subculture have, it scems, becn
perceived more clearly by them than by
socialists. This is most apparent i
Sydney where a bitter bartle was fought
to establish an umbrella organizagion
that excluded the left. The NSW Courncil
of Gay Groups is dominated by conser-
vauive, commercial interests who more
‘and more are claiming 1o be (he rea
mouthpiece of the gay community. The
separation of an apolitical Mard| Cras
from & political Stonewall Day is simply
the first step in a campaign 10 exclude
and isolate the left from (he
““Community”’.

What all this boils down (o is that
community-building politics is based on
‘a stages theory of development: first we
build & community by allying with all
- gays, regardless of their politics and then
- we think about socialism
But, in fact, the commercial sub
‘culture exists unmolested only to the
extent that it does not threalen the
“ideological hegemony of the capitalist
ystem. If the community (when it is
“built) is to play a role in the struggle for
-socialism it needs to be shown that it will
ave the cohesion and strength to stand
solid against the repression that will be
inched against it and, further, 1o play
~ a part in the socialist offensive. To take
only the most obvious historical ex
amples: will it be able (o resist any better
than did Hirschfield's World Leaguc of
Sexual Reform? Will it be able to par
icipate in the socialist struggle without
enting like the women’s movement
sia in 19177
“The oppression of gays springs

“ultimately from the demands of class
~ society and the abolition of the one is
nd up with the abolition of the
‘other. But the struggles are not, in the
final analysis, separate. Oppression o
“exploitation feed off cach other and
¥ ld be fought simultaneously.
it follows from this Is
15 must work Lo construct a mass
ISt movement that not merely in
tes the struggles against exploitd
oppression but which mu‘u\‘-
together and advances (hem

It is obvious that today the working
class as a whole, and much of the lef,
have not yet taken up the demands of
£ays and have no real appreciation of
gay liberation politics. This fact cannot
be ignored or wished away. but neither
can it be used 1o justify abstention from
class politics. The question 1 am address-
ing is one of strategy, not tactics.” Gays
are in the vanguard of the strugele for
gay liberation and we can and must
organise as gays Lo advance our struggle.
The guestion is, where do we direct our
energics?

In Australia at the moment there is
no mass revolutionary movement or

i and this places limitatis

on what we can actually do. The role of
socialists here and now is essentially pro-
pagandist. The aim of our propaganda
and our activity is to build — to bring
together the oppressed and exploited.

An example of what this actually
means in practice can be pained from the
Svdney Mardi Gras arrest

Sydney's Gay Left attempt to mohilize
very wide support 1o oppose this new ai-
tack and this represented a grear step
forward.

The need is for broadly-based avertly
radical campaigns around issues that af-
fect us as gays and to which other sectors
of society can be won over. The pro-
paganda value of these campaigns is
powerful — through them we engage in
consciousness-raising  among  both
straights and gays and we develop our
politics in a practical and effective way
by bringing together gay and socialist
politics.

These sorts of campaigns are not, of
course, the last word in gay politics and
obviously issues cannot be conjured up
out of thin air. Working in unions and
workplaces, local councils, the left par-
ties and the ALP forms the basis for our
day-to-day struggle for reforms and a
political awareness of our demands. We
musi participate in gay caucuses, reform
groups, rank and file committees and
policy-making bodies. The point we
should keep in mind ar all times is the
limitations of reforms. What can be ex-
torted from the bosses and their political
representatives can be lost again. The
revolutionary potential of work for
reforms lies in educating people and rais-

Police attacks on gays have varied
from the spectacular and open such as
those in Sydney in 1978, to the quiet and
low-key, such as the day to day arrests
on the beats or the campaign of harass-
ment that is going on in Sydney at the
moment.

It is obvious that police do not only
attack gays. Women's marches and
general left demos are considered fair
game; in Brisbane now the punks are be-
ing driven off the streets in preparation
for the Commonwealth Games; blacks
are constantly harrassed and bashed by
cops; workers’ pickel lines are often at-
tacked. To organize effectively against
police violence we need (o draw together
all these groups into mass, political
campaigns.

The Mardi Gras *Stop the Attacks"
campaign in Sydney in 1978 confined
itself to the particular case of attacks on
eays and thereby lost an ideal oppor-
tunity to agitate widely and link up all
those who, if socialism is to be possible,
must be linked up. This parochial atti-
tude was responsible for the ephemeral

ng con ness, and in mobilising
people so that they discover, in a con-
crete way, the realities of radical and
revolutionary politics.

Pro-gay policies need to be followed
up and not allowed 1o languish un-
naticed on the books. Education work,
defence of victimised members, primary
and secondary boycolts and so on all
serve Lo bring people, through their own
activity, to a real understanding of the
links between the oppressed and
exploited.

The best recent example of this work
paying off was the stopwork called by
the Liquor and Allicd Trades Union at
Melbourne Uni in 1979 when Terry
Stokes was expelled from Graduate
House for his homosexuality. The
pressure brought to bear by the cafeteria
workers was instrumental in forcing a
backdawn by the administration,

The significance of all this for
socialists is not this or that reform as
such but rather in winning people to a
practical undersianding of socialist
politics,. The precondition for the
building of a mass socialist movement is

nature and impact of the

Three years later, the cops were on
the move again as part of Neville Wran's
“‘clean up the city"" pre-election
manoeuvring, It was suggested that

the r of our oppression and
exploitation and the mobilizing of op-
position to it — that is where socialists,
women and men, gay and straight, must
direct our energies.
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Mick Armsirong, $1.00

Looks at the fight against
nuclear energy and gives a
strategy for winning it.

THEY'RE WELCOME
HERE

David Lochwood, 206
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Tom O’Lincoln
discusses the
issues raised by
the left best-
seller Beyond
the Fragments,
setting them in
‘the context of
the Australian
feminist and
socialist
movements.

THlS book' is becoming a best-
seller on the left.

But, ironically enough, at first glance
it’s hard to see exactly where its appeal

lies.

ist Party repres ul;lgic
ended it highly at major publ
mﬂom in Sydney and Melbourne in
the past vear. Yet the bogk offers them
Jittle satisfaction. It is anti-party and tl:_e
Communist Party is a party. And it
distorts Communist history rather
ievously. 2ol
me;emirrisls are very interested in it.
Yet it is an explicitly socialist book, and
it contains a few passages that show very
graphically the limitations of the
women's movement. And 1 have even
known trotskyist sectarians who have
recommended it to people simply
because it contains attacks on the Inter-
national Socialists.

What is Beyond the Fragmenis
about? Sheila Rowbotham sums up the
“main plot’* as follows:

... how 1 think some of the approaches

to organizing which go under the headings

of Leninism and Trotskyism are flawed;
how I think the assumptions of what it
means to be a socialist carried within

Leninism and Trotskyism and which

prevail on the left now block our energy

and self-activity and make it harder for

socialism o communicat most people

why I think the women's movement s g

gest certain ways of reopening ()

possibility of a strong and popular

socialist movement.
This is a good summary of the argument
in Ruwbotham's own essay, which is the
core of the book. And it explains the |
itial interest Fragments would have
British leftists. In Britain at least o
Leninist organisation, the Internati
Socialists®, has achicved something [ike
a small mass presenc and other
Leninist groups also have ceriair
prominence. A crilique of Leninism,
whether you agree with it or not,
therefore of immediate interest

In Australia, however, the Leninist
left 1s still at the stage of small
ganda groups. If the book is s
read here, there must be som
reason.

What is more, the impact the book
has obviously had on the conscio
of many leftists, both in Brit
here, cannot be explained
strength of the eritique of Leninism. Noy
can it be explained by the concrete alter
natives offered by the authors

For the critique does not stand uy
serious examination, and the alterna
are neither original nor particularly in

*Now well known in Britain as 1
Workers Party. In Fragmenis b
SWP are used. 1 have used 1St
avoid confusion with the Aus
which is quite a different te

t. MARY'S Hosp:
ARROW RUAFﬂ_

pressive. If large numbers of readers are
convineed by this book, they must be
strongly predisposed in advance (o the
line the authors are putting forward.

What layer of left activists is
predisposed 10 the politics of the
Fragmenis?

Well, 1o determine that we have 1o
first examine the contents of the book. 1
propose to begin with the eritique of
Leni then look at the suggesied
alternative. Finally | want to look ar the
political method underlying both. Then
We can return 1o the section of the left to
whom this book seems (o offer sa much

The Critique

Slmm Rowhotham leads off with a
truly  blood-curdling  ircatment of
Leninist srvde

We are accused of *‘the assumption
that the manipulation of people is
justified by the supposedly superior
Knowledge which leaders of revolution
ary Eroups presume 1o possess .. '
We have a **horror of cosiness”

We believe that our party *by a pro
cess ol aposiolic succession herits
Lenin's words'”
rade"’
and ice-picks™

And here is Rowbotham's descrip
tion of what she claims is our ideal
militant:

com
carries

hoes of commissars

The andividual militant
lonely characier witho

is the model of our rank and
file, our lcadership bodies have quite
different features

Central Com

nitee:

1 of

white rab nlerr

and fac the smalle
the party 1

Al least this is less terrifying, but when
we gel (o the individual Leninist leader it
is back Lo the cold, hard ype

A sure sign of a leader of

al group is a tend
your eyes and over your
1alk to you

f s
ad when they

Now to be sure, she goes on to admit
these descriptions, when stated ex-
plicitly [appear] (o be a caricature’. No
waonder, for thal is what they are

N alure:
it is the traditional anti-communi
stereotype of the cold war period. Of
vourse, there are some malignant secis

s il even an ori

who open themselves 1o such accusa
tions. Bul this is supposed 10 be our con-
scious ideal — and Rowbotham is

writing first and forcmost aboul the
International Socialisis

Yer have a look ar what the British 1S
wrote, in a book by Paul Foot which
as been widely circulated

We socialists are not fa
limeservers, We ar

always live up o
whatever prain of
riticisms of
e abvious tha
s deseription is more
in mud-slinging than

conceded in a backhanded
sorl of way that her

egations might
appear 1o be a caricature, she returns (o

Tack

vertheless irikes
recogmition on the coniem

me

A good half of the anti-Leninist argu-
ment is on this level. We are painted as
mindless robots led by cynical
manipulators: a suitable one
dimensional portrait ready-made 1o be
contrasted with the warm, egalitarian
women's movement

The treatment of Leninist fdeas is
Just as disappointing

he varicature of Leninist person

ality seis the stage for an indietment of

Leninism — and Marxism generally —

for being too narrow in its scope. And of
course parl of the indictment is correct
Not only Leninists but the left generally



workers only from without, that is, only
from outside the economic struggle™”

To be sure, she knows that Lenin
later modified much of what he wrote in
that passage. Bul she says, “‘he did not
fundamentally reformulate the theory of
consciousness present in What is to be
‘Done? This theory is an essential part of
the case for a Leninist Party."”

Now it is true that Lenin never wrote
another major pamphlet on the party
question. But it is equally true that the
organisation against whom she is mainly
polemicising, the Internationa
Socialists, are well known to have refor-
‘mulated this very theory. Tony Cliff
‘wrote four volumes in the process,’ in
‘which he makes a sustained argument

L}‘l:l Lenin's mature approach to (h
" party question was non-clitist, flexit
~ and open.

* It is worth restating CLiff’s frpumen!
o A in did call in 1902 for an
‘«‘ hﬁsa}ﬁl of professional revolu
ionaries, and for an injection of politics
1to the working class *‘from oulside’
it the organisational prescriptions
re & response 1o the conditions of il
‘Work, and the understanding of
' consciousness was taken over from the
cond International. :
When given the opportunity for opert
“work, the Bolsheviks took on @
oundly democratic style, And o
& to the mass upheavals of %0
‘wrole that the working class W
\aneously social-democratic
he fought within the party
ness to the thoughts and feclings

Tor

party committecs proved ‘r

5 he called for opening up

Behind the Fragmenis Page 11

party 1o an influx of new working class
clements. In 1917 he was prepared 1o go
to the Bolshevik rank and file in order 1o
win the party to the slogan "“All power
to the Soviets!™  And this in a party
which was experiencing mushroom
growth — and was therefore far from
being a party of cadres, let alone profes-
sional revolutionaries,

The International Socialists have
based both our internal organisation and
our external work very much on this
reading of Lenin. That is most obvious
to the casual observer in the style of our
newspaper, which aims to reach a work-
ing class audience and involve it,
cluding actively soliciting articles from
worker militants who are not necessarily
members of the 1S, For doing just this
we are condemned as ‘‘economist’ and
“‘workerist’* by others who don't share
our interpretation of Leninism.

OF course, our view is a minority
view internationally and in Australia.
But given that Sheila Rowbotham
chooses to build her critique around a
discussion of the [International
Socialists, isn't it rather dishonest to
completely ignore our actual view on the
matter?

Having done just that, she proceeds
o a series of generalisations about the
failings not only of Leninism, but of
Marxism generally. Let’s look al a few
of them:

« . .the campaign for a woman's right 1o

choose whether Lo have an abortion or (0

have a child raises immediately control

over her own fertility and maternity which
leads to the more general issues of man's
sexual hold over woman, of human be-
ings’ relationship o their bodies and the
importance of sexual pleasure. ANl four
aspects af the question have been
neglected by Marxism. (Emphasis added)

Certainly Marxism has nol treated
any of these guestions as thoroughly as
it should.  Even so, where would
feminism be today without the substan-
tial body of Marxist work, from Engels’'
Origin of the Family through Kollontai's
and Wilhelm Reich's many writings?
And while it was non-Marxists like
Kate Millett and Shulamith Firestone
who initiated a revolution in theory on
the “‘woman question” a decade ago,
Marxists are certainly doing their share
of the theoretical work today.®
Or take this passage:
. . .revolutionary organizations will
readily admit that they've learnt about
sexism through the women's movement,
racism through black organisations, eic.
But when it comes to developing the
pringiples of revolutionary politics, the
jprinciples of organising which seek Lo over-
throw capitalism as a whole, this has

traditionally been the internal concern

and wpoly of formally political

organisations,  Such a view had some

Justification at the time of mass soclalist

or communist parties as in Europe in the

19005 and 19205,

On the contrary, it never had any such
justification, nor have serious Marxists
ever claimed it had. Has Rowbotham
never heard of the Russian soviets, from
which Lenin drew so many important
conclusions about political power?
Never heard of the Paris Commune,
from which Marx learned such crucial
lessons about the capitalist state and
how 1o smash it?

