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Discussion Bulletin is published by the Red Eureka Movement as a public
forum for thrashing out the application of ivarxism-Leninism-ivao Tsetung
Thought to the concrete problems of the Australian revolution. For more on
the role of the bulletin, see the Editorial Cuidelines on page 7 of this
issue.

iaterial from non-members is welcome. Financisl assistance and assist-
ance distributing bulk copies of the bulletin to others would also be very
we lcore . ‘ ‘

Individual articles are the views of their authecrs. Signed articles use
pseudonyms. Editorial comments are the views of the editorial team and are
not necessarily REM policy.

Policy statements are made formally by the REM executive or membership
and will be signed as such in this bulletin.

Articles hostile to REN policy and Mao Tsetung Thought may slso be
published in the bulletin.

The Red Eureka Movement is a small revolutionary organisation that arose
from opposition to revisionist attacks by leaders of the "Communist Party
of Australia {(iarxist-Leninist)"” on Mao Tsetung's close comrades, the
Chinese "gang of four", and generally opposes the revisionist line of the
CPA(ML) leadership including its bourgeois nationalisin, exireme sectarian-
ism, subservience to Chinese revisionism and outright opposition to
socialist revolution in Australia.

- Qur stand is to defend the revolutionary principles of Marxism-
Leninism-ivao Tsetung Thought against the new revisionist attacks on them
in China, in Australia and throughout the world. We oppose both Chinese
and Albanian revisionism and reject the tendency towards "left wing
communism®™ prevalent among many opponents of the latest revisionism.

~ We support the concept of "three worlds" and the united front of all
forces that can be united against Soviet social imperialism, which has
become more dangerous, although not more powerful, than US imperialism.
ywithin Australia US imperialism is the greater enemy.

Vve are not, and do not pretend to be, a new vanguard party of the
working class, nor do we pretend to have all the answers. We believe that
overcoming sectarianism is central to building a genuinely revolutionary
movement in Australia and is a major contribution of iac Tsetung Thought,
or "Maoism'.

Our basic programme is the complete overthrow of all exploiting
classes, the establishment of working class rule (the dictatorship of the
proletariat) in place of capitalist class rule (the dictatorship of the
bourgeoisie) and the triumph of socialism over capitalism.

Gur ultimate aim is the classless society of world communism. This is a
process of continuing revolution by stages, and the fight for Australian
independence is part of that uninterrupted revolution. o '

Yie believe in armed revolution.

(Note: The above statement about REM is what we have come to call
our "Blurb". It aims to give some idea of what REM is and where it
stands. It is not a very good statemenit. We are really much more
confused about things than the Blurk would lead readers to think. We
would like to rewrite it, probably expanding on many of the points,
possibly changing some. Since we have not yet done so, we continue
to print it as it is, believing it to' be better than nothing.
Readers' comments on the statement would be welcomed.)

e e TR H RN R AR RN

The After Hours Bookshop has closed down. After Hours BEooks may be re-
suming operations on a limited scale as a mail order service. Watch this
space for further details. For the time being, After kours Books at the
address given on page 1 is still being used as a postal address for the
Red Eureka viavement. '
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APOLOGY AND EXPLANATION

e apologlse to readers for the very long delay since publication of the
previous edition of the Discussion Bulletin. This was due to factors
entirely within our control! '

Sharp differences had emerged within REM over political and organisa-
tional questions, including the role and editorial control of the
Discussion Bulletin. (Readers may have got an inkling of this situation
from remarks in some articles in earlier issues, especially DB9.) These
disputes intensified to such an extent that we decided to suspend public-
ation and concentrate for a time on internal discussions.

After a period of discussions, a number of people resigned from REM.
Rather than us attempting to summarise the reasons why they felt it neces-
sary to take this step, we invite those who have resigned from REM to
submit - individually or as a group - their views on the questions in
dispute in a form suitable for publication in the Discussion Bulletin. (A
~ short note on the resignations, outlining the viewpoint of those who
resigned, has appeared in the newsletter of the "Adelaide anti- -imperialist
study action group" who may be contacted at P.O. Box 88, Cowandilla, South
Australia 5033.)

Some of the articles in this edition of the Discussion Bulletin are
based on articles written for our internal discussions, 1ncludmg the
series of contributions on the relationship between theory and practlce.
The idea contained in some of the articles, that 'theory is primary’, is
probably contrary to the view prevaxlmg in the left, and we encourage
people to write responses.

Indeed, we repeat our general encouragement of readers to submit
articles, exther responding to artlcles already published or on fresh
topics.

During the time the Discussion Bulletin has been in suspended anima-
tion, we have been encouraged by the number of people who have asked about
it. We hope the bulletin, with the help of its readers, will continue to
improve as a tool for developing a revolutionary political position.

HeH eI I I IR H KKK KN KRN

OUTLINE OF FUTURE PROJECTS

Steve velipone

Gne of the main aims of the DCiscussion Bulletin is to promote
xnvestmatlon of questmns important to the communist movement in
Australia. This article is intended to identify some of these questions
and suggest lines of approach for coming to grips with them. It is a first
outline and far from complete. I hope it will stimulate others to join
together in clarifying the areas that most urgently need investigation and

(contmued page 4)

— e e — ——— —

Mao Tsetung* on the Fourth Anniversary of his Death Sept 9, 1980

" . A booklet publlshec by the Adelaide anti- imperialist study action group.

Contains articles on China's economy, cultural pohcy and general polit-
ical 'line, contrasting Mao's approach with that of the present leadership.
Also short but sharp criticism of REM - compulsory reading for polemic
fans! Contributors include Ted Wheelwright, Bill Kerr and Albert Langer.

Available from AAISAG, P.O. Box &8, Cowandllla, S.A. 5033, Australia.
Price for orders within Australia: 1-9 copies = $1.30 per copy plus $2 70
postage; 10-15 copies = $1.20 per copy; 16- 25 copies = $1.10 per copy; 26
or more copies = $1.0C per copy. (price includes ‘postage for orders of 10
or more). '

v.ake cbeques out to "Adelaide anti- imperialist study action group”.



Future Projects

working ocut how to get‘:. stértéd; so that collectively we can begin to
develop a better understanding of the world we live in and how to change
it

Topics have been grouped under six broad headings although there are
obvious interconnections.

1. REVOLUTIGN

Guestions:

Fow should revoluticnaries act so as to be revolutionary? How to link
up struggles for reforms with the development of a revolutionary movement,
rather than either becoming totally immersed in fighting for reforms or
indulging in abstract revolutionism that ignores the actual content of
particular struggles?

Lines of Approachs:

(1) Discussion and assessment of struggles we've been invoived in - to
what extent did we act as revolutionaries, and could we have acted any
differently? _

(2) Case-study of a current campaign. Suggestion: the struggles around
unemployment and the economic crisis. Analyse the activities, demands and
propaganda of the various activist groups and left organisations and
sects., Try to work out what approach revolutionaries should be taking in
these campaigns. (Then do it!)

2. SGCIALISM AND COMMUNISM

Guestions: »

What are the key differences between capitalism, socialism and com-
munism? 1f a revolutionary movement won power in Australia tomorrow, what
would it do? What will things be like a long time after the revelution?

Lines of Approach

(1) Look at the histories of the revolutionary movements in the U.S.5.R.
and China. Identify the actions of the revisionist leaders in those
countries that showed they were/are restoring capitalism. Find out how the
revisionists define socialism. Work out a revolutionary definition.
Explain how you distinguish between revisionist crimes, on the one hand,
and mistakes by genuine revolutionary leaders, on the other.

(z) Describe how various aspects of Australian society could be run if
capitalism were overthrown. Identify how our visions of the future differ
from those of reformists.

(3) Critically analyse the programmes of various "Marxist" parties here
and overseass.

3. ECONOMIC CRISIS

Guestions:

Why do capxtahst sconomic crises occur? Why, in particular, has the
- present crisis occurred? Is it basically the same as earlier ones, or does
it have, significant new features? how is it likely to develop? What
effects is it having on society, the economic structure and the political
climate? To, .what extent does the crisis in Autralia have specific charac-
teristics mfferent from other countries?

lLines of Approach:

(1) Discuss the articles already published in the Discussion Bulletin
(especially No. 6) and The Rebel! Develop the arguments - or refute them.
(2) Collect and summarise statistical and other information on what has
happened to the economy over the last ten years, here and world-wide.

(3) Analyse existing theories about the economic sntuatlon - conserva-
tive, liberal, "left", whatever.