And sinee she is aiming her critique
primarily at the IS, we should also men-
tion how profoundly the experience of
the British shop stewards’ movement of
1916-8 influenced not only Gramsei's
theory of workers' councils, but our
own concept of building a revolutionary
party.

Our thesis is not at all that we have a
monopoly of ideas on how to build a
movement or achieve socialism. [t is
merely that a centralised revolutionary
organisation is the hest way to
generalise, synthesize, and build on
those ideas.

For sheer effrontery, however, the
prize goes to Lynne Segal. In her essay,
Segal first criticises the painfully-crude
theories of capitalism and the state put
forward by the leninists, and then goes
on to say that “libertarians developed
richer theories of the role of the state,
and its hard and soft forces of repres-
sion, not just through the police and the
army but via education, health, sex role
conditioning, etc.” (p. 162)

How clever, But did they really work
that out for themselves? No indeed, for
if you take the trouble 1o look up the
footnote at the end of this passage, you
find the following:

This relates. as many people will know, (o

Alihusser's now famous essay on ideology

- . in which he argues that class relations

are produced through two kinds of inter-

related state institutions . . . Some Marx-
ists today point out that Althusser is only

a modern and wvulgar variant of earlier

Marxisis like Gramsci and the Frankfurt

school . . .

In other words, the “richer theories'
of the libertarians are derived from
the Leninist Gramsci and the Marxist
Frankfurt school, via the Stalinist
Althusser!

To summarise briefly: the critique
of Leninism is confused, ignorant,
sometimes dishonest.  But perhaps
the proposed alternatives are a bit
better? Let us see.

The Women’s
Movement and the
Proposed Alternative

w: were promised that the *‘women’s
movement suggesis certain ways of
reopening the possibility of a strong
socialist movement. ™

S0 it is no surprise at all to find that
Sheila Rowbotham paints a glowing pic-
ture of that movement, which she claims
has been free of dogmatism and sec-
tarianism:

The women's movement has had a great

reticence aboul blowing (rumpets . . .

There was mo bluffing but a careful,

scrupulous examination of the minutiae

of behaviour, with much more exacting

inner standards . . .

We have avoided a dogmatism with
which these (Leninist) traditions have
become encrusted.

She then proceeds to blow her trumpet
and make astonishingly dogmatic
statements about the women's move-
ment. Women's proups *‘reach con-
tinually outwards towards new forms of
expressing defiance and resistance . . "'
and their sharing of personal experiences
*is the source of a most extraordinary
power'".

The movement *‘has found a means
of remaining connected while growing
for a decade™. Feminists have been
“loathe to circumscribe (themselves)
within a new female hierarchy’".

Lynne Segal is no more modest. She
launches a massive broadside against the
International Marxist Group because
“‘they don’t seem to accept what we say
on the limits of orthedox Marxism™
and “do not seem to see the need for
feminism to transform the whole nature
of working-class politics and the left".

Is this sort of arrogance justified?
I'm not in any position to judge the
British women's movement nor, I sup-
pose, are most of my readers. But as this
book is a hit in Australia, it seems
reasonable to measure its claims against
the movement here.

Has it grown for a decade? Not if In-
ternational Women’s Day marches are
any indication. They are certainly no
larger than they were five years ago, and
in Melbourne, at least, they are con-




-

en's Liberation built a mass mav
alutionary organisation?

isational or strategic alternative 10

nd as we shall see, the attempt 10

ld a new strategy for socialism on the

list experience does not gel (he
hors very far.

understand the limits of the

fs orientation we need to look

eir strategic approach. In doing

perhaps important for an

review Lo stress at the outset

hook's perspective is meant 10
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be a socialist perspective,

Its authors are well 1o the left of the
Communist and Labour parties, and one
of them belongs to a revolutionary
group. While they emphasize auto-
nomous movements of the oppressed,
they really do subjectively want 1o unite
them with the workers Tor a siruggle
against capilalism. And they under-
stanel that without that unity and tha
struggle, all the autonomous movements
cannol win.

Unfortunately, they do not provide a
basis for achieving that unity. At the end
of the book, the fragments are still
[fragmented with no prospect of ever be-
ing otherwise.

What are all these fragments? Hilary
Wainwright gives us a lisi:

In eifect left wing irades councils,
socialist resource cenires, socialist
women's groups, theatre groups, left
hookshops, miliant shop siewards’ com
mitives often carry out, in sum, 1he func-
tions of a socialisi pany.
Now this little summary omits the role
played by the CP and the revolutionary
organisations, but let that pass. Wha is
very odd is the purely random nature of
the list. Are left wing trades councils
really no more important than theatre
groups? Are shop stewards no more cen-
tral 1o socialist strategy than bookshops?
Not for the authors of this book! In
fact they frequently display a hostifity (o
workplace organisation. Lynne Segal
has “rejected the idea that the industrial
working class must be the vanguard of
tevolutionary  struggle’”. And Sheila
Rowbotham takes this point of view 10 a
very startling conclusion:

Feminists have pointed cut thai not only

does the emphasis on work exclude

women but that the whole approach is

presented in terms of the male workers'

situation.
For those of us who have read Hidden
JSrom History this passage comes as
something of a shock, because that book
contained interesting chapters on work-
ing class women and women in trade
unions, and it taught us how women's
participation in class struggle has been
written out of histary books.

Now she can write them oul of the
contemporary working class, suggesting
that an “‘emphasis on work excludes
women™ as if the struggle at Grunwicks,
for example, had escaped her notice.

Of course, if you wrile women out of
the working class you end up with a
strategy, at least for women, that
focuses on  “'youth houses, youth
newspapers, adventure playgrounds and
free schools,"'(p162) So a lack of class

politics can lead 10 a return to the tradi-
tional female role,

It also has reformist implications.
The need for revolution arises, after all,
out of the class nature of society and
therefore of the state. Moreaver a con-
centration  on  building  adventure
playgrounds leads all too ofien (o a
dependence on funds handed out by that
state.

And in fact there are definite refor-
mist threads in the book. Have a good
look at this passage:

For socialists to win a parliamentary ma-

Jority will be important, but only on the

basis of, and accountable o, a sirong.

extra-parliamentary movement able 1o

confront the existing state apparatus and

the financial imterests it protects.(pIg)

MNow there are lois of questionable
things in this sentence. But for the sake
of argument, let's imagine thal the
capitalists will allow the socialists to get
amajority in parliament, At least we are
told that a mass movement is needed to
confront the state,

But anyone who has followed left
debates in the past few years knows that
the nature of this confrontation is rather
important. Does it involve smashing the
state, or some kind of more gradual
democratisation? The next sentence
reads:

For it is this movement which, favitg

destroved the coercive powers of the pre-

senl state, will provide the basis of the
new democratic form of political power.

(Emphasis added. )

This is quite breathtaking. Between the
first sentence and the second, we have
slid right past the whole problem of the
transfer of power! In real life, unfor-
tunately, this problem cannot be evaded
by glib formulations.

Still, that meed not concern us
Turther here, Reformist or not, any con-
tribution the authors can make to mov-
ing beyond the fragmented state of the
left deserves serious consideration. In
her final essay, Hilary Wainwright
fers the attractive prospect of a
**socialist alliance’'. How do we gel this
alliance, and what will it look like?

Wainwright begins with a few ex-
amples of what has happened already.
Unfortunately it is not much. In some
areas, she says, trades councils have
begun to act like socialist alliances by
supporting worthy causes. But there is
really nothing new about trades councils
doing thai. The better organisations of
the labour movement have traditionally
supported worthy causes.

There are socialist tendencies in the
women's and gay movements, who have
taken 1o supporting strikes and fighting

the cuts. But all she can claim is that
these rendencies indicate a “'strongly felt
need' for the alliance; they do not prove
the viability of any strategy.

Then there are the “numerous local
industrially-based organisations™ which
have been acting *‘almost like a political
alliance for many of the activists con-
cerned”’. But as Wainwright admis,
they have existed since the sixties. They
are not a sign of motion in the direction
she wants to go

Finally there is the Speke Area Trade
Union Committee, which ‘“‘did have
polential as a political alliance™ bu
failed 1o reali i
and environmenialists; and the Lucas
Aerospace workers — but the latier only
show “‘new ways in which activists are
building on the own resources and
organizations'’.

Now what these examples prove is
that there is a lot of creative work going
on. And it is interesting how much of it
lurns out o be union work and, in the
case of sogialist feminists and gays,
strike support. In other words, the class
struggle which the Fragments authors re-
ject as a central focus.

But even though Wainwright goes on
10 appeal once again (o the wondrous
powers of feminism, she does not pro-
vide any evidence that there is any real
motion in the world around her toward
the kind of alliance she is calling for.

This is important, for good ideas are
never quite enough (o build a move-
ment. They must also inlersect with
some kind of motion among the masses.
Otherwise they are utopian,

And still we do not know exactly
what these socialist alliances are sup-
posed 1o look like. The section actually
headed “‘Socialist Alliances’ is to be
found in the last chapter, and contains
exactly siv pages where alliances are
really discussed. These contain a few ex-
amples, and some vague his

First the Hounslow Socialist Forum.
This arose out of a thirteen-month oc-
cupation of Hounslow Hospital, and the
chairman of the hospital shop stewards'
committee is quoted at length. He talks
mainly about how the occupation led
people 1o unite, (o discuss issues, 1o
hreak down hierarchies.

The occupation became a base for
other campaigns and struggles, a sort of
school for activists.

It was used by the firemen in their strike,

by the NUJ Gournalists), and alsa by

some Labour Parly socialists who stood
in the local elections on a no culs, no
unemployment program.
Now [ think this is the most inspiring
page in the book. It is a marvellous ex-
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the best way (o build a
ml ﬂdm:zm is precisely through
searkplace organisation. In that sense, it
gﬁmm&mhormmh of the

the Fragmen
l’::_mn int:reslul because
nuumfnmﬂhnohloulmulm
what has the cenire ach-
M Here the text becomes vague:
fartnight, o
mﬁ ww m’ lssllsl into .n
‘broader context . . . People use it as a

place 1o .uppm for campaigns and
mlm“ilﬁ We meel at the Labour

Hall. We have not yel thought about
premises, OF -anything more ambitious yet.
We need (0 move slowly.

‘We are told a bit more about the
Tyneside socialist centre. It was sel up
“lﬂiﬂl:; for educational, cultural,

mmeli

fascist leafleting, mlmns to provide
for strikes, initiating local cam-

nnlvm"m-mtmngfmm this".
Again, the Islinglnn centre

socialist cultural events™”. Only recently
did they decide 1o “*play a more active
role”. And in Hackney there is a group

But a series of local centres are local
fragments. And (his chapter is meant to
tell us how 10 g0 beyond the fragments.

‘Even 50, a discussion of how to build
local centres might be useful. But Wain-
wright maintains a studied vagueness
on this. !‘Shﬂe are ‘‘plenty of

But the “‘way such
M come about will vary

me national
&nmwmwm Sy
u Or
ﬁ'mﬂmﬂ;hmm{mnr
m !:ﬂlllﬂul of
‘my emphasis,) .

And so on, to the final paragraph in
which we are told: 2

at which these local socialist

];::.;::mlm and develop, the dialec-

lic between them, and the emergence of a

national socialist organization, cannot be

Jaid down in advance. A revolutionary

upheaval in Ltaly or Spain, for example,

could rapidly extend people’s horizons.

Sa there you are. Nobody knows how 1o
build even local alliances, let along the
national socialist organization which is
slipped in at the finish, after being
studiously ignored throughout the
discussion. We may simply have (o wait
until something happens in Spain.

Never mind! It is time 1o devold
another nine pages lo criticising the
Leninists (p240-9). But | will spare the
reader that.

Behind the
Fragments: A
Fragmented Method

In her essay *‘A Local Experience”,
Lynne Segal says fatly that *‘a Marxism
which does not base itself on feminism
- .. will not liberate women'*

This is one of many passages which
suggest that feminist theory is more pro-
found than Marxism. Yet on the same
page, Segal admits that compared 10 the
women's movement, “‘the left groups
... seemed more able 1o produce an
understanding of the world as a
totality'”,

But if the feminist experience is (o
show ws how to go beyond the
fragments, surely an ability to analyse
the world as a totality is a prety basic
requirement!

In her introduction to the second edi-
tion, Hilary Wainwright admits that the
boak doesn’t “‘really say anything prac-
tical about getting there". If we are to
understand why, we need to examine the
political method behind the Fragments.

OFf course the authors would pro-
bably deny that they have any method,
The back cover blurb says they ““do not
:I'.f:m:ﬂl’ ‘answers' — indeed their

concerns and em
that impossible’’. ek

But even an “‘anti-method'"

e i 15 still a
definite point of view. And i . Buing
for it, the authors reproduce certain

system of ideas whether they know it o
not

An important part of it turns out (o
be opposition to seeing the world g5 4
totality.

The roots of this rejection are indeed
drawn from the experience of feminism
from the belief that ‘‘the personal s
political’. This was an important insigh,
of women's liberation. The mover
pointed out the political imp
many personal matters, from sexualiry
to doing the dishes.

But that insight also brought with i
eertain danger. It could be, and incre:
ingly was, interpreted (o mean
politics was reducible 1o he pe
and therefore to the subjectiv

Itis one thing to say that feelings are
(in a sense) as important as intellectyal
insights. It is another to say they are (he
same as intellectual insights, that
can be the basis of analysis

Yet that is precisely what Sheil:
Rowhotham says. She says, ““Our
are valid because they come from within

5."" And this notion is counterposed to
the Leninist approach in which, sup-

posedly, “thought comes from
thought™'. Hence the repeated emphas
on the ‘‘spiritual’’ aspect of con

sciousness (eg pl109, 122)

Leninists actually think that thought
(more precisely consciousness) comes
from material being, But ne mind
What matters here is Rowbotham's con
tention that valid ideas can somehow
spring from feeling. And everyone
feelings are different, of course, nor is it
possible to measure up one feeling
against another. Hence the impossibil
of “‘answers"™

That is why the persp
Fragmenis never goes beyon

— ad hoc and loose though |
be™* and “‘unity (which) will have to be
And

vague and loose to begin with
this is to be a vague unity
auionomous movements and groups.

Autonomy is a very problematic con
cept, which has come to mean r||||l||
more than independent orgar
Women-only groups can be useful
were crucial in establishing women's
liberation. But teday the concept of
autonomy is taken to mean that therc is
a distinct feminist theory that
developed by women acting on their
own, a distinct feminist struggle whict
only women can wage, agains!
something called *‘patriarchy
different from capitalism and
important.
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On the picket line. Beyond the Fragmen

There is no space here 1o discuss the
coneepl in any depth. It is enough to in-
dicate a few of the sectarian implica-
tions, Firstly it concentrates on men
rather than capitalism as the ene No
amount of theoretical window-dressing
can hide that fact, and there are any
number of feminists who don't bother (o
hide it. And secondly, it has become a
prescription for every movement of the
oppressed

Take the recent Socialists and
Homosexuality Conference in
Melbourne. The conference was open (o
non-gay socialists. In response, the
Melbourne Women's Liberation
Newsletter took it upon itsell to make
these comments;

The Collective notes that this conference
is an open conference for socialists on
lity, rather than a conference
of socialist homosexuals or a conference
for homosexuals on socialism. We feel
this is a serious move away
cept of an independent Homose
Movement which delermines ils analy
and sirategies among the oppressed group

homose

while

PRUFITS

es1s 1hal

ggle s

d the need for u

il represents We wish ta seriously
raisc the question of the value beng
placed on (he autonomy and indepen.

dence of the Homosexual Movement, in

the coniext of 1his propesed conference

Now if a joint discussion between gay
and siraight socialists is a threat (o the
*‘autonomy’’ of the gay movement, that
autonomy must be a very narrow and
divisive thing. And the common ten-
dency 10 extend the concept Lo every op-
pressed group offers the prospect of a
very fragmented, squabbling movement
for chang

From here it is only a short step 1o
the suspicion that in reality the interests
of different oppressed groups don't
coincide. And sure enough, Hilary
Wainwright comes right out and says so:

MNeither is the merging of the movemenits
any solution; there are good reasons for
ils aulonomy,
controlling ils own orgamization. For
women, blacks, (rade unionists, gays,
youth and national minorities  have
mierests which may sometimes be
antagonistic to each other both now and

each movement preser

and the oppressed may nol always be compalible. This
etween them

prabably in a socialist society. (p6, em-
is a

This is a very pessimistic view of
socialism! It will be a class society (why
else trade unions?) with different groups
who have conflicting interests. In fact, it
looks rather like capitalism. Real libera-
tion would seem to be impossible, and
even under socialism we will not manage
to move beyond the fragments.

Here, the real importance of
socialism, and so of revolution, disap-
pears. A focus on reform would logically
be all that's left for activists. Of course,
with suitable rhetoric a piecemeal reform
can be made to sound profound and
radi

The women's movement has been part of

a new recognition which the welfare staie

has made possible. First, that we necd the

gains made by the working class and the
feminist movements of the past. Sec-
ondly, that the existence of these gains
makes possible new forms of resistance in
which we can fight for control over wel-
fare_ Thirdly, that no improvement is ever
finally ‘achieved’. For within a capitalist




when it doesn't work. Capitalist realijies
panel!ale the organisation, and s
members’ behaviour doesn't Measire up.
10 the ideals. The activists consequen|y
lose faith in so moitsell. 1T we can’y
treat each other in a socialist manner,
they say, and if our organisation s fyl]
of capitalist features, how are we ever
“going to transform the whole world in 4
socialist direction?

The answer is thal people, and
groups, are transformed in sfrugple.
This has comparatively little 10 do with
organisational forms, or behavioural
prescriptions, and a great deal 1o do with
a political strategy that can lead a united
movemenlt Lo victory,

But as we have seen, the Fragments
authors oppose such a stratcgy, nor |5
itheir perspective based primarily on
strugele.

- phi losophy of individual subjcclmm
- of ideas which are valid because they
come from within us. The immediate
consequence is a refusal to accepi that
there can be any “‘answers’” — that is,
any correct strategy — because
‘anyone’s ideas arc as valid as anyone
else’s.

Applied to movements of the op-
-pnssﬂl this fits neatly together with the
ggestion that each group has opposing

interests, which will probably con-
it even under socialism,
* This deeply pessimistic appraisal is
he underpinning for a perspective which
3 ounts to plugging away for piecemeal
‘reform, and establishing pleasant
rative forms where we can engage

in endless dialogue.
~ To make this perspective credible, o
~ wastly overoptimistic picture must at a
eertain point be painted of th slrun.\h\

_mixture of slander and uwlmum
e served up to clear away the
ts of those who do have @
and who do base their work on
bility of uniting all the exploited

ssed.
{in case the whole house of cards
les under a serious scrutiny, the
{'lalre ane last weapon up their
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sleeve, They attempt to immunise their
readers against logical argument. In the
concluding passages of her essay, Sheila
Rowbotham writes these revealing
words:

11 has been difficult in the last decade for

us o bring together our political ex-

perience.  The versions of  Leninism

carrent on the lefl make it difficull (o

legitimale any aliernative approaches (o

s politics which have been stumb

limg inio existence. These Leninisms are

difficult Lo counter bevause at ih

superficial they have a surface coher H

they argue about brass tacks and hard

facts. They claim history and sport Lheir

own insignia and regalia of position
Here is the Catch-22. If the Leninists
marshal effective arguments against the
Fragments viewpoint, the reader is ex-
pected to be resentful. If they argue with
evidence, that is just another example of
their perversity (radical reminists will
call it *“‘male logic''). And if they point
to the lessons of history, this can be
dismissed by lumping it together with
their *“‘sporting their own insignia" —
whatever that means.

Unfortunately, there are a lot of
people prepared to be immunised,
Which brings us back to our starting
point: what kind of people like this
book? Who would be attracted to
pessimism, subjectivism, a bit of local
reform work and a lot of cosy dialogue?
And who wants this badly enough to
block off any logical argument against
n?

The answer is: a lot of the left, par-
ticularly the activists from what we
could perhaps call the Vietnam
generation.

This is the generation that came out
of the heady mass mobilisations of the
late sixties and early seventies. The
generation that had such grand hopes
for transforming the world. And many
of whom put in a fabulous amount of ef-
fort, dedication and inspiration into try-
ing to do il.

We have not done it yet. And set
against our hopes, our achievements to
date look pretty puny.

The women's liberation movement,
which began with the exhilaration of
radical new insights and so many per-
sonally liberating experiences, has been
in decline since the middle of the
sevenlties,

The students who became Maoists
have seen China exposed for the state
capitalist country that it is. Most have
lost hope, and the handful that cling 1o
Mao-thought these days confess 1o pro-
found confusion.

We in the International Socialists,

though we have grown several times over
since the Constitutional Crisis, remain
acutely aware that we are very small
vompared to the prablems that confron!
us. And it has been an exhausting
struggle just 1o reach our present size,

Hence the attraction of a book which
provides a scapegoat (the Leninists),
makes a virtue out of necessity
(fragmentation is desirable!), and sug:
gests that talk is more important than
aclion — except for the local reform ac-
tion which is all that many leftists feel up
1o these days.,

For feminists, there is the added at-
traction of a fantasy world in which their
movement has ‘‘a most extraordinary
power".

The atiraction of the book arises out
of a real problem: the failures of the left
and the exhaustion of the activists, and
the inability of the revolutionary groups
to provide a sizeable focus for mobilisa-
tion,  Unfortunately, Beyond the
Fragments offers no solution, unless you
accepl the solution of self-delusion and
retreat

The failures need to be analysed, the
exhaustion coped with, the isolation of
the left avercome. Among other things
this will undoubtedly demand that
Leninists face up to their own
weaknesses and mistakes. However it
will also require that everyone on the left

faces up to *“*hard facts and brass
tacks”'. This the Fragments authors
declare themselves opposed 1o,

But as Sheila Rowbotham herself
says; we Leninists, whatever our faulis,
have a certain talent for it
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“Now, at the end of t
30-year period of
unparalleled expansion,
unemployment and inflation
are running at disturbing
rates; economic instability
has increased. Why? What
has gone wrong!™'

Bnurgeuis economists are in a flap
over Lhe continuing failure of |
economy 1o right itself. Simil
wing economists and marxists agree (hat
there is a world crisis. The dimensions of
the erisis make it difficult 1o ignore,
though many economists make valiani
efforis. From the mid-1970's Lhe rates of
growth of world output and trade have
been lower, while inflation and
unemplayment have been higher, tha
any‘ other period since World War 11 (sce
Table 1).

These economic facts are only one
dimension of the crisis. The instability
of global capitalism is also apparent in
the escalation of preparations [or war,
military conflicts and anti-imperialist
revolution. These developments have
shaken both US and Russian i
perialism in Afghanistan, El Salvad
Poland, Nicaragua, Iran and Portugal
The well-trad paths of the American and
Russian empires arc increasingly unsafc
for managers seeking swift profits and
defence chiefs looking for securc
military bases.

Given that Australia is thoro
integrated with the rest of the world
through trade, investment and
technology flows as well as “defence’
pacts, it is hardly surpris that
Australia has also felt the
Australia’s problems are essentially part
of international problems, whether they
are difficulties in obtaining  cxport
‘Orders, cut-price imporis, surges 1
foreign invesiment or proposals (07
‘deployment of Australian troop:
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NOTE 1 average for 1064-1969 and 19701979
SOURCES: WE Nortan “E
10 5010 Cangr
OECD Ecomar

i of Econy
5 0l ANZAAS Ad:
Bok Decemb

TABLE 1

Two decades: some statistical comparisons

PRODUCTION (industrialised countries)

average parcenlage change per year 48 36
CONSUMER PRICES (indusirialised countries)

average percenage change per year 29 7.4
WORLD TRADE

average perceniage change per year B.5 68
UNEMPLOYMENT {80% OECD lotal) % I 4.3

Statdity. the Infermaiional Ensironmen. Paper presented
@ 1216 May 1980
1 1980 Paris.

1960's 1870's

overseas and the increased presence of
US military hardware and com-
munications equipment here.

Recognition of Australia’s place in
the world is not a strong point for local
economists of the left or right. Both
generally take certain supposedly unique
aspects of the Australian economy as the
focus for their analyses of its future
directions. Government policy, the scale
of foreign invesiment, and the
“‘resources boom' are paid particular
attention by both schools.

Although their conclusions are con-
tradictory, they both use neoclassical
tools of economic analysis, coupled with
conspiracy theory (in one case a con-
spiracy by trade union agitators, in the
other by multinational corporations).
Many orthodox economists conclude
that with sound economic management
Australia can avoid the problems of
world crisis by riding the tip-truck’s
back. Their opponents think that
unlike other developed capitalist coun-
tries, Australia is being turned into an
underdeveloped nation.

This article argues that it is not pos-
sible to understand Australia’s economy
in isolation from trends in the world
economy. It assumes that the world
crisis can be best understood in terms of
the tendency of the rate of profit to fall.?
Australia is neither an energy-rich
paradise nor a deindustrialising inferno
Like the rest of the world, it is a
purgatory for the working class while
capitalists attempi to shifi the burden of
the crisis onto its shoulders.

The first section offers a critique of
the Fraser Government's assessment of
the significance of the resources boom.
The following two sections deal with the
*‘left nationalist’® analysis of the
Australian economy. In concluding 1
suggest some strategic implications.

Energy Paradise:
Whose Boom?

Deapile cuts in the social wage, real
wages lower in 1981 than they were
in 1975, anguished cries from some
Australian manufacturers, and concern
in Victoria’s leading circles, the Fraser
Government has been telling us for
several years that the Australian
economy is in good shape. Fraser is
backed up by other prominent
Australians, from the trendy Neville
Wran to the reactionary Bjelke-
Petersen.

Essentially, they all argue that
Australia, or their own bit of it, is and
can continue to be an exception to
world trends, largely because of the wise
policies pursued by their Governments.
Fraser, for example, maintains that:

To have a new investment confidence

alive at a time when world trade is

depressed and has been slowing, is a

notable achievement Moreover, (he

outlook for the early years of this new

decade is very much mare promising than

that confronting the world economy.’
The OECD (the rich western nations’
club) backs up this sort of statement to
some extent. lis December 1980 report
on the world situation predicted lower
unemployment and inflation, and higher
growth for Australia in 1981, compared
10 previous years and the rest of the
world. But “‘the forecast is dominated
hy strong growth in business investment
associated with the development of
resource based industries’.' The July
1981 report saw a continuation of the
growth trend, but with substantially
higher inflation during 1982,

The resources boom is essentially the
consequence of Australia’s fortuitous
geology and international economic
developments. It has little to do with
good economic management by State or
Commonwealth Governments. Several
other countries are benefiting from
these developmenis Lo some exient, in-
cluding for example Canada, Brazil and
a number of African countries.'

The leap in oil prices during the
mid-1970's and their sustained higher
levels for the rest of the decade provides
the backdrop to Australia’s boom. In a
period of high-priced energy, Australia
is very well endowed with economically
recoverable, energy-rich minerals—coal,
natural gas, uranium and 1o a lesser ex-
tent oil. The boom advocates say that an
expansion of resource development
greater than that of the late 1960's and
early 1970°s is just taking off. They
argue that, with sound economic
management, the boom can sustain
cconomic  growth and  benefit all
Australians.* (The strategy entailed in
“*sound economic management'” is not
something | propose to consider here.
The contradictions between this
strategy, based on curtting wages, and

Month %

& Year Mining change
411979 8.05
101979 9.11 13
51980 19.23 98
1111980 23.05 20

TABLE 2
Proposed Mining and Manufacturing Projects at Committed and
Final Feasibility Stage (A$ billion)

SOURCE: Depariment of indusity and Commerce Mining and Manulaciuring Industrias.
ropased Froects SuIvey varaus ssues.