4



Future Projects

(4) Study Marx's. econon"xé writings. " Summarise and dlSCUSS sectmns that
appear to be partxcularly relevant. :

: ‘4."AU5-TRALIAN-$O’CI’E;~TY'
C\uestlons-?- HIEOY T SRl B o '
‘WhHat are ' the’ spemftc features of capltalism in Australia? What is the
role of ‘overseéas’ capital - are’we uhder” foreign domination? What are the
relationships - betweer' the' 'various sectors ' of capitalism in Australia -
manufacturing, financial, Tretail,’ farming, ‘mining, state, etc? What are
the ‘roles ‘of prot‘écti‘dnism,*arbxtratlon, state covernments? What is the
class structure of Australian society? What positions could the various-
classes ‘,(and sections of classes) be expected to take in a revolution?

Lmes of" Approach L e

(1) Collect and summarise statistical mformatlon
(2) Review some of the existing writings on these themes.

(3) Cebate the "independence" issue - the artxcles in stcussxon Bulletm_
No. 4 could be a. startmg pomt

5. TEC_HNOLOGY

Guestions: b :

What is the role of technologncal change in the capitalist economy, n-’
particular in economic’ crisis? Do types of technology reflect types of -
society? Is our idea of the communist utopia a society with high technol-
ogy and hardly any obligatory work, or one with limited technology and a
humanised working environment? Will artificial intelligence eventually '
take over, and if so will it be a good thing?

Lmes of Approach: ,
(1) Follow up on the articles already publxshed in the stcussmn‘
Bulletin (Nos. 8 and 9). Summarise the issues in contention and discuss
them further.

(2) Analyse the Vyers Report and the various responses to it.

6. THE WORLD SITUATION

Guestions: £ ’ '

Are we headed for world war’? If so, can xt be prevented or delayed and
economic or other motives driving the superpowers? If world war does break
out, ‘how should revolutionaries act? What ‘are the possible outcomes?

Lines of Approach: » '

(1) Prepare comprehensive summary of WWIII discussion group notes (see
pages 17-23 of this bulletin for some of these notes). Identlfy_ the major
issues and use as a basis for further discussion.

(2) Work out how we would deal with the world sxtuatxon in propaganda;
and do it - e.g. broadsheet, posters. =

(3) Resume dxscussmn group on m"perlalxsm, making efforts to get more
people involved. "

CRERRR

Editorial Note: The above article was written primarily to help REM in
organising its own theoretical werk, and will be used for that purpose.
However, if any readers feel inspired to write artlcles, notes, reading
lists, etc, on any of the topics outlined, we would be delighted to
receive them. We hope to publish in futurev issues reports of work in
progress, as well as - of course - articles resulting from that work.



ADVERTISEMENT OPPOSING TH.E.E‘XEGU TION
OF FORMER CHINESE POLITICAL LEADERS

Despite the judicial trappings, there’'can be little doubt of the
essential political nature of the trial which has just concluded in
Peking... The aim is to discredit a whole range of political and  social
developments that emerged during the Cultural Revolution and which evoked
a sympathetic response in the West from just about everybody left of
centre. The issues involved are in no way-éxclusively Chinese, but cover
almost every important social and political question in a modern indus-
trial society - elitism in education, the relations between people in the
production process, hlerarchy, authonty etc

Even a casual readmg of Bemng Revxew reveals that the current regime
has no wish: to face up to these questions but prefers to embrace polncxes
that would do ivalcolm Fraser and I\/;thon Friedman proud.

vooopo--vneooont

The following advertisement was recently placed in the National Times
aceompanied by the names of a number of signatories.

You may also hke to wrlte to the Chmese authorities tc let them know

your views. Suggested addresses: Beijing Review, P.O. Box 399, Eeijing,

China; Embassy of the F’eople s Republic. of China, Canberra 26@0 Centra!
Commxttee of the Commumst Party of China, Beijing, China. ,

”Text of the onertlsement

JUDICIAL MURDER IN CHINA.

V\hether China takes a socialist or capltalist direction is a matter’ for

‘he Chmese people. Nevertheless, 1t~ is our view that in a cxvxhzeda

untry governments do not resort to executmg their pohtlcal opponents .
' ‘Also, show trxals which are held for ‘purely political reasons._do npt,

' ref!ect well on those who stage them

Vv ciuld also remmd the present rulers of Chlna that they owe" thelr'

& ¥

own lxves anG hberty to the obvxously more iement pohcnes of t\/ao

“ ‘.;',Tsetunc; and the gang of four!..  Furthermore, any executions could» do

.1{:,,,‘c0n31derable harm: ~Australia-China relétioqu,and to Cft"ii'hé“is‘";for"eign

relatmns general!y

T



3.

ECITORIAL GUIDELIRES

The principal purpcse of the Liscussicn Eclletin is to gromcote
investication anc exchange cr views con issues vital to theccmmunist
~movement &nc fc polericize in ceferce of ivarxisn.-Leninisn: anc ivacism
against otter trencs.

The Liscussion Eulletin aime to publish ¢ wide variety cf views from
cutsice ana insice =&V, in the belief that strucale tetween
different iceas cen help ‘achieve clerity.

~ seconcary role of the Ciscuscion sulletin is to state, and arcue
tor; vievis which nEtiv. las edeptec es policy. we aim to procuce fermel
policy statements summing up cur uncerstancincs of questions that
have been discussec in the bulletin.

In publishing the Liscussiun pulletin we eaim for professionalism,
the test of which lies in what is inclucec rather then what is
excluded.

‘vaor efforts should be mede tec ensure that each ecition contzaing a
nuniber of well-written articles cealing with important cuestions in
-a critical end scientific n.anner.

Articles submittec which ere nct of such hick quslity will still
normally be puclished. where the ecitorial tesn. believes an article
coule be improvec by rewriting or abridgement, it viill, if
practicable, attempt te dc this in consultation withk the author; but
such attempts will nct bLe alloved, unless the author acrees, to
unculy celay the puilicaticn of any article which is of some valte
in ternys of the ains of the viscussion Bulletin.

If an article is suvbmittea which, in the cpiniocn of the editcrisl
tean:, is of nc apprecieble value, 1t will be rejectec. vikere there
is substantial cissgreenent within the editcrial team cver whether
an article shculc be rejectec, the article will ncrrrelly be civen
the benefit cf the coubt. The n.en.bership or executive of RENV. are the
ultimate s&rbiters of such cuesticns.

These guidelines zre subject toc review anc alteration in. the light
of experierice. ‘



DEVELCRVENT OF ARVED STRUCGLE

Ancn.

I've always had a vague nction of some great climax tc the Austrahan
revolution (insert multiple R-R-R's if required) where I and all my friends
ocn the left take on hero rcles machine-gunning from behind sand-bags in
Bourke St, or picking coff cops in Russell St from our strcnghold in the
Trades Hall. whc supplied the guns, or how I came to be in there at the
finish is never explained in this comfortable dream.

Yet for all that, I know there has to be armed struggle, there will be,
and the sooner the better. No-cne is going to stand up like the umpire at
the footy, hold a grenade aloft, and proclaim the official start of Armed
Struggle.

Armed struggle started when the first demcnstrator threw a rock at the
authorities of the time. Armed class wearfare started in Australia when
aborigines attacked the first European settlers.

The seeds of constant widespread prcletarian armed struggle are eround
us now. When youth gangs turn en pelice trying tc bust them, they do it
with chains, knives, sticks and stones - and they do lot of damacge. The
reascns are obviously political - the result ¢f an inhuman system that
" cages and represses pecple until they hit out. Predictably it is often
against one ancther (racism, rival gangs, domestic fights), but
mcreasmgly it is against the authorities.

Just because the working class doesn't chant slogans or correctly
analyse the cause of unemployment is nc reason to write off. mstmctxvly
well-directed violence s a waste of time.

Real communists have an historical perspective cf class struggle, know
what sort of new scciety is possible, know something of the practical
difficulties in getting there, know their class enemies and allies at any
civen time, and have long practice in explaining all that in terms anycne
can understand. They may not be of working class background, but are at cne
with the prcletariat, having lived and strucgled with the exploited for
many years. They are humble, but confident.

Those of us calling curselves communists shoula be checking out how far
we fall short of the above, and .setting out tc rectify it. With st least
some of those attributes, we are in a positien toc unite USefully w1th the
"instinctive revoluticnaries" menticned above. :

The bill reaacs:

Tenants versus lanclords, Housing Commissicn Estate dwellers versus the
Commission, unemployed versus both the CES and the big companies
engaged in lay-cffs, prisoners versus screws, and half of ielbourne
versus Waltons' baillifs.,

The bricks are flying - where are you?

I surmise the housing estates and fibrous-cement jungles will eventually
become ‘'uncontrollable' for the cops; whence it will probably be riot
squads and the army. By that time perhaps the flying bricks will have
become bullets.