Manufact % fotal %
4.40 12.45
7.24 65 16.35 31
9.69 34 28.92 76
10.33 if 33.38 15




8 10 corrode the foundaiions of
stralia; ENErzy paracise’. In (he or.
OX cconomic analysis of the b

nternational factors are equated
mavements in exchange rates ang the
balance of payments. The underiyin,
~ wauses af the boom in the internation ;)
- market go unprobed. Thesc considera-
- tions place both the dimensions ang
duration of the boom in quesiion

- COMMODITY BOOMS/COMMODITY
- SLUMPS

Thc autput of a majority of the ney
- projects which constitute the boom can
enly be realised, as income and prof;
on the world market. The ** Australian '
resources boom is not Australian a a)
1t is a global phenomenon, caused by
high international prices for certain
commodities which make new iy
vestmenis profitable. Further, curren|
rices are not the main determinant of
future profitability — anticipated inter
national prices are decisive in determin.
ing whether a project will go ahead.
- The boom is based on a very narrow
1 of commodities. Almost 70 per
cent of the new investment planned ar
the commilted or final feasibility stage
he Department of Industry and Com-
rce November 1980 Survey were in
il, gas, coal or aluminium production.*
najority of likely investment in large-
~scale projects is thus dependent on
| | world energy prices (clectricity is a
L c€ost in the production of
linium). These investments are
fore very much affected by
menlts in one of the world’s most
le commodity markets, that for oil.
es in patterns of energy consump-
and even recent movements in both
and spot prices for oil and cur-
udi foreign policy suggest that the
gy erisis'* of the 1970’s will not be
iding economic factor during

part from the question of energy
. all the investments currently be-
‘and planned can only be pro-
the world economy and hence
ity markets expand at a signifi-
However, the experience of
five Lo ten years and capitalism’s
g inability to overcome current
Profits suggest that this is a
‘assumption to make. In [hl“
, the better economic per-
i Australia based on world
y markets cannot continue
st of the world economy re-

fwu.l'cy of the Australian

~ accelerated by nations and capitals
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1y i ally d on

gilability of overseas investment
. The narrowness of the resources
s commodity base, and s
idence on high future prices give it
peculative character.

~ The speculative bubble of new in.
~vestment s likely to deflate or burst
when there is a loss of confidence in the
tability of Australian resource-
d investment as a result, for ex-
le, of a slump in prices for one or
of the main commodities involved,
efer than expected cyclical boom or
er than expected recession. So ar
tments which didn’t happen —
scaled down, abandoned or
ned such as the Rundle oil shale
, and the aluminium smeiter at
erg — have been aberrations
‘the trend. In one to three vears'
may appear as forewarnings of
urn in resource-based invesi-

- only is the ‘‘Australian
om the consequence of in-
developments, it is also a
L part of an international
' boom. Projects are being in-
other countries for the same
the Australian ones. It is a
n commonplace that booms
generate the conditions for later slumps.
This is particularly true for commodity
booms.

 The prospect of high profits from a
particular commodity generates invest-
‘ment. Since the investment is under-
laken by distinct corporate or national
capitals there is no way of ensuring that
-production will not outpace demand. In-
dividual capitals gamble on their pro-
Jects coming on stream earlier than or
‘having other advantages over their
i . Only globally-planned invest-
nent could avoid the cyclical booms and
umps of the business cycle,

of diversified sources of
supply for iron ore, the picture is not
Yuite so bright today:;
In the past decade the price in real terms
of our iron ore has fallen in that market
(Japan) by some 20 percent, and the cost
of iron ore as a percentage of (he price of
steel, has fallen from 13 per cent 1o 8 per
cent.'!
Coal and aluminium are likely (o follow
yesterday's star, iron are, into obscurity
s New projects come on line at a faster
rate than demand grows, Eventually, in
the next cyclical recession or the one
after, prices will drop and stabilise at
lower levels. In the medium term, the
Australian economy cannot remain out
of step with the world economy.

WHO BENEFITS?

Is the boom likely to improve the lot of
all Ausiralians while it lasts? Even in this
watered-down form, the Government’s
argumenis are flawed. Much of the in-
come generated by resource projects will
be in the form of profits. Without the
prospects of above-average profits, the
projects will mot start. Without near-
average profits, they will not continue to
produce. This major component of in-
come benefits a small number of peaple,
the owners and controllers of the cor-
porations which run the projects,
whether Australian or foreign,'®

The benefits of new projects do not
flow on 1o other sectors of the economy
at the same rate during the whole of
their lives, even if the prices of their out-
puts hold up. The flow-on is concen-
trated in the initial and relatively short
construction phase, during which the
site is prepared, accomodation and
other installations built, and machinery

d R bl

- The inbuilt for
o turn commodity booms into slumps is

whose interests lie in low commodity

prices. For example, Australia’s largest

trading pariner is trying to generate an
of ing coal by initiati

pp
~ Or encouraging mew projects in

~ Australia, Alaska, Canada, China and
~ the US mail ' It is even

During this
stage, firms in sectors which produce
the input for the projects expand their
output. The level of employment at this
slage is generally very much greater than
subsequently, as the process of constru
ting projects is more labour intensive
than actually operating them. The
estimated direct employment on new

ini bauxite and alumina pro-

the Ministry of International Trade

Industry’s forecasts for Japanese

d for coal have been deliberately
2

ring the 1960's, iron ore was a
commodity like coal and

today, promising greal and
‘benefits for Australia. With a

jects during the construction phase is
10,200 but only 4,700 during the opera-
tional stage.'*

During the second, production stage
inputs from other sectors will be
restricted to transport, maintenance,
some raw materials and services for the
labour force. In the medium term, new
Pprojects do generate activity in other sec-

tors, cspecially in the manufacture of
€quipment. But because many of the in-
puls into new projects, especially
inery and equi ;

in capital-intensive industries, the
employment-creating effects, even dur-
ing the construction stage, are unlikely
o cause significant reductions in
unemployment.

The employment-creating effects of
the boom may even be off-set in the
short term by the growth in the work
force and redundancies due to
technological change, the consequences
of falling profit rates in Australian in-
dustries, and the crisis in the world
economy — for example through reduc-
tions in non-resource exports,

It is sometimes argued that the taxa-
tion system can redistribute the benefits
of the resources boom to the whole
“Australian community''. At present,
however, taxation redistributes wealth
from the working to the capitalist class
directly, in the form of subsidies, or sim-
ply through maimtaining the capitalist
state's bureaucracies, courts and armed
forces. Cuts in Government expenditure
on the social wage (especially health,
education and welfare spending) and
increases in indirect taxes on the
necessities of life indicate that Fraser is
intent on increasing the inequities of the
system of public receipts and expen-
ditures.

The resources boom has probably
led, itself, to a redistribution /o capital,
through infrastructure spending. Power
stations, roads, police stations, schoals,
harbours, etc. are largely paid for out of
public income. The tariff structure for
electricity for aluminium smelters etc.

The taxation system does redistribute
wealth — from workers to capitalists
and between capitalists,

The environmental costs to the
“‘Australian community’* of new pro-
jects are difficult to assess. The main
source of information is environmental
impact statements commissioned by the
project developers. These costs also cast
doubts on their benefits for all
Australians. And to them we must add
the continuing trampling of Aboriginal
rights which accompanies the new projects.

Even the current relatively good per-
formance of the Australian economy
cannot be entirely attributed to the
resource boom. The surge in real wages
over the past year, in contravention of
the Government’s principles of *'sound
management’’, has undoubtedly
stimulated the economy in the short
term. (See Figure 3.)
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show that Australia is being dein-
dustrialised. The tendency for manufac
turing’s share of economic activity o
decline is a trend common 10 most
‘developed private capitalist countries
Belgium, France, Japan, the
Netherlands, Sweden and Britain have
all experienced falls in the numher
~employed in manufacturing  between
1970 and 1978."%
¢ Falling manufacturing employment
is attributable to factors other than dein-
ustrialisation. New, labour-saving
- technology has, so far, had a greater
- effect on the manufacturing than the
~ services sector. With the diffusion of
nicro-processor technology through the
viee sector (word processors,
a tomatic tellers, computerised cash
. Tegisters, etc.) the growth of employ-
here is also likely (o slow down.
facturing’s declining share of
‘and gross fixed capital expenditure
stralia does not mean that there
na fall in the real level of
uFing outpul or investment, In
have been fluctuating. The
an be explained by the faster
of other sectors and a tendency
vities previously allocated 1o
ing to be attributed to other
because of, for example, in-
ices such as advertising and
ney, being contracted out and
ider use of leasing arrangements
al equipment.
e resources boom is resulting in a
increase in the level of invest-
manufacturing industry. The
nents are particularly associated
aluminium production: alumina
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smelting, and

ated industries such as the pro-
dion of graphite elecirodes. The
struction phase for large resources
sed projects is leading 1o substantial

cis.** Even the Australian Industries
Association, a lobby
up for Ausiralian manufaciurers,
cedes that the proportion of invest-
expenditure initially spent in
ralia during the construction phase
y 1o be high.”
e only way that left nationalists
ntain their deindustrialisation
al present is by playing with
1ons. They maintain that
uree based’ manufacturing is not
ne manufacturing. However, ihis
nt would eliminate the iron and
dustry, food processing, erc.
nanufaciuring as well. In fact, all
ufacturing is based on the process-
of raw materials. For marxists, the
I the production process which
ved, the skills required, capital
rate of surplus value, etc., are
mportant characieristics of in-
than arbitrary distinctions bet-
' mining and manufaciuring.

IMPERIALISM DR NEW WORLD
ORDER?

Awulding to the left nationalists, the
multinational conspirators® plan for the
world is ““the new international division
of labour™ . Manufacturing production
15 supposedly being shifted from
developed to underdeveloped countries
Ausirg deindustrialising fo South
East Asia. James Petras has offered a
critigue of this theory.

Petras poinis to the continuily in the
world division of labour over the past 20
years; “‘the overwhelming majority of
third world countries are still
predominantly exporters of primary
£oods.""" While cheap labour is a con-
sideration for growing industrial pro-
duction in a handful of countries feg.
Brazil, Korea, Taiwan, Singapore, Hong
Kong), this is only relevant for some
labour-intensive industries, notably
clothing, “*but hardly a basis for sweep-
ing assertions concerning a new inter-
national division of labour'*.*

The new international division of
labour theorists have been fixated by the
experience of that handful of countries
and taken in by the rhetoric of the

T 3 TABLE 3
~ Manufacturing Industry Share of Employment, GDP and GFCE
Employment" GDP? GFCE*
No{'000) %o % million % $ Yo
1974-5prc8s
1966 11860 305 10639 255 830 489
1967 12068 302 11,326 262 831 44.4
1968 12343 299 12,271 259 862 41.2
1969 1269.1 297 13.040 261 968 399
1870 13006  29.2 188528 855 1104 365
1871 13168 287 13,724 255 1097 34.4
1972 12803 278 14468 259 1025 376
1973 18012 273 15209 254 1222 322
1974 13438 270 14,603 238 1547 43.9
1475 12200 247 14,555 +.29.2 1482 283
1217.1 247 14608 228 1748 297
11842 240 2104 301
11524 234 2428 280
11845 = 234
1166.1 233

i ABS Empioyment and Unemplyment, Ausiralia, Rel 62130
ABS Empioyed Wage and Salary Earners, Austraba Rl £2140
ABS Australian Natkonal Accounis, Gross
Reserve Bank of Australia Ausivalisn Econamic Stalisiics 194850 1o 1978, 7, 1080
ABS Seasonally Adjusted Indicalors, Ausiraha 1380 Rel 1908

emgayment al i sach year
! linancial yoar
financial year, agricullure, Ioesiey. ishing, huating, govermen! degariments and enisiprises, con-
Aliuetion and communily services sacluded

Product by Indusiry Rel 52110

Trilateral Commission. These countries
do not provide a model for the transfor-
mation of underdeveloped countries.
Their industrialisation and that of other
third world dictatorships is overwhelm-
ingly dependent on investment from the
centres of world imperialism and pro-
duction for world markets. It is also
determined by military considerations
and the use of low wage labour (o batter
down wages of lahour in advanced
capitalism.” The nationalist theory is
essentially a substitute for examining the
underlying causes of the world crisis,

The new international division of
labour, and its corollary in Australian
deindustrialisation are, according to the
left nationalists, effected by a number of
mechanisms. These include increased
imports, Australian firms going
overseas, mining investment crowding
oul manufacturing investment and the
Gregory thesis,

*‘Deindustrialisation”’ suggests that
Australian industry is going elsewhere,
This ean occur either through imporis
displacing domestic production, or
Australian production being shifted
“‘off-shore’”. However there is little
evidence to suggest that either process is
significant.

A recent study of the factors respon-
sible for the poor performance of
Australian manufacturing indicates that
the role of increased imports is small.**
The main reason for the fall in manufac-
turing employment is that the market
has failed 10 expand enough to off-set
the growth in labour productivity. That
is, the effects of technological change,
speed-ups, etc., were more significant
than those of increased imports:

For manufacturing as a whole, the in-

crease in the share of imporis is estimated

to have led to a reduction of 0.6 per cent

in employment compared with a redue-

tion of 3.4 per cent in employment due to

reductions in unit labour requirements.*’
A survey of other studies of the effects
of imports in different developed privale
capitalist countries has found general
agreement that changes in trade flows
had only small effects on the level of
employment.’*

The argument for deindusiralisation
through Australian firms going off-
shore is even shakier than that concern-
ing the effects of imports. Since 197475,
direct manufacturing investment abroad
has only been about 4 per cent of
Australian new fixed capital expenditure
by private enterprises in manufacturing.
A tiny proportion. Further, considera-
tion of Australian investment overseas
has to be set off against overseas invest-
ment in Australia. When this exercise is



s do concede that the
avernment has 1o make Conces.
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- magnitude of these “concessinn. ek
gnificant that it is more useqy| {0 sep
e Liberal/National Couniry |, .
‘Government as the representative o m:
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During 1980 the Foreign Investment
eview Board, the Governmen body
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ey Creek coal project was knocked
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found vitality:
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ese revised expectations have
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development. "
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were genuincly opposed, then
rnment  guidelines for joint
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Le concessions
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because local firms were in
quity in large projects. This
5€ in many underdeveloped
where the survival of the local
dependent on concessions
foreign capital by the state,
Australia.
sions'” involving the protec-
stralian manufacturing are
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ationals and the Govern
do away with manufac
then, presumably, the
fOpriate concessions (o
nufacturers would be
iquidating their capital
Government is continuing
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st measures which raise the
of firms in “inefficient’
This encourages both con-
raduction and investment,
 clothing, textiles, footwear and
stries are uncompetilive on Lhe
rkei. Between 1969 and 1978
yment in textiles fell by 5.2 per
nually and in clothing and
by 4.8 per went. These, the
il industries, are prolected by (he
gent measures: import quotas,
Ciovernment, with iis 25 per
the board tariff cut, was far
em than the Fraser Govern-
‘able 5.)

indusiry as an example of
sation.'* Domestic produc-
industry is dominated by
wned companies whose ac-

of Simpson-Pope with
d Email with Kelvinator. Un-
for the left nationalists, the
domestic production in the
‘markel rosc after the im-
ion of a new Government
d after the mergers). The
share rose from less than 60 10
70 per cent.

car industry, expori com-
ation is & means of integrating
more closely with world
production, while maintain-
| manufacturing base. Com-
involves local producers
or duly-free imporis by

e world economy, es-
oped countries, promp-
i and crisis. The latter

n of production from
derdeveloped countries

ishi, one of the world's
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al of a local car in-

Governmenl is defen-
1 facturing base through
“defence policy is being
cal industry. Hence the
for off-set agreements with
iers of military hardware.
1ations for 75 fighter air-
SA involve 30 per cent

The Fraser Government is not intent
on eliminating Australian manufactur-
ing industry. Despite its free trade
rhetoric and adulation of mining invest-
meni, the Government has consistently
bowed 1o pressure from internationally
uncompetitive indusiries, and rejected
recommendations for dramatically lower
protection from the Industries
Assistance Commission. Iis strategy is o
use the resources boom to strengthen
and proiect the whole of the capitalist
class by retaining tariffs and encourag-
ing new manufacturing.