There is cbviously an underworld erms market. Even zllowing for the fact
that a large slice of the underworld is big business, cops, and the
pcliticians - guns are moving, and are therefore commcnly accessible to
left-wing elements. Apart from this, the masses have untold skills and
ingenuity for making armaments anc knccking them off. But that has to
develop with struggle, experience, and more awareness. You can't just go
off and do a C.A.E. ccurse in arms and explegsives. Pity. But yocu can
acquire cuns now and teach yocurself. !



Armed Struggle

* * ¥

I have made it sound rather pre-determined - as if agitators possessed of
ideology have no part in it. Higher consciousness born of experience is a
pre-condition for greater unity and struggle by the masses. It's a sure bet
there are many aware communists amongst the people now, who are not in any
of the present left parties or grcups. But with more communists fighting
alongside the people, organisation should develop faster, victories should
be more frequent, and handicaps like racism and sexism be less damaging.
The defeat of the ruling class should therefere be closer.

Yes, armed struggle is as close as your nearest house-brick. No, there
won't be a whistle to tell you when to start.
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THE CULTURAL REVOLUTION AND THE REVISIONIST
THEGORY OF PRODUCTIVE FGRCES

Norm Sinclair

A number of people seem to think that after the gang of four were arrested:
they were presented with "new revelations", they now had the "full facts",
and therefore could proceed to do political somersaults. One of these "new
revelaticns" was that the revolutionaries in China were "sabotaging
production" and "setting revolution against production".

To see that there was nothing new about this tune you need go no further
than the documents of the 9th and 1Gth Congresses of the CPC.

From the Sth Congress Report in 196% we reag:

As the l6-Point Decision indicates, the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution is a powerful motive force for the development of the social
productive ferces in our country,

Cur country has seen good harvests in agricultural preduction for
years running and there is also a thriving situation in industrial
production and science and technology. The enthusiasm of the broad
masses of the working people both in revolution and production has
socarea to unprecedented heights. ivany factories, mines and other
enterprises have time and again topped their prcduction records,
creating all-time highs in production. The technical revolution is
making cconstant progress. The market is flourishing and prices are
stable. By the end of 1968 we had redeemed all the national bonds,
Cur country is now a socialist country with neither internal nor
external debts,

'Grasp revclution, promote production' - this principle is
absolutely correct. it correctly explains the relationship between
revolution and production, between ccnscicusness and matter, between
the superstructure ana the economic base and between the relations of
production and the productive forces. Chairman Mao always teaches us:
'Political work is the life-blood of all economic work.' Lenin
denounced the opportunists who were opposed to approaching problems
politically. ‘Politics cannot but have precedence cver economics. To
argue differently means forgetting the ABC of Marxism.' (Lenin,
Collected Works, Chinese Edn., Vol. 32, p.72). Lenin again stated:
'To put politics on a par with economics also means forgetting the ABC
of Marxism' (ibid). :




Froductive Forces

Politics is the concentrated expression of economics. If we fail to
make revolution in the superstructure, fail toc arouse the broad masses
of the workers and peasants, fail to criticise the revisionist line,
fail to expose the handful of renegades, enemy agents, capitalist-
roadgers in power and counter-revcolutionaries and fail toc consolidate
the leadership of the proletariat, how cen we further consoclidate the
socialist economic base and further develop the seocialist productive
forces? This is not to replace production by revolution but to use
revelution te command production, promote it and lead it forward. We
must make investigations and study, and actively and properly solve the
many problems of policy in struggle-criticism-transformation on the
economic front in accordance with Chairman Mac's general line of 'Going
all . cut, aiming high and achieving grester, faster, better and more
gconomical results in building soccialism’, in accordance with his great
strategic concept, 'Be prepared against wars, be prepared against
natural disaster, and do everything for the pecple' and with the series
cf principles such as 'take agriculture as the foundation anc industry
as the leeding factor'. ‘We must bring the revciutionary initiative and
creativeness of the peeple of all naticnalities into full play, firmly
grasp revolution and energetically promote productien aend fulfill and
cverfulfill our plans for developing the national econcmy. It is
certain that the great victory in the CGreat Proletarian Cultural
Revoluticn will continue to bring sbout new leaps forward on the
economic front and in our cause of socialist construction as a whole.
(pp 60 - 64, FLP 1969).

Cn page 39 cof the same report we read:

Especially when the capitalist-roaders in power failed in their scheme
tc suppress the revolution on the pretext of 'grasping production' and
whipped up the evil counter-revolutionary wind of economism, the broad
masses came to uncerstand still better that only by recapturing their
lest power was it possible for them to defeat the capitalist-roaders in
power completely'. ‘ :

Cheu En-lai's Report to the IGth Congress is even more explicit. Cn pages
4 and 5 of the FLP 1973 edition we read:

As we all know, the poiitical report to the Ninth Congress was drawn up
under Cheirman Mao's persenal guidance. Prier to the Congress, Lin
Flao had produced a draft political report in collaboration with Chen
Po-ta. They were opposed tc continuing the revclution under the
cictatorship of the proletariat, contending that the main task after
the ininth Corigress weas to develop production. This was 2 refurbished
version under new conditions of the same revisionist trash that Liu
Shac-chi and Chen Po-ta had smuggled into the resolution of the Eighth
Congress, which alleged that the major centradiction in our country was
not the contradiction between the proletariet and the bourgecisie, but
that 'between the advanced socialist system and the backward productive
forces of society!'. :

Neturally, this draft by Lin Piao and Chen Po-ta was rejected by the
Central Committee. tin Piao secretly supported Chen Po-ta in the
latter's open opposition te the political report drawn up under
Chairman Meo's guidance, anc it was only after his attempts were
frustrated that Lin Piszo grudgingly accepted the report to the
Congress.

(This statement, by the way, contradicts the claim made by Teng and others
about & year later that Lin Piao was pushing an ultra-left line. This
point may seem academic until you look at how the revisionists have used
Lin Piao to aiscredit the Cultural Revolution).
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ON HEADLESS CHOOKS

Faul

what we need to do - as an urgent task - is to train Marxist
theoreticians capable of applying the truths of Marxism-Leninism to
Australian conditions and by so doing, advance the revolutionary
movement in this country with the aim of seizing state power.

Stirring stuff, eh? Pity I don't gc along with it.

what we need to do is to make Marxist theory, not to make Marxist
theoreticians. And I'm not engaging in polemics when I say this., Consider
the introduction again - and similar statments that have been expressed by
us, by the CPA-ML (old days) and by revolutionaries here and
internationally - it contains underlying assumptions which, in my view, are
Wrong. ,

That Marxists need to apply the truths of ivarxism to their local
conditions is true, of course, but it is not necessarily the same thing as
applying Marxism to local conditions and in practice has usually stopped
short of applying Marxism.

Firstly, it misses the point (or tends to) about what Marxism is.
Marxism is more than just a set of scientific and revolutionary truths
deduced and verified by Marx, Engels, Lenin etc. Marxism is how these
truths were arrived at in the first place (i.e., it's the method, more than

the result). Forgetting that Marxism is an analytical-method which needs to -~ ™~

be applied all the time; that because of this; Marxist theory is being
enriched all the time, leaves us wide open to fall for the second
underlying assumption: that of treating ivarxism as a dogma.

This line - which we have all fallen for at some time or another -
maintains that you don't need to apply Marxism to create new theory, but to
apply the truths of Merxism (already known, but not applied). In other
words, it's all been done before (thank heavens); all we have to do is
apply it. This is not really Marxism.

Qf course there are many truths of Marxism which have been done before
and they don't need going over again (revising) because they reflect
reality and universal applicaetions. But tc then believe that all the
answers are known, that all that is required is the mastering of these
truths and the problems .and answers of the local revolution will at once
become apparent, is crap. It is saying that history has stopped, that
social reality (from which Marxism is drawn) has ceased its development. To
put it this way, demonstrates the fallaciousness of this position.

There really is & strong temptation for revolutionaries to use the
revolutions of other countries - the USSR, China, Albania etc - as an
ideological crutch which hampers our own thinking, our own develepment of
revolutionary theory relevent to (and hence from) local revolutionary
practice. Peking Review says that inflation in the west is a reflection of
capitalist overproduction. Erudite Fumblebrain Hill agrees. We agree... and
that's ‘another problem solved. Is it really any surprise that the CPA-ML's
anti-inflation campaign didn't even get off the ground?

Because the proletariat held state power somewhere, be it Russia, China,
wherever, revolutionaries were able to stay in & cocoon and get the line
from overseas via local gurus. When the USSR became revisionist, we ended
up on the rocks - which is fair encugh because we asked for it. And the
same can be said for the situation we find ourselves in now, after the
revisionist coup in China and the degeneration in Albania. The fact that we
got pretty much what we deserved ageain, indicates the sericusness of the
problem and that the lessons of the USSR were not really learnt (or even
realized?) ‘
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eadless Chooks

That this situation sbould huve cnded years agc (like decades) is self-
evident. That it hasn't, means we've got a bit of homework to do. The big
difference now, however, is thet we don't have a crutch anymore. For the
first time in over 60 years, we sre completely on our own.

‘Given this, our choices for the future ere few. We could degenerate into
a weirdg 'Marxist' sect (and 'l always thoucht that Catholicism was the one
true faith), and because religicus ferver does have its own momentum, we
may even become ez little successful. We could tEecome cynics and drop out;
or we can take stock of the situation and start to remedy it. And this
brings me back to the question of theory and practice.

Yes, there is a dialectical relationship between theory and practlcc
(which “is hardly an original or stertling piece of news) and at any time;
one will hold precedence over the other (relationships between things are
always in a state of flux. When this stops, sterile street begins). This
shouldn't really need pointing out - but it seems prudent that I do so.

At the moment we do not possess much (anything?) we can give tc the
Australian people - which is & direct result of relying on crutches.
Although the problem may be older than we ere, now that it's been kicked
from under us, we've got to stand on our own feet, get our thecreticszl
shit together and use this as & springboard (a solid basis) for the
agitetional oriented activities. :

This is not armcheir Marxism. MNor is the suggestion that we beceme a
study group. Part'of the problem is that we expended a great deal of energy
running around like chooks with their heads cut off (insufficient theory!).
No wonder we gof pissec off. Ve also fell for interpreting the relaticnship
between theofy end practice as 50% theory and 50% practice very even handea
and ‘'very undialectical. The paralysis that inevitably followed was a much
healthier reaction than people religiously burying - themselves into
ineffective "mass work". It was a conscious recognition that something was
wrong. The fault was not too much thecry - but not nearly enough. Without
the basis that will come from theorctical research and struggle (amongst
ourselves, nationelly and internationaliy) we will remeain headless chooks.
The emphasis of ocur work must be toward understanding and developing
jvarxist theory to the point where we do have something to give the
Australian people. s :

I don't want toc be a headless chook all my life and go to the grave -
satisfied at bhaving tried (but unfortunately never trying to seize state .
power). There is not much objective difference between this and the
contribution to life made by Yevsey Klimkov, the principal character in
Gorky's Life of a Useless ivan. The motives are better, of course - but the
effect is the same - uselrss., We should be only satisfied with winning.
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OOMVUINI SV LIVES! - O UNITING THECRY AND PRACTICE

Geoff

There seems toc be a feeling that some conflict exists between theory and
practice - thst theory means "just studying" and practice means 'doing
things". . This is wrong. It feces us with a choice between empiricism and
degmatism. The point is there is no trade-off between the twe -~ you cannot.
have "more theory and less practice" or vice-versa.

Theoretical study is being done in such a2 way as to divorce it from
reality. Such study has no meening cutside its own assumptions - you study
it because it's good tec know it. This has been defended under the slogan
"Theory is Primary" as though Theory and Practice compete for leadership in
the revoelution.
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Lniting Theory and Fractice

It misses the point. Theoretical study is good when it makes the world
clearer - when it has some point of reference cutside cf itself. There's
nothing the matter with reading Capital (I suppose varx meant someone to
read it) if the reading serves some purpgcse cother than our own knowledge.
There is no point in a communist possessing knowledge unless it is to be
used. Capital is wuseful - let's not 'study' it, let's use it. Theory is
not "Primeary", it is useful.

This does not mean that every pericd of stucy should end in a leaflet.
Stuay is not theory, and leafletting is not practice.

ICEAS -FOR-THEIR-OMN-SAKE 1S DCAVA, NCT THECRY

Theory is some notion of what the world is and how it works. Some people
cevelop it by talking te pecple, some by reading the classics, some by
working it action groups or unions. By itself this world view is not
enough. It must be tested before it can progress. Proletarian stucy is
like studying the form-guide - it could be done for its own sake, but the

pecint is to find out how to bet - to put the theory to the test in the real
werld.

ivao puts it more pungently:

Cur comrades must understand that we do not study ivarxism-Leninism
because it is pleasing tc the eye, or because it has some mystical
value....\varxism-Leninism has no beauty, nor has it any mystical value.
It is only extremely useful. It seems that right up tc the present
quite a few have recgarded iviarxism-Leninism as a ready-made panaceas
once you have it ycu can cure all your ills with little effort. This
is a type of childish blinaness and we must start a mevement to
enlighten these people. Those who regard ivarxism-Leninism as religious
cogma show this type of blind ignorance. We must tell them openly,
"your dogme is no use", or to use an impolite phrase "your degma is
less useful than shit." e see that dog excrement can fertilise the
fields, and man's can feed the dog. Ancd dogmas? They can't fertilise
the fields, nor can they feed a dog. Cf what use are they?

(From b. Compton, "Party Reform Uocuments" 1542)

If it's not useful - Forget it!

BOING ThINGS IS NCT RRACTICE

vie do have a theory. It may not zlways be conscious in that it may not
inform all cur actions. This is why we often lose a sense of direction in
our work. We shculd aim to provide communist leadership in action groups.
This means understanding how the action fits in with the brogader pattern of
social change, as well as how to lead the cther members of the group to a
deeper uncerstanding of the nature of ceapitalist society. It never means
just taking them over.

We practice ivarxism=Leninism when we bite back an attack on socmeone with
whom: we know we should unite, and when we thorcughly democlish someone who
is an enemy. We practice iviarxism-Leninism. when we support scmeonz2 we know
we should suppert. "Practice" means doing what's required. Sometimes it
means a leaflet, sometimes it means & demonstration, sometimes it means
keeping quiet. Cne day it will mean firing guns. Until then it means noct
firing guns. Practice is living theory.

iVac quotes the saying "To shoot an arrow, have a target"...
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tating 1 heory ena Practice

In shooting the arrow you must have a target to aim at. The relation
between Marxism-Leninism and the Chinese Revolution (he meant the
Australian one toc) is the same as between the arrow and the target.
However, some comrades are shooting arrows without a target, shooting
them recklessly. It is easy for them toc harm the revolutionary ceuse.

In addition, there arc some comrades who merely take the arrow in
hand, twist it back and forth, and say =gain and again in praise,
nexcellent arrow, excellent arrow", but urc never willing to shoot it.
This type of person is = connoisseur of antiques. who has hardly any
relationship with the revolution. If it were otherwise, why should we
want tc study iarxism-Leninism? Isn't it because we have not digested
our millet thet we rcad a book on the relief of indigestion?

Get theory to find the target, and make sure we're prepared to shoot!

- FRACTICE IS THECRY LIVE!

Uniting thecry and practice is a matter of taking our communist world view
‘seriously. It means having & pattern te live by, and living it. It means
. seeing how our own small part of life relates to other struggles in
- Australia and in the world, It sees beyond splittism and small-group

. thinking. It demands that there be a point to our study and to our actions.

It means making communism live.
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GN UNTYING THEORY AND PRACTICE

Steve Melipone

. 'One divides into two' is one of those catch-phrases that people throw
around without necessarily understanding the concept behind it.” In fact
sometimes people use the phrase merely in order to sound profound.
Nevertheless it embodies an important idea - that there are contradictions
in everything and that contraciction is fundamental. The unity of the two
sides of a contradicticn is conditional and transitory, but their struggle
is basic. The 'unity of opposites' is just what it says. It is not the
unity of things that seem tc be opposite but deep down ('in essence') are
not. It is the unity of things that really-truly are opposite.

This is not to say that =ail contradictions are always-:antagonistic. Eoth
-before and after liberation in China there was a worker-peasant alliance.
The econtradiction between the two classes was not antageonistic. Their unity
of ~interests was highlighted. Just the same, they were still separate
classes: their relationships to the means of production were different. The
workers were not 'peaseants in factories' and the peasants were not
‘proletarians. on the land'. For this reason it was necessary for the
 proletariat to struggle for the leading role. They were two classes with
two ideologies and one hac to prevail. : _

So it is with theory and practice. But some -writings on this subject
seem to be, at best, glossing over this fact, and at worst, assuming that
“unity is fundamental and struggle is an optical illusion or the result of
errors. Examples are 'Waiting for a Communist Party' (Discussion Bulletin
9) and 'Communism Lives! On Uniting Theory ““o Practice' (in this issue).