The protection of manufacturing
capital by the Government is not the
protection of jobs. All Ausiraliam in-
dustries will conlinue 1o be subject (o
pressures  for  rationalisation  and
technological chapge. These are the
greaiest threais 10 jobs, not dein-
dusirialisation.

he left nationalis analysis of
Australian capitalism is deficient on a
number of counts:
* Australia is not being turned into a
quarry. While 1here has been a fall in
manufacturing  employment  and
slagnation of real output during the
late 1970°s, these developments do
nol place Australia outside the
general experiences of developed
capitalist couniries. The construction
phase of the resources boom is likely
lo sece a shori-term  uplurn in
manufacturing employment and real
outpul.
The mechanisms supposedly respon-
sible for deindustrialisation don't
seem to be working. The effects of in-
creased imports are small compared
1o those of the economic crisis and
productivity growth.  International
investment flows are having an in-
dustrialising effect. The assumptions
behind the assertion that mining
investment is at the expense of

-

manufacturing investment, and
behind the Gregory thesis, are
logically and empirically suspeci.
Those supposedly responsible  for
deindusiriali - Itinati

and the Fraser Government — are
not behaving as they ought. Foreign
investment has tended 0 go more
into manufacturing than local invesi-
ment, while locally based multi-
nationals have no interest in seeing
their investments wiped out. The
Fraser Government is protecting and
encouraging Australian manufactur-
ing and limiting foreign ownership
The decisive factors in the Australian
economy are the same as those in the
world economy — competition, ac-
cumulation and crisis.

»

From Ho Chi
Minh City to
the Outback

The left nationalist economic analysis
attempts to provide an explanation of
the problems workers face every day.
The attempt would be worthwhile if it
generated new and practical solutions Lo
these problems. Unfortunately as we
see below there are no real solutions
in the “‘transitional programme to
socialism™,'*  “‘alternative economic
strategy”'" or “‘people’s economic pro-
gramme''**, which set out the “‘prac-
tical” aspects of the left nationalist
position. The programme usually sets

c in

TABLE 5

fenti

*Transpart Eguipment s maindy car producli

o Awerage Annual
Giwah in Empicy:

] ploy and Ppr
selecled manufacturing industries: 1968/9-1977/8

% Effective Protection

mont 1S6AGAGTTE  \BGAR 19734 18IS 1917
Textiles —hi2 43 B 50 a7
Clothing and Foolwear -48 g7 64 96 149
Transport Equipment * -06 50 39 66 61
Total Manutaciuring -15 36 27 28 26

ian
SOURCE: Industies Assiglance Commissan (1AC) Annval Repor 19788




out a list of ds for greater public

; re planning, worker par-
mﬂ odion mm;n counteract
P the world economy on

The

| in nationalist terms,
“on the multinationals as the
qv. Exhortations (o involve-

: in movements and mobilisations
are appended 10 the demands.

g the inadequacy of their
‘economic analysis, the left nationalists
still find an audience for their ideas.
There are three main reasons. First, that

‘real problems that
e a ry day —_.I danci :
lower cuts in social services an
mﬂ@% the Government. They
also offer some strategies for avercom-
ing these 1 s, often dressing them
up in the rhetoric of struggle.

‘Secondly, the left nationalists appeal
to the long tradition of labour nation-
alism in Ausir It is a papulist
ideology based he assumption that
"Aiumﬁapgerggnfenu" is inherently
desirable and in fact obtainable. By
m ng  mullinationals—symbols  of
T | capitalism—as  their main
target, the left nationalists link contem-
porary problems with traditional ex-
planations and remedies. The third
reason that left nationalists find an au-
dience is the positions they hold in the
labour movement as union officials and
representatives of the Labor and Com-
‘munist Parties, Many s regard
them as spokespeople for the labour
movement,

TABLE 6
Average Tariff on manufactures:
level in selected countries, 1973.

Finished
manolaciures

Sweden 4.5 6.6
USA 7.6 79
EEC 8.1 2]
Canada 8.4 102
T 86 1.2
Ausiria 8.4 16.0
Australia Al 21.0

SOURCE: Warl Bank, Wo et Repart

Autumn 1

it Davelonm
1978 p S8 quoted in C. Hamiltan “Agains!
Free Traq;a;? Australian Quarreny 52 {1}

ever, they turn out 1o be the only prac-
tical tactic that is relevant now. Left
nationalists see tariffs as:
a means of pooling the community's
resources, and particularly redistributing
resources from the exporl seetor (o the
rest of sociely.*”
They are also advocated because they
alleeedly help resist further integration
inte the international capitalist economy
and save Ausiralian jobs. Increased
1ariffs are only argued for by implica-
tion: if tariffs are effective, and
manufacturing jobs are being exported,
then presumably more tariffs will help
solve the problem. The reason why
Australian lcft nationalists, unlike their
tish parts, do not argue ex-

‘The reasons for the i ies of
the lefi nationalist programme can be
explained, to some extent, in the same
lerims as iis popular appeal. A key prob-
lem faced by many workers today is
unemployment. A widely held belief,
promoted by manufacturers, is that
tariffs and quotas are a means of protec-
ling jobs. Protectionism is the central
Practical policy implied by left
nationalism. The second short-coming
of left nationalism is that it sees

plicitly for higher tariffs and more im-
port controls s that  Australian
manufacturing is already highly pro-
Imfled compared with other developed
private capitalist countries (see Table f).
The left nationali

them from the compeiition of other
multinationals. Car manufaciyre, in
Australia would be the last ones 10wy,
complete free trade in cars. N,
Lariffs protect jobs in the medivg (o,
The main job-Killer in manufac,
i5 the overall economic crigj,
decline in markets, technolo, h
and the rationalisation of produciioy
Tariffs and other import conirols stop
none of these, though they do serve |
raise the profits of cap
tected indusiries.

The problems of the world economy
foster a beggar-my-neighbour response

do

alists in g

by different national capitals. Impor
controls, tariffs, export subsidics and
dumping are all hostile acis in inter

national’ economic warfare. Moves hy
Australia or other counirics 1o rajse
tariffs ean provoke retaliation and
reduction in the overall level of (rade
and output. During 1980, ASEAN, for
example, threatened 10 reialiate against
Australian tariffs and protection of
Qantas. A tariff war would serve 1o
reduce employment in export seclors
and eventually sectors which prov
inputs for them.

The left nationalist rationale for
tariffs provides a useful smoke screen
for unions collaborating with employers
in  submissions to the Indusirics
Assistance Commission and in lobbying
the Government. This practice has been
most common in the clothing and tex-
Liles industries.*" It is no coincidence
that the clothing industry has some of
the poorest conditions of work in
Australia. Even the AMWSU has pot
1nto this act with its “Buy Ausiralian
campaign, Collaboration between
workers and capitalists fits neatly into
nationalist analyses of the Australian
1y. It is incompatible with a class

hi prefer to
portray themselves as defenders of ex-
Jsting protection against the onslaughts
of the multinationals and their agents in
the Industries Assi Ci ission.
Higher tariffs mean that the profits of
industries increase, because

sm as a
force in Ausiralia, Thirdly, lefo
" understanding of the nature

‘nationalists
%ﬁwkmmm“"' the same as

they can charge higher prices for their
pmdllxr.-ts. Hence individual and in-
dustrial consumers subsidise their pro-
fits. Tariffs do redisiribute resources:
from unprotected industries o protected
industries and from workers (o
nnp}zo;eu. to the extent that the com-
modities that workers consume are
protecied.

Tariff barriers can not keep oul ih
cold winds of the world em:nmy. Irel
fm. they may be in the interess of

tinatior which have production
faciliries in Australia, by protecting

analysis.

Arguments aboul protectionism ac-
cepl the legitimacy of employers taking
aclion to defend their profits. This
opens the way (o accepting alternative
means of defending profits through
1oss oI workers' conditions and lower
Wages. Establishing a common ground
of cencern about profitability is at the
hieart of class collaboration. The
socialist class position on protectionism
Wwas summed up in Australia about sixty
years ago by Mick Considine:

Th ests of the workers arc not

Ean never be, identical 1o those o

employers . . .

I 18 over the surplus value that is
Wrung from the working classes in the
place where they are exploited that the im
porters and manufacturers quarr
attempl (o use the workers and the
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Sleel mill, Wollangong

political representatives of workers (o aid
them in securing their respective shares of
the plunder

1 say to Frec Traders and Protec-
tionalists alike, **A plague o' both your
houses."” The working class . . . are in-
teresied, not in perpetuating the economic
system of either of you, but in putting an
end to both as speedily as possible.

NATIDNALISM: PROGRESSIVE OR
REACTIONARY?

The Fraser government's repeated
appeals Lo national sentiment cast some
doubts on the possibility of using
nationalism in a progressive way. The
history of nationalism in the labour
movement should serve (o confirm
these. From its foundation 1o the 1960's,
nationalism in the Labor Party was
linked to racism and the White Australia
policy. While left nationalisis disclaim
ragism, the ideological basis of nation-
alism is the same as that of racism.
Bolh see divisions other than those of
class as being fundamental. Both
nationalism and racism affirm thai the
enemy is “out there'™ working against
“us"  (Australians or whiles). The
nationalist streak running through
Australian labour tradition has served

employers well. 1t has divided the
workforce, promoting the identification

of employee with employer, especially
during wartime. But there is a parallel
tradition, confirmed every day on the
shop floor, of hostility to the boss and
solidarity with other workers. This tradi-
tion is the basis of working class con-
sciousness. Using nationalism to focus
altention on multinationals, rather than
on employers as a class, only serves to
diminish the most fundamental of pro-
gressive working class traditions.

The theory of a ““new international
division of labour™’ shows the danger of
appealing to nationalism rather than
class solidarity. The theory can easily
become a way of blaming the world
crisis on the low wage labour of
underdeveloped couniries. Argumenis
about the *“‘export of jobs' generally
come down to the assumption that
Australian workers have more right to
¢mployment than other workers, a quite
different emphasis from that which
stresses defence of jobe Somelimes
this is argued for by pointing to the low
wages and poor union organisation of
overseas workers.'' But it is doubtful
that workers in non-unionised industries
overseas will develop betier organisation
or win higher wages if they are thrown
out of work by Australian protectionist
paolicies.

The most militant and progressive
{i.e. anti-imperialist) expression of
nationalism has been third world
national revolutions. Bui even these
revolutions have had only short term
successes.

In the post-war period, countries
which  have sought ter  self:
sufficiency, such as Burma, and even
those which have expenenced national
revolutions (China, Vietnam, Algeria,
Cuba, Yugoslavia) were eventually
reintegrated into the imperialist chain.**
Cuba and Vietnam are firmly within the
Russian sphere of influence, while
Yugoslavia and China are in the US
camp. The land of the most influential
post-war advocate of national in-
dependence, Mao, found that, in the
long term, capitalism offers third world
countries two alternatives: either in-
dependence, economic stagnaiion and a
growing  susceptibility to  military
domination, or subordination to im
perialism and limited economic growth
The third world countries whose grawth
has been most spectacular have been
precisely the ones most closely in
tegrated  with  imperialism—South
Korea, Taiwan, Brazil.

The marxist view* is that only
socialist revolution in the west, opening
up the massive resources of the in
dustralised  countries  for  planned

=




sponse o the “‘lirst stage'" of the a
sk on capital will come from the
alist class as a whole, nol just the
iltinationals. The purporicd advan
?é.lggs of using nationalism 1o divide the
ruling class do not exist.

Multinationals are not necessarily the
‘worst employers and hence the best
_)ﬁ:.‘usi‘nr anti-capitalist attacks. Becausc
of their size, the capital intensity of their

ions, they may well be more prepared 10
‘make concessions on wages, etc., (han
aller local firms. Labour intensive,
mall companies are likely (o be the mos
ransigent and reactionary in their
rIiliflclolii'lerl( policies, if they can get

way with it in the face of union

explicit about the importance ol
 Labor Party and Parliament to their
. The position adopied by
ther eurrent of left nationalists
lly the CPA, is more ambiguous on
:.*;g_uzslion of the ALP and (he
irliamentary road. The Parliamentary
Party is subjected (o strong and
i eriticism, while emphasis is
on the role of the working class
he importance of  mass

. Does this amount Lo a red
Ive 10 the stagnant reformism of
or Party? Unfortunatcly it docs
e is a huge pap beiween (he
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demands of the lefi nationalists, even
(he CPA ones, and their exhortations (o
huild mass movements, When the prac-
lical behaviour of left nationalists is ex-
amined this theoretical gap broadens still
further. In the absence of an explicit re-
jection of the existing state, parliament
must be seen as the only means of filling
that gap. Their programme therefore
has at leasi four fundamental pre-
conditions:

a) the creation of a powerful and prin-
cipled left wing inside the Labor
Party. Al present there are no signs
that such a force is emerging.

b) socialist forces inside the Labor party
taking control of it. Past left wing
factions in State Labor Parties, the
socialisation units in NSW and the
old socialist lefl in Victoria, have
been prevented from doing this by
the very structure of the Party.

¢) a Labor left being able 1o control the
Parliamentary Labor Party in office.
The possibility of such a situation has
never arisen in Australia.

d) a left Labor government holding
onto office. The fall of the far from
radical Scullin government indicates
the pressures on any Labor govern-
ment let alone one committed 10 a
really militant programme.

Should the above preconditions oc-

cur (they are in descending order of

likelihood), the ruling class can always
fall back on its Governor-General, its
armed forces or its unofficial assassins.