First let's consider the notion that neithsr theory nor practice is
primary. This idea comes through in 'Communism Lives...'. '"Waiting for a
Communist Party' doesn't explicitly advance this proposition but it
interprets the formulation ‘raise the theoretical level while uniting
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Untying Theory and Practice

theory and practice’ in such a -way as to water down -the primacy of theory
at the present time. I feel it tends to ‘present theory as one task among
many equally important tasks and to exaggerate the danger of armchair
Marxism when the real problem is that there is still far too little
theoretical work being done. Some members of the Red Eureka Movement,
including myself, have been accused of hypocrisy for giving lip-service to
the idea that 'theory is primary and ‘propaganda is secondary' while not
doing any propaganda work. We should be called hypocrites for not doing any
theoretical work! ‘ ' ‘

Actually the belief that neither theory nor practice is primary is the
least credible position. Why don't people come out and say that practice is
_primary? It's a proposition that's got a lot going for it - at most times
it would be correct. Cverall, practice is the principal aspect of the
practice/theory centradiction. If we thought otherwise we would not be
materialists. So at most times practice is primary. However there. are
occasions when theory is primary. But are there occasions when neither is
primary? (Or when both are primary? - it amounts to the same thing.)

We could think of the two aspects of a contradiction as being like the
two sides of a coin. They are opposite sides but of course they are both
part of a larger whole and both indispensable to that whole. But you would
do well not to emphasise this latter -aspect too much in a two-up game. Each
coin at any given time has either its head or its tail uppermost and the
two-up players are interested in which one it is. It's no good going on
about how there can be no heads without tails and how essential it is
always to bear in mind the basic unity of the penny. Maintaining that
neither theory nor practice is primary is like betting on the coin landing
on its edge. :

Practice means engaging in activity which brings you directly into
interaction with society and/or nature. In the present context, political
struggle is the type of practice we have in mind. Political struggles give
rise to questions as to what should be done. They also generate experiences
and information which can be used in answering these questions. Theory
means analysing facts, identifying the forces at work and formulating plans
for future action. The results of theoretical work are used to guide
further practice and are tested in that practice.

In this process theory and practice are firmly linked, but they are
nevertheless distinct phases, distinct types of activity. In fact, as in
- normal parlance, they are opposites. As I said before, practice is normally

the principal aspect but at particular times theory becomes principal. When
we have no clear conception of the forces at work in society and no plan of
action to change society we must give priority to developing such a
conception and such a plan. Isn't this the situation revolutionaries are in
now? ‘ ’ : :

Previous practice has given us questions that need answering and facts
we can use in answering them - the previous practice being the struggles we
have been involved in, the struggles that have taken place in Australian
history in general and the struggles that have been waged elsewhere in the
world, including the experiences of the world communist movement, We need

to draw some conclusions and work out at least a tentative plan for
communist practice in the future. A

Until this is done theory should be the leading activity. However

practice may continue to be the main activity for most or all of us. By
this I mean that every member of REM is and will continue to be involved in
political struggles, and practical activities in these struggles may take
up more time than theoretical activities such as reading, writing and
arguing about the questions facing the communist movement. This is quite
healthy. Firstly because continuing involvement in struggles provides some
safeguard against becoming remote from reality and oblivious to trends in
society and in progressive movements. Secondly. because although we have as
yet little to offer as communists, we do have something to offer as

relatively experienced activists with a few skills that are wdrthepassing
on to newer activists, ' :
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fut the first pricority right now for 2 communist organisation must be to
ocrganise investigeatiocn of theoretical questicns. (When [ say 'theoretical
questicns' I don't mean acedemic questions like how many bolsheviks can
dance on the head of a pin, but vital gquesticns like how to cverthrow
capiteiisrr ) An essentiel part cof this first pricrity task is tc
rong wider left cireles™ani~awareness of the guesticngwe are
mvestxgatmg and our tentative conclusions - and later ocur less tentative
conclusions. This is where the Discussicn Bulletin comes in, To a degree
our publication of the Discussion Bulletin is elso a2 form of propaganda
work, but that is not its principal function. Its principal function is to
stim ulcte discussion within REM anc ameng revoluticnaries in general.

Struggles ‘are going on anyway, regaraiess of what RENV, does. KEW, fiéimbers
are invelved in some cof them. EBut 2 communist (or would-be communist)
ocrganisation like REiv. is not uniquely qualified to provide leadership in
these strugoles precisely because we lack any clear idea of the way forward
for the revolution.

What is the purpose cf making a clear distinction between thecry and
practice and a definite decision zbout which of them is primary at a given
time? It is not to negate the unity of theory and practice. Gn the contrary
it is to make that unity real and not just & phrase. It is to achieve
clarity about cur situation and give us some perspective cn cur work. It is
important to untie theory and practice, not in the sense of bresking the
link between them, but in the sense cf disentangling the two cecncepts in
our minds so that we can better understand each of them and the
‘relationship between them.
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ANALYSING SOGVIETY IMPERIALISM

Paul

With Afghanisten and the issue of Olympic boycotts deminating much of the
news this year, the USSR's ectivities arcund the werld have clearly become
items of public discussion and debate. Thet's great. Mind you, the
Soviets have been doing a lot of nasty things for years now and their
behavicur has been a burning issue within the left for a damn sight longer.

Civen this, it annoys the hell cut of me that we haven't got very far in
cur anti-Soviet campaigning by nocw. In fact, the standard of cur debate cn
this pcint is pretty pceor. It hasn't progressed for years and often the
progress that is made occurs in spite of us.

It's not that the things we say are not true (on the whele). It's just
that we tend tc substitute truisms for actual argument.

W hat's prompted my comments has been a2 re-reading of 'The Restcration
of Capitalism in the USSR' by Martin Nicolaus. [ have since alsc re-read
the then Revclutionary Union's "how Capitalism kas Been Restored in the
Soviet Union...' Although there is pretty major disagreement between them
(see the RCP's article against Nicoclaus in "The Communist") a lot of
research has gone intc both. No, not research into what ivarx, Lenin etc.
seid about this cr that (good old gqucte hunting) but real live research,
historical and contemporary, to demonstrate that capitalism has been
restored in the USSR and the hows and whys of this process.

Cbvicusly both works have been the result net only of resesrch, but of
lengthy debate and disagreement. In cther words, they furnish evidence of
the fact that many, many people (progressives, socialists, revolutionaries
of various sorts), were not convinced, or were largely unawzre. cof the
changes that had taken place in the USSR - much less what these. chances
meant within the USSR and internaticnally,
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Lots of progressive people here (excluding SPA hacks) do not agree with
our view of the USSR. They don't see that there's been a restoration of
capitalism, resulting in the rise of social fascism and social imperial-
ism. ivany do not particularly like the USSR (though they may like the US
a damn sight less!) but still see it as "socialist", whatever that may
mean. The Soviet Union is often seen as a distinctly lesser evil than the
us.

Undoubtedly this situation has enabled the USSR to get away with murder
(literally) in places like Afghanistan, by blaming it all on the Yanks. A
lot of people fall for this, or at least are influenced by it.

We have fallen down badly through our inability to convince many more
people than we have, that the USSR is nasty because it is a big, monopoly
cepitalist power. We have failed to demonstrate that the Soviet Union's
economy is subject to the same anarchic forces which compelled the US,
Britain, etc. to be imperialist powers and warmongers. We have not suff-
iciently proved (and you don't do it by ranting and raving) that
capitalist productive relations have been restored in the USSR; let alone
convincing some that such a process is even peossible.

Various bourgeois journals and, even more importantly, military and
economic journals published by the Soviets themselves provide us with a
veritable gold mine of information which we could use to convince people.
The trouble is that none of us have bothered to even look (me included).

If we really want to convince our fellow lefties (and most of them are
pretty good people), then we'd better do some homework now and enter into
and encourage real honest to goodness debate on these matters.

’ v.*:*******'*********************

INTRODUCTION TO ARTICLES ON WORLD WAR I11

In May this year a group of people (mostly, but not all, members of REM)
began meeting at the After Hours Bookshop to dxscuss the international
sxtuatlon, and in particular the prospect of a world war and how revolut-
ionaries should respond.

We spent some time discussing an artlcle titled "World War Three". This
article, together with some notes from our discussion of it on 6 June
1980, are printed on the following pages. We would welcome readers com-
ments on the series of questions on page 21 and on related issues. Discus-
sion notes from 30 May and 14 June have been held over.

It will be obvious that we started from the standpoint that both the
USA and the USSR are imperialist superpowers, and that the USSR is at
present the more aggressive and expansionist of the two. The material
printed here basically discusses what these views imply for the attitude
of revolutionaries to various concrete issues. The ideas expressed here
should be regarded as tentative. A more finished article is to be pre-
pared, setting out conclusions and identifying questions which require
further consideration. This will be published in a later edition of the
Discussion Bulletin.

Durmg our discussions we considered the proposition- that the Soviet
Union is  imperialist and discussed how this can be reconciled with the
apparent differences in the social and economic systems of the USSR and
W estern imperialism. While some views were expressed, we concluded that we
don't have a good enough understanding of the whole concept of imperialism
and the characteristics of imperialism in the West. Accordingly we plan to
study imperialism, starting with Lenin's Imperialism, the Highest Stage of
Capitalism.

The Study Group should resume operations early in 19€1. Please get in
touch if you are interested in participating.
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WORLD WAR THREE

Communists take the view that international, or state to state,
relations are always the expression of class relations, and hence,
of class struggle. how then is the class struggle in international.
relations being fought out today? I think international relations
today are extremely complex and it is difficult to work out a
revolutionary-proletarian line to take. For purposes of self-
clarification I have written this small article, which is mostly
a series of observations and questions rather than a worked out
view. I hope other people might be prepared to contribute their
views on this very important question, that is : the prospect of a
world war, and a communist attitude to it.

NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE

Lenin equated national independence with PURELY political independence

(not economic independence).
National self determination means political self
determination. %
Lenin A Caricature of Marxism and
Imperialist Economism. Moscow '74 p. 23
Lenin prov1des the example ofNorway, which seceded from Sweden in 1905
and thereby gained political independence, However, it was still
dominated by British capital, and other capitals.
Economic annexation is fully achievable without political
annexation and is widely practised.
Lening -Ibidy -p. 23.

All this goes to show is that national independence, or self
determination, is part of bourgeois democracy, that is, part of capitalism
and its hlghest stage, imperialism. The socialist revolution-involves
extending the achievements of bourgeois democracy, until such time as dem-
ocracy itself will be consigned to the scrap heap. (That is, classlessg
stateless, communist society.)

Hence, communists in general uphold and defend these bougeois democratic
rights as one step on the road to communism, via a socialist revolution.

What does this mean for Australia? ,

It can only mezn that Australia is ALREADY a politically independent
country, an independent soverein state under imperialist dominationm.

Any struggle for ECONOMIC independence must be a struggle against
capitalism, since imperialism is the highest stage of capitalism-

( Lenin gave other examples of politically independent, but exploited
countries in his own day- these were Argentlna and Portugal, in their
relations with Britain). _

Since Australia has already, long ago(1901) ,achieved politlcal 1ndependence
an alliance with the national bourgeoise against imperialist economic
annexation seems of limited potential, since such an alliance must be
against capitalism itself, or its highest stage, imperialism.

If Australia's self determinatlon, however, is ever threatened (as it
was when the Japanese were bombing Northern Australia) then thear will be
great potential for unity in defence of bougeois democratic liberties
(such as.self-determination, for one ). '

Today, Australia's natlonal independence is threatened, like many other
countries in the world, by. the U.S.S.R. ,which is not just into exploiting
countries economlcally, like .the U.S.A.is but also political annexation,
by military conquest. When people sayto this that the U.f,A; is the
biggest enemy to the Austral;an people, that does not seem to me to be quite



_true. The U.S.A. is not attacking bougeois democracy by exploiting Europe,
many third world countries, Australia, New Zealand, Canada, etc. To get it
out of Australia requires socialist, not bourgeois-democratic, revolution;
that is, an EXTENSION of the national independence WHICH ALREADY EXISTS in
our economic affairs. The U.S.S.R. is on the other hand threatening to smash
this political independence by military conquest, as did Germany and Japan in
W.W.2. Hence, the U.S.S.R. IS the greater enemy, number one enemy, since it
threatens what ALREADY exists ( national self-determination, or political
independence).

Another point on national independence is that communists do not support
EVERY national independence struggle, even though national independence,
as a bourgeoise-democratic right, is a necessary step towards socialism.

In our analysis of anything, the part is always subordinated to the

whole. Marx and Engles opposed the national movement of the €zechs and
South Slavs in the nineteenth century because the movements were being used
by th Czarist autocratsto extend their domination. Czarism at that tdme
threatened the independence of the European bourgeois republics; it was the
bulwark of reaction at that time. On the other hand, Marx and Engels

. supported the Polish national independence movement because it was a blow

against Czarism. .

Lenin said that Bolshevics:

: -+«.will not support a struggle of the reactionary classes
against imperialism, we will not support an uprising of
the reactionary classes against imperialism and capitalism.

All of this raises some interesting questions. What should our attitude be
to national independence struggles which are in many cases financed and
patronised by the new Czars, the U.S.S.R. The palestinians are a case
in point. They supported the invasion of Afghanistan, Today, the U.S.S.R.
is indeed the "bulwark of reaction" in the world. Would a palesti ian
state then be another "outpost of reaction" ( as Marx described the
Czech nation in his time )?

Secondly, an anti-capitalist, feudal revolution has occurred in Iran.
Whilst it is anti U,S., 18™Y%¢111 the major enemy in the world today?

The slogan " Fight Both Superpowers " would not have gone down very well
in world war two. Britain, at that time, was a full-blooded imperialist,
exploiting many countries, yet Stalin and other Communists made the
crrect analysis that German Nazism ( and Japanese militarism ) was

the biggest enemy, since it was an anti-democratic, annexationist power.
Today "Fight Both Superpowers !" seems equally inapplicable.

Of national independence, Lenin said:

The several demands of democracy, including self
determination, are not am absolute, but only a emall " N
-part of the ‘general democratic (now equals general
socialist ) world movement.

(Lenin's brackets)
" The discussion on self determination summed up"
(Collected Works vol.22 p. 341 ) )

The general democratic movement today ( the fight against Soviet military
annexayion ) might well demand opposing national movements which sewve the
interests of the new Czars. Likewise, while as socialists we oppose the ,
- imperialist ( mainly U,S., British, and Japanese imperialists ) exploitation
of Australia, is it right in the context of the Soviet threat to our National
independence to say "Fight Both Superpowers "? And if U.S. military bases
are a contribution to the national independence of Australia in the face
of Soviet annexation ( or U.S. bases in Europe etc. ) do we still oppose
them ? I think not. But then what about, for example, the drafting of
Australians into the army which will fight as an ally of America?}

To decide these quwstions, we have to analyze both aspects of the U,S,
U.S.S8.R. contradiction. If the U,S.S.R, can be shown to be the more
dangerous ,ANTI-DEMOCRATIC force, then, just as Stalin united with the .
British imperialists against Nazi Germany, so it would be right to unite
with the U,S, imperialists against the U.S.S,R.



LENIN'S ANALYSIS OF WORLD WAR ONE

. "((Marxism says:)) if the substance of a war is, for example, the overthrow
of alien oppression,...then such a war is progressive as far as the
oppressed state or nation is concerned. If, however, the 'substance' of a
war is redivision of colonies, division of booty, plunder of foreign lands,

.. (and such is the war of 1914-16) then talk .of 'defending the fatherland' is
~ sheer deception of the people."” : g
' ' Lenin - "A Caricature..." pages 11-12

For Lenin, WWI was a war between slave-owners for the preservation and.extension
of slavery. It was a continuation of the European powers' colonialist policy.
Basically, it was a war over colonies being fought out in Europe. Today, are the
USA and USSR fighting - or about to fight - over colonies, spheres of influence,
etc? There are no colonies any more. But could such a conflict be over markets,
raw materials, etc? Perhaps Iran might become a battleground for both superpowers
as each tries to gain control over that country. Such a war would surely be ‘
totally reactionary. On the other hand, even if a large part of World WAr 3 were
to be over "spheres of influence", might not larger issues be at stake, e.g. the
survival of western Europe as independent countries and states? - Certainly, both
powers are imperialist. Certainly any war will arise because of imperialist conten-
tion, the world not being big enough for both of them. But that is not enough to
say the war is an "imperialist" war, for on those grounds World War 2 would have
been an imperialist war, when in fact it was an imperialist war only for Germany,
Japan and Italy, and a democratic, anti-fascist war for the allies, the USSR, etc.
The fact that America increased its imperialist domination over much of the world
as a result of the war does not alter the fact that the US imperialists, like the

British, directed a democratic, anti-fascist war, : '

THEORY OF THREE WORLDS

)

In the Chinese pamphlet '"Chairman Mao's Theory of the Differentiation of the
Three Worlds is a Major Contribution to Marxism-Leninism" (Peking, 1977), it is
stated: : ' ;

"The international proletariat must do its utmost to build, consolidate and \
expand an interrnational united front against the Soviet and US hegemonists |
and play to the full its role as the core of the united front."

o . (page 78)
Even though it is said that the USSR is the more dangerous of the two superpowers,
there is never any suggestion of an alliance with the USA. The USSR is in their
opinion the more dangerous of the two because -

(a) it is the latecomer to the imperialist banquetting table and therefore wants
a redivision of the spoils, .

(b) it is economically weaker and therefore must rely on military strength if it
is to extend its domination, ! S :

(c) Soviet fascist dictatorship makes militarization an easier task o. thie USSR
than in the USA, o

(d) people have illusions about the "peaceful", "socialist" nature of the USSR.

But now China is forming an alliance with the US as well as Europe and the Third
World against, the. Soviets.