The question of state power is not

something which can be decided in the
process of building a movement; its im-
plications will determine the very shape
of the movement. Either the goals of
nationalisation, etc., will be achieved by
the existing state, in which case they are
perfecily compatible with capitalism, or
they require its replacement by a new
state, and some discussion of how this
can be done is necessary.

The alternative cconomic strategy
embodies some important working class
demands. That does not mean, however,

@l it has anything 1o do with socialism.

‘Revolutionaries and reformists frequent-

ise the same demands. The question
‘how can they be won? For reformists,
focus in reform struggles is on the
yrm; for revolutionaries it is on the

lists on the means of struggle is
ve, Despite the new jargon, the
‘mationalist programme s only

rsion of old fashioned refor-
d-up, leftish version of the

Confronting
the Crisis

Bmh orthodox and left nationalist
economists take Australian develop-
menis as their main focus — attributing
to the Government and multinationals
control over events which neither
possesses.  Neither exercises  deci
influence over Australia’s geological en-
dowment, international commodity
markets or the prevailing rate of profit.
There are no signs that the world crisis
will end during the curremt decade.
Regional wars or the bankrupicy of in-
dividual economies may provide some
respite. But in the long term, the pros-
pect is for continuing stagnation

The resources boom will not provide
Australia with more than a short-term
respite from the problems of the world
economy. Growth rates and unemploy-
ment levels have improved during the
construction phase of the boom.
However this is only likely to last for
another year or two, at most, until the
world business cycle once again goes in-
to recession. The end of the construction
phase will be signalled by substantial
falls in the prices of boom commodities.
Hence the stimulatory effect of the pro-
duction phase will be limited.

The siluation facing Australian
workers over the next period is not an
inviting one. Even during the boom's

construction phase, the pressures of the
world economic s will be felt in
Australia. In particular, the Govern-
ment will seek to reduce
“unproductive’ consumption of surplus
value in public health, education and
welfare programs, i.e. the social wage. It
will be under increasing pressure from
employers (o 1ake tough action (o pre-
vent rises in real wages, However, Fraser
may prefer 1o wait until unemployment
levels start rising again before taking on
the union movement.

While there is some scope for
relatively easy victories on wages during
the contruction phase of the boom,
rationalisation, technological change
and redundancies will still occur. Afier
the construction phase, strugales will be
increasingly over these issues and take
on a defensive character,

The key problems confronting
warkers during the 1980's will be those
of rationalisation and redundancy. This
will be the case in the car industry in par-
ticular. The car industry is dear to the
hearts of the left nationalists, net only
because of its strategic place in the
Australian economy, but also because it
employs many members of the
AMWSU, the main trade union publicist
of left nationalism. Yel their response
has been very disappointing.

So far the main official trade union
response Lo changes in the car industry
has been to debate about the effects of
Government policy and possible alter-
natives. Conflict over the Government's
complementation policies prevented any
united strategy emerging from discus-
sions amongst the indusiry’s 16
unions.**

The lack of a strategy for fighting
redundancies was most obvious in the
dispute over the closure of GMH’s fac-
tory at Pagewood in Sydney in
mid-1980 where about 1500 johs were
lost.

Al the first meeting of Pagewood
workers to discuss the closure, rade
union officials said there would be a
fight to save jobs. By the time of the
next meeting all union officials including
those from the right wing Vehicle Build-
ers’ Union and the left wing AMWSU
said the main issue was redundancy pay.
The officials opposed occupying the fac-
tory over the demand for nationalisation
and no redundancies. Some AMWSU
and VBU shop stewards were in favour
of such action.” Occupations at ACI
Pilkington in Geclong and AMI in
Melbourne, initiated by rank and file
unionists, played an important role in
winning disputes. At ACI Pilkington
one of the issues was redundancic.
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alery Hall and Andrew Milner wrote some
feresting things last issue, but | disagreed
1 happens, | can reply
{u_sm Hall’s critique of my article on
nationalism and Milner’s com

me theoretical perspective on these

o my article | argued that Ausiralia’s

he impenialist system was that of a

g!i@i"n
- “small, white and rich nation acting as an

I_ﬁﬂap':lld:nl springboard for the great
powers'". [ sought 1o frace this role back ta i

ongins in Australia’s history as a settler state.
In her critique, Hall makes some blatant

errors aboul settler states and about my argu-

ment. She begins as follows:
Certainly, Australia was once a seltler
state ... But settfer states eventually
become settled, and thereby cease (o be
seitler staies . . . In the late 19th century
and early 20th century. Australian na-
tionalism could have been described
perfectly adequately in these terms, To-
day, however, this simply no longer holds
true. And for obvious reasons: because,
on the one hand, the native population
has already been entirely subjugated
(almost 10 the point of genocide) and
on the other, Australia has long since
achieved political independence from Bri-
tain. In other words, Ausiralia has
already been settled.

This is all rather transparent. Firstly, a

““settled'” state with its own national indepen-
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dence can still play the role of spearhead for
imperialism. lsracl is the obvious example. |
said Ausiralia played this role, a role reffee-
fimg iis origing as a settler state, | don't see
that Hall has refuted that ar all,

Secondly, setiler states do not necessarily
“eveniually become settled'™. I doubt if the
Protestants are ever likely 10 become (he
dominant  population  of Ireland, for
example,

And in any case, Australian whites had
subjugated the blacks, and gained in-
dependence, before the **early 20th century”!
Which brings me to my point. My argument
had little to do with Aborigines, and a lot (o
do with Australia's role in southeast Asia and
the Pacific. 1 wrote at length about

g imperialism®* in the region,

Ausiralia’s
and gave examples of its peculiar dynamic.
Hall says nathing at aff aboul this

Instead she diverts the discussion away
from politics and toward a rather absiract,
economic discussion about imperialism. She
rejects Lenin's original categories in regard 1o
the national question:

The postwar world simply cannot be

analysed in terms of a simple dichotomy

between a few imperialist powers and a

great many oppressed nations . .
That’s true: there are other, mediating social
formations. Australia is one. This is precisely
what I sought to prove. But what is sill
perfectly correct in Lenin's approach to the
national question is his distinction helween
oppressor nations and oppressed nations.
And when Hall goes on to say that the world
consists of *‘an international order
dominated by two superpowers, Russia and
America, presiding over an advanced
capitalist sector'’ and, outside this sector, a
“*vast third world", she only confirms the
point

But Valery is not interested in this prac-
tical political point. She wants merely 1o lay
the basis for a lengthy rehash of Michael
Kidron's work on post-war capitalism. Now
Kidron's work is very useful. I do not doubt
that the information Valery quotes is correct
(indeed, 1 was aware of most of it already).
But Kidron suffers from a lendency ta
translate correct insights about the long-term
development of the waorld system rather
crudely into short-term political conelusions,

Take his statement, made ar the height of
the Vietnam war, that imperialism *'is dying
as a reality and therefore as a uscful
concept'.' Or his description of the western
economies as state capitalist, an obvious con-
fusion of tendencies with finished realities —
with implications that have been correctly
described as *‘Orwellian.!

Hall suffers from the same tendency.
Having established statistically that Aust-
raban foreign investment follows some
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of the same patterns as other ;quwxl
«apitalist countries, and that Australian GDP
jis bigger than that of Holland, she concludes
that Australia’s role in the world sysicm must
he the same as that of Holland

Very neat. But another plance ai her
(ables shows that the GDP of Turkey is larger
than that of Sweden. And quite a good case
«could be made out that Turkey qualifics as an
oppressed nation, while Sweden certainly
does not.

Statistics are no substitute for analysis
And in dealing with my article, they are most
certainly no substitute for a concrele ex-
amination of the political patterns | was look
ngal.

nc_n" same mechanical approach appears in
the discussion of permanent revolution in
Andrew Milner's otherwise competent Ireal-
ment of Troisky. He takes up the concepr of
““deflected permanent revolution® developed
by Tony CIiff in an article in 1963, It is
restated, briefly and very incompletely, in
Trofsky's Marxism by Dungan Hallas.

The facts Andrew cites are mostly correct
Russia in 1917 has been the only success(ul
case of “'permanent revolution”. By con
irast, in many third world countries (here
have been mational revolutions, led by a
“elass of administrators and intelleciuals™
which esiablished a  fully “sialified”
eeonomy. And the basic reason is thar only
the state cam mobilise wapital effectively
ennugh to attempi industrialisation under
modern conditions.

Andrew therefore concludes that the
theary of permanent revolution is useful for
explaining Russia, bui not much more, and
that Hallas clings 10 the term out of
something like nostalgia, All VEFY sweeping,
but he forgets a few things,

ITRussia is the only catse of successful per-
manent revolution, it is also the only case of
successful warkers' revalution via the seizure
of state power and (he smashing of the old
slate machine. Yei we sill regard (he
Bolshevik revolution as the “norm'*, We
resist Stalinist and populisy suggesiions that
Russia was exceptional, and that Buerilla war-
fare or parliamentarism are more ““normal’’
roads 1o socialism.

To a formalist this might  seem
umea‘unalb\c. even nostalgic. But you sce, we
ave a historical explanation for the uni-

quencss of the Russian revolution. The inrer-
dateats I e e e? Wit
ies and thirties, These
defeats both arose from, and conirsbued 1o,
a prolonged crisis of Ieadership in the work-
Ing class. And after World War there was
2 Prolonged boom. 1t is our contention thay
ihie emerging of capitalism will rerury
m:r)‘-f o Ao chorml” state of affairs —
Al that is for revolu e
e e tonaries who believe
_ Thi hlllloricaldl'mtnsmn 55 totally Jacl
m Milner's commenys, S0 he can wrire
example, thay national-capitalis; revolution
hase been “widespreay throughout this cen
:_""“.'- In reality, they have been largely cop-
'ned 1o the posiwar period, And (he new

Eeannmic crisis has placed |1,
SUEh experiments very .|
need only [ook ai the collaps,
TERIME 18 A client siate of |1,
Which brings ¢ & final
important issue 2 the |
the third world s italist re ;
out all the (asks of (he i
Andrew answers in (he affirng,

I fact, these revol
dichieving the
geois-demors
independence

on, redisiribug 1
the peasaniry i
solutism  and ;
republic, the creation of o

dation far an improve

d;

ds, and so on) m

Ah, bul Britain with s i
Aand Russia with ity iz c-rin
teved somethin

provement in livir
provement iself

This the 1hird world
regimes have failed 10 do.
PUL il answering anolher
proach (o the quesiion has a
melry with Andrew's:

Nor for (hat matter have the r
China, Vieinam or Cuba carric
all the (asks of the national
revolution. It
tend that they
industrial deve

MNoW this s a very important consideratio

188 paint that is absent in CIiff's |

' book. That is pert
kr

Presentation of the | fe
Mmanent revoluiion™, a weakness 1l
the door open for someone like Andr
take it 1o absurd conclusions

ANy new presentation of
Cerlainly correct this aversight. For
capilalism moves into crisis, (he unviat
of naiionally-limited 0 s00i,

(that is, roads (o indusirial devel P
becames increasingly obvious. And (h
our belief thar only |
mlernational class, can end
sion and achieve re,
for the third world, beec
vital.

But what is this, if not the cor
{heory of permanent revolutian?
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REDISCOVERING

JEAN DEVANNY

by Carole Ferrier

Jean Devanny:s work, hoth her
substantial contribution to political
agitation — organising, broadcasting
and public speaking — and her large
output of novels' is not widely known or
recognised.

Neither Davidson nor Gollan, in
their histories of the Communist Party
of Australia deal with her contribution
at all,” though she was an active and pro-
minent member of the party from her ar-
rival in Australia from New Zealand in
1929 1ill her resignation in 1930. Literary
critics have, similarly, almost totally ig-
nored her work.

After being temporarily expelled*
from the CPA in the early forties,
Devanny never recovered her former
relative prestige in the Party. Her
aulobiography, Point of Departure,
projected in 1945 and completed in
1954, which furnishes her own account
of her experiences, has never been
published.

Pressure, both political and personal
came to bear on Devanny when she tried
1o write her account of her experiences
as female activist, agitator and writer. In
the early fifties, the cold war mentality
was still strong, and to publish a book
making major criticisms of the style of

leadership and methods of worl g, and
of the treatment of women comrades in
the CPA was to give ammunition to
their apponents on the right

In 1953, Devanny wrote to Miles
Franklin about the self-doubt and
psychological factors influencing her as
she tried to complete her autobiography:

In the night | saw my best course to scrap

the whale thing, burn the documenis and

forget aboul writing. | had a creepy craw

*Devanny believed that she had been ex-
pelled. However, Wally Clayton declared
categorically in answer 10 my question at the
CPA Summer School in Sydney in January
19B1: “Jean was never expelled.™

ly feeling that I should go away into the
bush and hide for ever having imagined |
could write. And in the same mail came a
letter from a married sister in New
Zealand saying how, when | began (o
wrile, they all took such pride in me, and
how disappointed and shocked they were
when 1 gave it all wp for “notorious’
politics.*
As a writer (hence ‘intellectual’) and
woman (with strong feminist beliefs) in
the CPA in the thirties and forties,
Devanny had encountered a great deal
of hostility on all these counts: her
avowed feminism had brought her into
conflict with leading comrades in m
of the cities she visited on speaking
tours, and was probably instrumental in
generating the animosity that was to lead
to her ‘expulsion’.

If and when her autobiography is
finally published, the background to her
difficult relationship with the Party will
become clearer. Devanny gave her own
view of this in a letter:

The basis of all my trouble in the Pfary]

was my insistence on an absolute com-

munist outlook on matters involvin;
tions of the sexes. I always came up
against, particularly up [North

Queensland] the vile and strong streak

petty bourgeaisdom in the members
in respect (o sex relations.’
The Party leadership was authoritarian,
puritan and dogmatic on sexual matters,
particularly towards women. In
Devanny's Sugar Heaven (1936), the
character Eileen is not allowed to join
because she is condueting an open extra
marital relationship (“‘women must be
above suspicion to get in the party'", p
200). In the Party's publications of this
period, the supposedly monogamous

selv

1 should like to thank Michael Hurd, Tean
Devanny's grandson, for assistance and for
providing the photographs published with
this article. CF.
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nuclear family was the mode of relation-
ship extolled.* Devanny’s sexual
relationship with Hal, her husband,
ended in 193] “*by mutual agreement”,
and her affair with the figure called
“‘Leader’ in her autobiography also
presented her with difficulties because of
the double standard.

Devanny’s problems also extended (o
the reception of her writing. Outside the
Party, her novels were dismissed by a
literary establishment preoccupied with
denigrating the socialist realist mode —
within which Devanny increasingly
locared herself” — but they were mot
championed within the Party either, or
widely translated into the languages of
various Eastern European countries as
were, for example, those of Katharine
Susannah Prichard, always perceived by
the Party as much more within its
mains(ream.

After periods of considerable ill-
health, largely produced by the hectic
pace at which she lived and worked
through the thirtics — one morning she
woke up temporarily hlind — and the
personal trauma produced by her in-
dividual oppositional role and *expul-
sion’, Devanny increasingly gave up

political activism and novel writing, and
devoted herself to natural history and
Journalism (including a large amount of
writing about Aborigines).

Devanny had come to Australia from
New Zealand, where she grew up, in
August 1929, at the onset of the Depres-
sion. She and her family were short
of money, and she almos immediately
8Ol & job as a ‘general’ on a sheep
station, an experience which gave her
material for her novel Out Of Such Fires
(1934). She then worked as a
housekeeper and waitress in Sydney.
Karl and Pat, her son and daughter had
soon  joined the Young Communist
League, Pat bec ming the secretary.

While participating in a protest
march from the Domain in 193p,
Devanny was arrested: according (o the
Sun, with an enthusiasm angd flam-
boyance that was to become
characteristic, she declared her intention
of going 10 jail:

Youall know that 1 am a writer, | %

ing the four days as a protest .n:;nnqkm_

Justice. When 1 come out of jail | shall

Jein the Communist Party,*

Devanny rapidly moved into prominent
and public positions, As secretary of
Workers International Relief she made
rip 10 Germany in 1931 where she met
Klara Zeikin, and from there visited the
Soviet Union. She was considered to he
one of the Party's mogt effective
speakers and was much in demand,

In addition, she was centrally involv-
ed from the mid-30's in the setting up of
various front organisations which
followed the shift in 1935 from the
Party’s analysis of the ALP as ‘.sar:;al
fascist’. She played a leading role in the
establishment of various workers™ art
groups in Sydney and Melbourne,” and
the Women's Progress Clubs in North
Queensland,'® Female membership of
the Party in 1935 was only 200, out of a
total of 3000: the task of politicising and
recruiting women was one of Devanny's
preoccupations and a focus of the ap-
proach she advocated in both the fronts
and industrial work

Jean Devanny

Her novel, Sugar Heaven, deals with
the 1935 cane cutters’ strike over Weil's
disease. It also develops an extended
argument about how the wives of
strikers can become politicised by con-
tact with other workers during a strike
which breaks down their privatised
Situation within the family, and liberates
1}15m into further development and ac-
tivity. Her heroine, Dulcie, is a conser-
vative — indeed, a former scab — af (e
outset of the cane cutters’ strike, but
sra_dluqu develops into a position of
solidarity with the working class through
attending strike meelings and talking (o
the mili ants. By the end of the novel she
is CMErRing as a leader of the women's
stnknal il:::pm work,

literary production, Devanny

;;:id;: h:m strong sense of rivalry with
» Secing her as having made time

to devole to wriling that she herself had
noL and thus having achieved 5 higher
S of artistic expression, Prichard,
| Was in d:llu.pﬂ s a public speaker,

il COmPlelion of her goldfields
O8Y, wrilten in (he 1940's,  way

delayed by this work. Neverihcles;
Devanny’s impression of Prichard v hen
they met in the carly 30's was: **] saw o
once there was nothing of the jack of
trades about her, that is my bane
Devanny increasingly came (o feel that
she had not given enough attention (o
simply time) to crafl in writing her
novels,

Tension associated with her mern|
ship status in the Party since 1942 g
alleviated by a visit to Cairns by Wal,
Clayton in January 1944, “He tolg me |
should not fear but that now at long Jas
circumstances have demanded 4
elearance of it, and they have taken (he
trouble to investigate the dreadful things
dane to me, | shall be given continuity of
membership and my name he cleared™ !
Devanny reported to her friend, F rank
Rylands, But she nevertheless feli o,
need to remove herself periodically from
political work in order to write seriously,
in this case to complete her projected
sugar industry trilogy. By 1946, (|
manuscript of Cindie was with Rober
Hale and was published in 1949, shor |y
before Devanny resigned from (he
Party.

Over the second volume, One Can
Have Everything, dealing with the same
characters, Devanny had trouble, and i
still remains unpublished. The Ausirala
sian Book Society was unwilling 1o
publish it: Devanny engaged in
dcrimonious correspondence with 1)
Saciety about its publication, and ap
pealed fruitlessly for Sharkey's interven
tion. Comrades still in the Party saw her
as not putting the “party line' in the
politics of her book. Ted Bacon wrote in
1960:

The responsible comrades arc
definite that they cannor
publication of the book in its presen
form. Apart from other objections, they
are eritical of the fact that a wealihy
farmer’s family affairs arc made the con
tral theme.'"

THe ‘crudily of this in fact outdoes
Zhdanov's pronouncements at the 1934
Annual Union Congress of Sovier
Writers, in which he had at least sug
gested that there might be some dif
ference between the literature produced
i the Soviet Union afier 1919 in the
Spirit of “‘revolutionary romanticism®’,
and that produced by writers with
‘socialist realist’ method in (he countrics
Which had not gone through a revolu
dion. Prichard, in 1950, had encountered
criticism from a Soviel critic of |
Presentation of the role of an almos
nan-existent CPA in the second novel
her goldfields trilogy, Golden Mifes
Devanny, similarly, had difficultics

b senting a CP intervening when it
not been capable of it; she wrote 10

%&(Mnrray Smith:
g \One Can't Have Everything is absolulely
Suited to present conditions up here. 1 is
\eeced, There is a repetition of the 1929

Sevents | feature. I am in doubt about (he
statements attributed (o communisis. 1 is
the ane un-irue noie, There were ne
munists here a that time capabile of mak
ing intelligent  statements.  We  could
discuss that."”
‘This letter also interestingly
‘demonstrates the growing importance
10 ‘Devanny of literary production and
lier sense of ils being an important
practice.
* Devanny increasingly came (o feel
‘a writer should move backwards
and forwards from work to political
iﬂlalinn Lo literary production. Writing
o Lance Sharkey in 1959, not long
before her death in 1962, and having
ﬁ\iﬂl up entirely agitational work since
1952 she asserted:
My oawn experience assurcs me  that
manual labour, experience of the
worker's life, is essential (o the unity of
and politics; without this experience,
the worker cannot wrile with the ardour
and passion that inspires workers to fight
for socialism. It is good therefore o
engage in manual labour between hooks
... Comrades should be exempt even
from branch meetings when writing. Al
tending the branch, writers like Hardy
and myself, good platform workers and
intensely interested in all aspecis of
Party work, became torn all ways, ex
‘hausted physically and mentally, Whereas
il left alone to torture out conclusions
Trom experience already garnered, when
the job is done one can return 1o routine
Farty work, to manual labour, to joy in a
gaod job well done and prepared 1o wres-
tle out new ideas from renewed contact
with workers in the mass. '*
She was not very successful at this
moving backwards and forwards herself,
and subsequently came 1o believe that
she had expended too much energy on
action and not enough on recording
struggles (around either class or sexual
politics) writing in demoralised terms to
Miles Franklin in 1953;
Oh Miles, how I have wasted my life. I'm
done for now and yet | feel I had it in me
to do good work . . . I realisc that | have
nat exploited the small measure of ability
for writing that | possess one whit, 1 have
fiever really got down to it and whought.
Thought was reserved for polities.

Devanny was unduly hard on herself
Many of her novels are interesting in dif-
ferent ways; her earlicr novels, sei in
New Zealand, being particularly notable
for their presentation of female
characters, her novels such as Sugar

M

Jean Devanny cutling cane

Heaven, Paradise Flow and Cindie being
illuminating documents of working class
life and struggles.

T'he response to them by more recent
left wing critics has been inadequate
Jack Beasley in Red Letter Days'"
doesn’t give any space to Devanny
but wrote a short baok'® about
Prichard. Drusilla Modjeska's com-
ment; ‘‘Jean Devanny was not a good
writer and she hersell recognised that
most of her novels were writien either (o
make money or to make a political state-
ment, is unexpectedly close to
establishment notions of ‘literary value’
lan Reid also fails to discuss Devanny's
work in any detail — perhaps because of
unfamiliarity with it — in his innovative
account of the literature of the Depres-

sion years

One criticism that perhaps can be
made is that, despite her earlier com-
parative frankness in the presentation of
sexual relationships and problems, she
later played with the idea of using “sex
ual interest’ as bait (o draw readers (o
swallow the ‘message’ of a novel, She
criticises Dymphna Cusack’s Southern
Steel (1953) in a letier for contaming
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*‘greal gohbets of erude sex,’* but then
0es On (o say: ‘fil is a mool point
whether a writer is not justified in in
cluding this sort of thing, in order to
his message over,'”
In a letter to Les Greenfield of the
ABS she comes down on the other side
[Bobbin Up by Dorothy Hewett] tends (o
offend some people, you know, with its
frank sex talk. One woman who read il
told me she wouldn't leave it w her
teenage daughter could get it I may
have to renounce my that a writer
may be justified in using slabs of sex stuff
to put over a working class message.
Ancther woman quoted Mr Kruschev's
talk of pornography in America against
it

Devanny was caught between two stools
because of the ambiguous position of
women and women wrilers, generally
and within the Communist Party, in the
1930's and 40's. She tried to be a work-
ing class intellectual and activist at the
service of the party and also to bend her
novel writing 1o the didactic mode of the
socialist realist novel. Some of the prob-
lems she faced are discussed in her Rofi
Back the Night through the central
character of Helen who engages in
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Jean Devanny with striking workers.

debat her friend Eleanor about
being a writer and about the writer's
relationship to active struggles:
“‘Helen, you raise again my own in-
dividual problem . . . Should people like
me, powerful and dynamic, put wriling
and everything else aside and plung: into
ihe agtual strugeles of the upM
**No, no! You are participating in the
actual struggles of the people by writing
... Marx was a writer, Engels, Lenin,
Stalin all writers. Wlil!ri are the leaders
of the people. A writer must be on one
side of the people’s struggles or the
other.” (pp 184-5)
If Devanny can speak for herself, (o an
audience again, through reprinting of
her nov:ls. and the publication of her
and other d
wrilings, an assessment of the contribu-
tion she made, both in writing and in ac-
tion, will become possible. At present
her voice is almost silenced.
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War for the
Asking

The Vietnam war was a great trauma for
liberals. Their faith that things were getting
better, however slowly, under eapitalism,
received a massive shock. Here was a brutal
war for no good purpose. And worst of all, as
it unfolded, the basic dishonesty of our rulers
was revealed.

The war was supposed to be for demo-
cracy, bul basic perversions of democracy
were needed at home to prosecute it. The
government didn't tell us the truth about the
war — and it is this fact, as much as the
bloodshed, that seems o horrify liberals 1o
this day. It is this fact that Michael Sexton
appears bent on documenting in his book,
War for the Asking, with its revealing sub-
it "Auﬂralxi s Vietnam SEUEI\"

an antipodean ‘“Pentagon
Papers". Wril suitably small, but complete
with inside dope including facsimiles of
diplomatic cables. 1f you want a look at the
sordid details of an imperialist adventure,
perhaps you will want to fork out six bucks
for it

Many Marxists will think twice. The dis-
honesty of the bourgeoisie should be no
surprise, nor is it really very interesting. It is
not as if capitalism would be more bearable if
it were brutally honest

Still the book is significant. It is impor-
tant because it documents, even if in a hesi-
tanl and piecemeal fashion, a traditional
thesis of the International Socialists and this
Journal — one I attempted 1o set out in my
article, "*An Imperialist Colony n 1S 10,

Leftists traditionally contend that Ausi-
ralia got dragged into Vietnam by nasty old
US imperialism. | suggested that **Australia
did a fair bit of dragging itself."" But my only
documentary evidence was one article in the
Naifonal Times, My main argument was a
broader historical thesis: that Australia has
always functioned as a spearhead for im-
perialism in the region, and is usually more
hawkishly pro-imperialist tham the great
powers,

Sexton has done me an immense favour
by providing a mass of evidence showing how
fully this thesis is borne out by the Vietnam
War. In the opening chapter he writes:

[The war] was an opportunity 1o support

and to encourage the United States in its

aims, however unrealistic, and to draw it
mmp\cle]) into a South East Asian war,
hawever debilitating this course might be
in the long term for m; rwun or for the
United States jtself .

- REVIEWS

Hence the cable in December 1964 from the
ambassador in Washington to Paul Hasluck
complaining that the *“'‘somewhat irresolute
American attitude gives cause for increasing
uneasiness’’. Canberra was determined 1o put
some backbone into the American stance:
In addition to pressing the Americans to
bomb North Vietnam, Australia at this
time was concerred lo dissuade them
from any idea of negotiating with Hanoi
This stand followed automatically from
the Australian desire (o see the war
widened,
In 1965 the Americans were still not totally
committed to the Vietnam effori. *“The plan
was therefore that the Canberra hawks
should combine with their Washington coun
lerparts 1o overcome the doubters in the
American administration
But dragging America deeper into the
mire went hand in glove with another, sub-
sidiary exercise. The Menzies government
wanted an Australian military presence in
Vietnam too. Washington was less than
enthusiastic:

. the Pentagon had litile interest in an
Australian contribution. In fact it was op-
posed to the use of non-Am h

diplomats and politicians who were even
tually to bring about a combat commit
ment in Vietnam had quite a different set
of priorities.

There followed *“four months of badgering”
to get the State Department to formally re-
quest Australian military involvemeni, Dean
Rusk finally and rather grudgingly agreed
that it would be “*helpful'". But one obs|
remained: the government of South Vietnam
did not want Australian help. It took a fur-
ther fortnight of arm twisting before they
agreed ... after Menzies had already
announced that the diggers had been
quested'” by Saigon

No sense can be made out of this train of
events without a realistic look at US im-
perialism and Australia’s peculiar role as its
Jjunior partner. But that is not where Sexton is
at. Consequently a rather pithy and insightful
account of events is followed by the wishy
washiest of conclusions

Qur foreign relations must be ‘‘more
mature’’. Our past interaction with Southeast
Asia has “'not been propitious”, Perhaps a
United Nations code on transnational cor-
porations will help, he sugg

On the other hand, writes ‘mmn the
presence of bases like North West Cape and
Pine Gap may be “‘more rational'* than our
Vietnam exercise.