»

In the pemphlet the Third World is regarded a3 the main force against Soviet-
USA hegemonism, because the proletariats in these countries are too weak to make a
revolution. However, forming on international united front against the superpower(s)
should not mean renouncing class-struggle at home., Why should we allow the )
bourgeoisie to direct the democratic struggle for national independence, when these
tasks could be carried out by a proletarian dictatorship? When Marx and Engels
supported the pational liberation war of Germany against France in 1871, they advised
the workers' parties to uphold the independent interests of the workers. No matter
whether we decided to support. America agzainst Russia, the task of building a revol=-
utionary workers' movement which will seize power and create a socialist republic
in Australia wiil zemain as important as ever. Furthermore, it is precisely during
wars and other great social upheavals and crises that revolutions become possible, but
if there is no workers' party to take power there will be no revolution, no matter
what the possibilities.
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Rather than concluding, I offer some questions for discussion:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(£)

(2)

(h)

What is US imperialism and what is USSR imperialism? In what respects are
they the same things, and in what ways do they differ?

Can the USSR be singled out as the greater enemy to the world's peoples,
in as much as it is bent on obliterating the political independence of
nations through military annexation, whereas the US is not?

Australia, New Zealand, Canada, western Europe, Britain, etc, are all
independent nations (many under US economic domination). Are third world
countries like the Phillipines, South Korea, Chile, etc, also independent
stales under imperialist economic control, or are they some type of 'neo-
colony', 'client state', etc?

Conversely, are the East European states, as a whole, 'nmeo-colonies',
'client states' of the USSR or politically independent states under
imperialist economic domination?

If the USSR is the number-one enemy, the 'bulwark of reaction' in the
world today, how do we regard national independence struggles financed,
armed and patronised by the Soviets?

If the USSR is the ..number-one enemy, the 'bulwark of reaction' in the
world today, do we lend support to the US imperialists against the USSR?

If the USSR is the number-one enemy, how do we regard US imperialism
(economic and military) in Australia?

If the USSR is the number-one enemy, do we support the militarization of
the Australian population by the ruling class (draft, etc)?

* %k kx K K 0 K %

AFGHANISTAN

The revolutionary character of a national movement under the cond-
ltnpns of imperialist oppression does not necessarily presuppose the
exxstenpe of proletarian elements in the movement, the existence of a
revolutionary or a republican programme of the movement, the exist-
ence of a democratic basis of the movement. The struggle that the
Enpr qf Afghanistan is waging for the independence of Afchanistan is
objectively a revolutionary struggle, despite the monarchist views of

the En?r anq rﬁs associates, for it weakens, disintegrates and under-
mines imperialism...

(Stalin, "Foundations of Leninism", Chapter VI)
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WORLD WAR III DISCUSSION GROUP
Summary of Discussion, 6.6.80

Comments on Summary of last Discussion - -

It wasagreed . that there wds a need: for differences of oplnlon to.-be. brought
out more in future summaries - -and in future discussions. - .

AEEeasement

It was pointed” out that although appoasement p011c1es are not a’ signlfxcant
trend among right wing and ruling class forces at the moment, they have been in
the recent past and could be again in the future. Military unpreparedness is one
factor which makes governments lean towards appeasement. Other factors encouraging .

- appeasement were discussed - the view that strong opposition tb aggression only

encourages it, wishful thinking (unwillingness to contemplate the thought of the.

”‘world being plunged into turmoil) and simple confusion about the world situation.

Australla 8 Strateglc Importance

The statement that Australla would be of extreme strategic importance in a
world war was questioned. Among reasons why Australia might be of 1mportance
were US militery and communications bases here and mineral resources which might
be difficult to obtain elsewhere during a war. The general feeling was that
Australia would not be of great impatance in the early stages of a war centred
on Europe, but could become of importance as a centre of resistance to Soviet
expansion in south-east A31a and the Pacific (as it was in relation to Japanese -
expansion in WWII)

Left Attltudes to the USSR

It was argued that it was healthy that there has been no wave of patriotism.
and war hysteria in the wake of Afghanistan, and that the Left will come to
oppose the Soviet Union as its intentions become ckclearer. This was disputed in
view of the strong pro-Soviet position taken by a number of groups recently,
especially Trot groups. In opposition to this it was argued that the predominant
attitude on the Left is anti-Fraser and anti-US rather than pro-Soviet, and that
the Trot groups are attempting to capitalise on this by being so anti-US that they
are actually pro-Soviet, but in doing so their ideas have become alien to thoze of

__the Left at large (as usual).

It was suggested that knee-jerk opposition to Western moves over Afghanistan
was one reason the Left's reaction was different to what it was to the invasion of
Czechoslovakia, when there was no suggestion of the Westerm powers taking any
action. Another difference is that the general atmosphere in the Left was more
revolutionary in 1968, and the most active forces then wouldn't have dreamt of
apologlslng for the invas1on.

How to Change People s Thlnklng on the Soviet Union -

One useful ‘thing ‘would be to collect the facts about the Soviet Unlon 8 milxtary
forces - the nature and deployment of Soviet weaponry would show whether it's
designed for defenCe or aggre881on." Useful information could be extracted from
various military journals - Western and Sov1et - as well as Chinese publications.

Analysing what it is about the’ Sov1et social system that gives rise to expansion-
ism, and repression at home, is vital. Why is the Left so un-indignant about the
fascist character of the Soviet system? Vadous reasons were suggested. The victims
of the Soviet actions are seen as reactionaries. Another possibility is that people
are feeling so ground-down and despondent they can't lift their sights beyond
sullen resentment of our 'owr ruling class.

We all agreed that people would take more notice of what we have to say if we could
demonstrate the validity of our analysir by making predictions that came true.
But nobody had any definite ideas about how we could manage to do this!




The Article 'World War IIT'

Comments were made on the article as it was being read out.

Is it meaningful.to try to distinguish between a polit1ca11y 1ndependent country
under the _economic sway of foreign capital, and a 'neo-colony' which is only
formally independent? Was the ousting of the Whitlam government anexample of
political control of Australia by foreign capital? It was argued that it was just
an example of domination by big capital - the fact thet it was foreign capital
wasn't of fundamental significance. Whitlam had limited the inflow of capital,
which didn't make economic sense in o . capitalist terms and helped the
economy to crash, making the Labor government extremely unpopular and politically
vulnerable.

There was disagreement with the statement that US imperialism in economically
exploitikg other countries is not attacking democratic liberties. It was put that
this is one-sided - all imperialism is reactionary, it has no particular attachment
to bourgeois democracy. - The extent to which it infringes on democracy varies in
degtee from one country to another - in third world countries the state is weaker
so it's easier for aforeign power to meddle in the country's affairs.

There was a discussion of how various aspects of democracy compare in
different Western countries. The question was raised of whether democracy is being
whittled away by reactionary imperialism. In countries where there is no democracy
and it's normal for governments to kill their opponents, imperialists tend to
behave the same way. (This is not to deny that imperialism, by introducing
capitalist relations of production, creates the social forces which will fight for
political democracy - the point being made was that imperailists do not set out to
introduce democracy.)

The question of whether imperialism tends to be inherently undemocratic was
unresolved. Lenin said that a democratic republic is the ideal form for capitalist
society, but he also said that imperialism means reaction all down the line.

There was disagreement with the article's statement about the Palestinians -
firstly because the Palestinian leadership isn't solidly pro-Soviet, and .secondly
because the attitude to the Soviet Union is a matter of the policies of
leaderships, which can change from time to time, but that doesn't affect the
social content of the Palestinian national movement. It was put that a movement
among Baluchis to break up Pakistan would at this time be an example of somethinag
that should be opposed as it would inherently serve Soviet expansbnism. But we were
not really clear on how to distinguish between the two types of situations - in
both cases it would seem that the context determines whé&ther a struggle for self-
determination is progressive. Other examples raised were Angola, Manchukuo and
Tibet - as well as the south Slavs of Marx's day.

There was also comment on whether it can be correct to support feudal uprisings
against imperialism, Stalin's statement about emirs, etc, would seem to be saying,
yes. How do we react to the struggle of Afghan feudalists against the USSR? It was
suggested that even if the predominant aim of the Afghan rebels was an independent,
feudalist, backward Afghanistan, thay should still be supported as preferable to
a continuation of Soviet military occupation which totally stifles all possibilities
of social development. In any case, is the Afghan struggle mainly a fight to
preserve backward social relations, or is it mainly an independence struggle, or is
it impossible to separate the two aspects? We weren't sure.

Discussion of the rest of the article was held over till next time.