Sexton is 1o be thanked for his empirical
waork. But let's hope that someone with less
Mabby politics writes a serious history of

Australian r‘arlluu.un\n in the Vietnam War

Tom O'Lincoin

Nazi-Zionist
Collaboration

Some of my best friends are Jews'' s a
g of anti-semites who are
ying their anti-semitism
Adolf Eichmann, in charge of the Final
tion for European Jewry said of a Jewish
““friend""
Dr Kastner is s
an ice cold lawyer, and a fanatical
Zionist. He agreed o help keep the Jews

young man about my age,

from resisting deportation — and k
order in the eollection camps — if [ mm\d
close my eyes and let a few hundred Jews
emigrate to Palestine

His friend was in fact prepared to sacrifice
100,000 Jews so long as
the construction of Israel could be
Eichmann's friend was very useful to the S5
— he could keep the deportation camps
peaceful. All Kastner wanted was to make it
possible for a select group of Hungarian Jews
to migrate to Palestine.

Kastner is the \|Ila|n of Nazi-Zionist col-
Iaboration. He is the epitome of a collab
tor in Europe during the Second World W

In 1979 the Viclorian Jewish Board of
Deputies took offence at broadcasts from
Community Radio station 3CR in Mel
bourne. Their main complaint was that
programmes presented by Palesiimians and
anti-Zionists contained allegations of Nazi-
Zionist collaboration.

Albert Langer, spokesperson for Jews
Against Zionism and Anti-semitism re
searched and documented evidence of the col
laboration in support of 3CR. He has now
published his research in this booklet

The collaboration began when Hitler
came o power in Germany

The anti-Jewish pogroms started in 1933
The Zionists capitulated. The minority
Zionist Union called for the “‘new German
state’" (o recognise the Zionist movement as




reseniative of German Jewry, and said
::::wwvvmmm:mmd emigration would
provide an answer (o the Jewish question,
The bait the Zionists offered was that they
would pressure Jews throughout the world to
«eall off the boycott of German ;md!.

The Zionists supported a racial apartheid
beiween Jews and Germans. Jews were not
Germans, they were foreigners in Germany.
They were unassimilable. K

These ideas were a godsend (o the Nazis.
Here were some Jews who in practice sup-
ported their racial purity theories. In return,
the Zionist press was allowed 10 continue
whilst non-Zionist publications were hnmn}i,
As Langer says, - warks by Chaim Weiz-
man and David Ben Gurion appeared quite
legally under the regime that considered il
mecessary to burn the works of Heinrich
ine because the great German poet was a

The Nazis exerted pressure on the Jews to
cmigrale, especially to Palestine, then a
British mandate.

Again the capitulation to Nazism was
rewarded. The Nazis dissolved the German
Board of Depulics, and replaced it with their
own body. All the leading positions, ap-
pointed by the Nazis, went (o Zionists.

There is a widespread argument that
because the German Jews always maintained
that they were good Germans, and they
believed thai the German people would not
harm them, there was no reason for them to
leave Germany. This fed to their liguidation,

But if they were 1o leave, the question
always posed was — where 107 The Zionists
said only to Palestine. And not only
that. They wanted to select suitable Emig-
Tanis, Nen-Zionists just wanted 1o Eel out.

This insistence on  Palestine

) , the collaboration
continued. Whole city and suburban districts
were surrounded by walls or barbed wire and
called gheetoes. Jews were rounded up in the
hellogs in antigipation of their trip 1o the
concenlration camps,

The administration of the ehetto was con-
trolled by the Judenrar (Jewish Councils).
They were the ones that compil the lists of
People and property and distributed the
Yellow Stars. The Budapest Council, for in.
stance, W; granted the right of absolute

of Jewish wealth and ma
The Judenrat served as 4 tool for the Nm"‘:‘;
keep Jews misinformed, confused and sup.
&-;'LM delivered the Jews 1o the Bas

Without the Judenrar,
Bikee Boen gayest many Jews could

What Langer insists on is that the Jewish
leadership co-operated with the Nazis. And
he also says that ingreasingly the leadership
of the Jewish communities was Zionist.

Not all Zionists collaborated, and not all
gollabarators were Zionists. Bul the rm:r re-
mains that two thirds of the membership of
the Judenrat were Zionists.

There was. however, a resistance. The
most widely known example, the Warsaw
ghetto, was the exception rather than the
rule. In general, left wingers (Communists
and Bundisis) and Revisionisis (right wing
Zionists) were strongest in organising the
resistance. But even these groups were
represented on the Judenrat 4

Collaboration with imperialism was in-
tringic to the Zionist movement, Langer uses
the case of Kastner fo illustrate the col-
laboration bewween Zionism and German
impe m.

© - uer was accused by an Auschwitz
e | <ofbeing a member of a “'small group
of quislings [who] knew what was happening
to their brethren in Hitler's gas chambers and
bought their own lives with the price of
silence. . . Kastner went to Eichmann and
told him, ‘1 know of your plans: sparc some
Jews of my choice and | shall keep quiet.”

An Israeli Zionist, Malchiel Greenwald,
published the accusations and the Israeli
F::!m"“ﬂ“ prosecuted him for criminal
ibel.

In 1953 the verdict was given. The Israeli
Judge found that Eichmann, the architect of
the holocaust, knew that the Jews of Europe
frusted their leaders, The Jjudge also found
that there was no resistance in the ghettoes,
no revolt against the guards, no escapes
across the borders, no sabolage against the
di ions. Eich il with
;h: Zionists, whom he trusted, Kasiner en-
Jjoyed the patronage of the Nazis for he could
euarantee tha the Jews would 20 quietly (o
the £as chambers. The rescue of prominent
Hungarian Jews was Kastner's price. The
trial judge found Greenwald innocent.

The government appealed, The majorily
of the appeal coun f,
“morally justifiable” in
(nnnq that Hungarian Jewry were ineapahle
of resistance. This was the e sort of con-
templ that Kastner had for them,

This self-righicousness, the mentality
that justifies the actions of the lerrorist
Begin, bui considers that the Arghs are
undermenchen, thar says that Zionism
cannot do any WIong, put the court into the
same camp of the collaborators,

In 1957, the Israeli Secret Service killed
Kastner, Nop 10 avenge Hungarian Jewry, but
to silence him. For Kasiney claimed (hai
everything he did was approved by the Jewish
Agency (World Zionisy Organisation) in

Palestine,

The world Zionist movement
Kastner, approved of his col|
they could have followed another
Zionist movement had the fings
Organisational resources 1o send arm
ammunition to the
smuggled arms to P
more important (o use mo
Palestine from the Arabs,

The Zionist mavement had polirica
fuence, but they used their ace
allies to hinder the rescue of Ey
Instead of heeding advice
allies to bomb the ovens of Ause
the murder of 12,000 per day, they 4
that only those who spilt blood would
the table that divided the world up afer |
war.,

In 1943 the Zionists stifled an attemp by

British MP's to move (o allow r
Britain and (s territories. They
no Palestine?'* The MP’s gay
could not help if the Jews
amaongst themselves.

In the US, Lawrence Steinhard: s
that Zionism and anti-semitism go b
hand. He was a prominent Zionist,
by the State Department. He opp
refligees coming into the US
grounds: Eastern European Jews
Ing, unassimilabie criminals. Not ¢
people to become decent Amer
but the sort that would cause anti-s
But he was instrumental in getting T
accept 10,000 Balkan lews in transii
Palestine.

A similar scenario happened in Swed
The local Zionists opposed the seurl
10,000 Jews there becausc they would cr
an anti-semitism problem. This analysis
course, did not apply to Palestine

ut the amalysis that did app!
Palestine was racist, elitist and ageist. It
the selection of a limited number of J
Were wanted (o build a state in Palestine

The Zionist movement wanted only yor
Jews, not the old or *‘undesirable” Jc
Welzmann, first President of
wanted to save two million out «
million, not the *‘economic and mo
The Israeli Attorney General compare
pean Jewry to *Sheep for slaughier, for &
g, for desiruction, for crushing
shame, "

These self-haters would have
Goebbels' remark: *‘The Jews deser
katastraphe that has now overtaken

In 1895, a Jewish army offi
Dreylus was court-martialicd in France
his irial and subseque
German journalist, Theodore Herzl. He si
the anti-semitic mobs call for death 10 1h
Jews

uges

Herzl's reaction was noi (o fight anti
semitsm. He initiated a programme, political
Zionism, to create a home for the Jewish
people in Palestine.

There was, however, another reactic
the Dreyfus trial. The French novelist Emile
Zola charged the army and the government
with a conspiracy st Dreyfus in his
famous open letter J'Accuse

I'Accuse is the message of Nazi-Zionist
Coffuboration

o

Jeff Goldhar

Slump City

A
tH

d and Andy Meialf, Stump City, Pluto
1,93 pounds,

I came as a bit of a shock 1o many, in the
midst of the rayal wedding preparations, 1o
watch Britain explode into mass youth
rioting

Through the following days and weeks,
even the right wing media began Lo present
the view that unemployment probably had
something to do with the situation. Informed
sacialists everywhere knew this (o be the case:
however the seale and intensity of the riots
left many of us wondering. Shemp Ciry,
published before the riots, goes a long way
towards clarifying the processes and events of
the crisis in England.

The wwo central tenets put forward are
nathing very new. They are: capitalism will
not break its long wave of stagnation unless
the workers pay for it, and, the ruling class
will use divisions in the working class to ai-
templ Lo infliuct major defeats

OF vital interest, hawever, is the authors®
exploration of the crisis of social and political
control  generated by concentrations of
people existing on the margins of sociely,
such as the unemplayed, parents,
sections of the black community and many
unskilled workers. How and why these con-
centrations occurred, their class composition
and their significance for the working class
on the one hand and the state on the other are
topics of concern for the authors,

In many ways, the changing makeup of
British industey and (he workforce during the
Rost-war boom parallels that in most other
capitalist states, including  Ausiralia. As
manufacturing's share of employment grad.
ually declined and manual jobs were deskilled
hy technology, emplovment in fow-paid, [ow
satus service scetar jobs increased. During
the boom, England, as did other Countrics,
drew heavily on loreign and female workers
1o Till these new and old jobs. As recession

2
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il decline set in, the same racist and sexist
pproaches began (o swell the *‘surplus
population”

s in Britains
1 combined
mics of the

The full force of the chang
workforce became apparent wh
with the regional and urban dyna
posi-war period. Although they were com
plex and umeven, a central feature of these
dynamics has been a pronounced build-up of
unemplo in older distressed areas,
government intervention being quite ineffec-
ding this

In some areas of the big c
population (that is, those mar
requi nts of capital) has reached con.
siderable proporiions. Liverpool's surplus
population, for example, is cited as being

near half the adult population on a city-wide

es, the surplus

T cily

basis and exceed
arcas

During this build-up, other factors were
al work to bring about a strengtheni
repressive apparatus of the state necessary
contain the social crisis and the political op-
position produced by mass unemployment
{one major example of this being the R
Work campaign and its periodic m.
dcross Britain)

The intensifying struggle in No
Ircland through the seventies, the resurg
of working class militancy in the Heath era,
the failure to discipline a generation of work..
ing class youth, plus the refusal of black
people to suffer the crisis passively have gone
hand in hand with Tory cconomic policy (o
reorganise towards the pole of coercion the
earlier measure of *‘consent’* for law and
order

Thus, many of the methods and pro-
cedures first applied in Northern Ireland
with the passive approval of the mainland
working class, are now in use on the main.
land, CS gas being an example

Also, over the past few years a number of
changes to laws affecting the police have been
made, giving them much greater powers
(along the lines, in many cases, of those
recently sought by the Queensland police)

The 1976 Criminal Law Act encouraged
the increased use of summary charges carry
ing noright to jury trial. In addition, the 1824
Vagrancy Act's charge of being a suspected
person has begun 1o be widely used againsi
the “surplus population™ The ““sus offen
sive™ as it has been called, gives police wide
pawers of search and intimidation,

The authors refer to the widespread
assumption that Britain is a “‘liberal demo-
They see this view as “profoundly

Britain has for a long time been

hern

Wrong
one of the least democratic of the central

capitalist states . . . and the state itself is pro-
tecied by the most all-embracing and power.
ful secrecy laws in the Wesy. " in. 173)
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dental (ha
n the industr

I's undoubtedly not

Fraser's rece

British police and government ta cont
protest movemenis and expression  of
grievances the oppressed “*surplus
populatiol

The increasing opposition to Bri
perialism in N. Ireland also provide
pretext for the Prevention of Terrorism Act
rushed through after the Birmingham bomb
ings, but mainly used 1o harrass **suspects’

This section of the book, dealing with the
use of the police, is important reading for
those wondering how much further the state
in Australia will go in giving greater and
greater powers 1o the police
~ A central thesis of the book is (hat
split between the surplus population (w!
includes many Catholics in Northern Ircland,
much of working class youth and many of the
blacks) and the rest of the working class has
been a major facilitating factor in the erea-
tion of a new, authoritarian *'consensus!
The constant stirring of the *‘respeciable
while warking class’ ** anxieties ahout their
social and material position is seen as at the
heart of this split.

A quickening of the already deep currents
of racism, or of chauvinism towards the
Irish, for example, has been a major effect. It
is these divisions within the working class that
take on crucial importance for the workers®
mavement of the future.

What solution do the authors propose,
then, for the problems they have discussed?
They have a number of criticisms of the

Bennite left of the Labour Party's Alternative
Economic Strategy (1hat, like Wheelwrig
and Co, sees the central problem as being th
of transnational capital which should, in their
view, be replaced by much greater state inter
vention for “socialist’’ advance). They tend
to dismiss the role played by mass marches
ganised by the Right to Work Campaign,
the SWP, and the union movement, in
cohering the consciousness of the unem-
ployed. But they are correct in saying that “'it
is no longer adequate to treat the unemployed
as fodder for a propaganda campaign against
an incumbent government.'* (p. 182)

The authors don't appear to understand
the need for a revolulionary party that can
combine and focus (he struggles of various
sections of the surplus population, Their
main call is for “*permanent organisations of
the unemployed with substantial resources
from the trade unions, as integral paris of the
labour movement."" This might well be
valuable, but is only part of what is needed.

Gary Cox