WRITING THEORETICAL ARTICLES
Ron 1 July 1980

Its a lot harder writing @ theoretical articlc on questicns we are not
sure ‘about than churning out scme more propaganda Ho pess on answers

we have already gott. Most people den't have an academic background Ho
wriite long "heavy" artiiclies, but prefer tc write short notes. Thils may
be fortunate sinee readers prefer short notes. But research-skills
for looking up *nformatlon1aro ﬂacklng too, and that hss no ccmp@nsa%mng
advantagos. -

N If the Dlscussmon Bulletin is to Help develcp nevolutlonary thscry in

© Australiis we nood more short notes posing questions, or contributing
towards answers, as part of the process of working up to mome
comprehensiwe statements, '

s fﬁéﬁs tako the noed fior am articlle on the economic causes of Russdian

- wilitariem aml expansiioniism for examplo, alithough the same prowess eould

1':_japplg to many other toplcs.i

L A flrst stop would bo a short noto in the Diiscussiion Bulletin askmng fon

. hellp from readers to write such an article. Thils would explain briefly

- why it iie: an importantt questiion, what diifferent approaches: Ho the sub ject
the writer iis allready aware off, what scumces of information sre. amready

.avamlable, %nd how It s pr0posed to tackldle it -

e, Thns aould encourage othcr readers o r@sponﬂ with . . nctes dmawime

attenthn to other aspects of the probliem or different approsches Ho it
and additional informatiion vescurees not menticned in the First note. So’
@ eooperative theoreticall effort could develiope ower a period of time.

‘But oven if ‘there was no résﬁoﬁgg, at least the project would have. been :
‘ deflned and pecple involved in other questmons wou ldl Know there was scmethlng .
’under way on that one. '

1There iis already an extensive litferature concerning the Soviet Union aumd:
Before any new and better analysis iis attempted, it would be necessary to
deall with that. Almost alll the. allegedly "Maoist" and "MIM sects as welli'as
- Trots andi other groups have had something to say about it, and this material
should be digested fiiirstt. Ewen when producing propaganda rather’ﬁhan Hheemy, -
it ¥s very important Ho know exactly what cnemy arguments have the be
answercd. As far theoreticall writing, It Iis likely o degencrate intw
"armchair Marxism' unless done as a sharp polemical struggle ‘against

opposing views, fior the purpose of winning vmmﬁcry for more worrect deas'
“that can hellp the practmcal struggle. :

Engels treats the thcmretmaal STRUGGLE. as a fomm. . off straggle on

a -par with tHe politiical and cconcmic struggle (see Ienin's "What Is To Be
~ Doneg" Chapter I section D). AImost alll the "Classics" of Marxism wers
written. as polemics against opposing viigws, and.we should #reat theoretical
work as a florm off class struggle rather than sxmply "writing an articlc".

The polemical dratrlbes of warious "Ieft sccts" against ecach ether Hemd to
dilscrediit the Ddea. off thenrotlcaﬂ,strugglo, ag does the "armcheir Marxism"
“off eciwclies like "New Left Roview". But our golemics should aim to win the
‘battle of ideas for the purpose of changimg the world, not facus on
'“Lrsoﬂalltlos,'1ncldcn'bs9 semantic nitpicking ov side issues. If we succeed

then people will find "theory", whether long and heavy, or short and
Bmghﬁ~ a lot more 1ntorﬂsting then propaganda9 and more pecple will moad it,
and respond to it with commonts of their own. .

A% _prese nt revolutionary Marx1st ideas. have been almost oompletcly drowned
. owt in the world movement and socdialist or communist litcrature and Jjournads
- ¢ the nadmmaﬂ~1ntcllzbenﬁ31a are largely domlnated by warious currenﬂs
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of reformism, revisionism, anarchism, ultra-leftiism etc. Thils has happened
before, and the only answer to it is a vigorous: polemicall struggle,
bothk in our own publications, amd in contributicns to cthers.

IfY this socunds- intimidating, a relatively easy beginning would:
be to simply publish a serics of brief notes or abstracts drawing
attention to particular items and/ or summarizing them or stating roughly
what the views of the different trends arec about the issue.

On the Scviet Unicn, cne could start by noting, and then reviewing the
pelemics between Martin Nicclaus(MRestoraticn of Capitalism in the USSR!
and article-in "Class Strugglie" No 2, 1975)and the RCPUSA (Red Papers T
and the Communist Vol 1, No 1). Then therc Is important material im
Chinese pamphlets and Peking Review, Albanian material, Charles Bettelheim,
Tony Cliff, pamphlets from the "British and Irish Communist Organization"
and various Trotskyist analysg:.

"After Hours Books" receives quite a range of material from owersecas and
also I have an oxtensiwe library which remains unorganized as welll

as unrcad. Just cataloging this stuff and preparing bibliographies so pecple
know it is availablc and can borrow (and return) it would be a wery useful
contribution. Thon anycne interested could easily look things up fer
themselves and would nct be hampered by havimg to walt for scmeone else

to dig #t cut for them (which wen't happen, since thore just isn't time).

There is alsc an extensive mainstrecam bourgecis literature on "Soviet Studies”
with numerous specialized research journalls ctc. Its well worth the effort

of going tc a University library amd learning how te usc it. (This iis not
difficult although most University graduates never de learn how to use the
library for research).

Take a look at the literaturc survey Lenin earried cut in "Netebooks on
Imporialism" (Collected Works Vol 39) before writing "Imperialism: The
Highest Stage of Capitalism". Alsc the work Marx did for "Capital". Of eourse
We don't have to rcach the standards of Marx cr Lenin. But they tieck it for
granted that sccialist theoretiicall literature would be more sciontifically
rigorous and at a higher intellecturl level than bourgeois literature, whills
unfortunately today the fleeblle minded producticns of mainstrcam bourgeei¥s
academics are often more scientifiic than what passcs for "Marxism".

If thc proletariat iis to become the ruling class and enter the halils of
Government and boardrocms cof industry, thon it must also not be afraid to
enter the rescarch librariies and prove its supericriity and capaciity to rulec
there too. If only bourgeocis intellectualls can do research work then we sHill
need a ruling class and the proletariat iis not ready yet to rule.

In fact modern industry, as developed by bourgeois sociiety, has developed

a literate working class, many of whom have tertiary cducatiion and even more

of whom Have sccondary ecducation #o a level that would make them "intcllectu=nIs'
as that term was uscd in Russia and China. Under socialism in China working
clags intellectuals were able to take time off work for part-time thecretical
study groups which did serious work on questions of history, philosophy,
international affairs, political economy and so cn. Bven "difficult" classieal
works like Lonim's "Materialism and Bmpirio-criticism" werc made the subject

cf a naticnwide mass campaign cliesely linked to the struggle against Lin Piac.

"Reforence News" was published in millions of copies sc that all concerned
eculd follew what the forcign press was saying about world affairs.

In Australia and other Western countries (and ncw in China tco) there s little
state assistance for radical rescarch. The academic and similar jobs availaBle
to radicals and from which a gcod. dcali of "madical political economy" etc is
produced, probably dc as much harm as gocd. ‘
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Nevertheless, the _ Ievel of development cf the productive fomces
makes even the dole suffificient,although hardly adequate,for young
singlle pecple who want to do thecretical work, or organizati@ngl;or
agitational work for that matter, to maintain a standard of }1v3ng
comparable to that of emigre inteclliectuals like Marx and Lenin omw
to that of working class intellectuals in China.

Although the state doesn't actually encourage the study of Marxism or _
current affairs, the necessary literature Is freely availiablle in libraries.
There is even a coritain amount of enccuragement at the fringes off the
academic world and. also the labour movement and. - . . Gowernment funded
community projects, although once again this probasly does as much harm

as good.

Certainly there is nc difficulty with publication. Nett cnly is there

ne censorship whatever, but printimg tochnclogy is now extremely cheapf

A range of publications are cpen, which mainly circulate among "armchair
Marxists! of the radical intelligentsiia, but also among activists in

various struggles, and It is quite sasy to add new cnes. The early

Russiian Marxists defeated Narodniem in the "legal Marxisth journals

of the Russian bourgeols intelligentsia and Lenin's "Imperialism" was .
publighed under Tsariist censorship. Sc we have nc excuse for noﬁ-chgllenglng
the hegemony of anti-Marxiist or pseudo-Marxist ideas in "radical' circles.

After cataloging, noting and summerizing, the next step would probably

Be some short roviews and critigues polemicigzing against the warious

wrong lines. Destruction comes before constructiion. ALl Hhis s ideally

suited for a divisiion of labour and ccoperative effort (A takes the

Martin Wichclaus WBook, B takes Peking Review, C reads CIA rcports and so

on). But this will net come about by demanding cooperatiion and then getting
discouraged by the response. It wiill devellop. wery graduslly by people

simplly reporting what they are dcing and what they have done in the Discussiicon
Bulletin, sc others will be encouraged (nct cempelled) to join in, and

so that duplicatiocn of effort can bBe aveided and wrong priorities criticized.

When we have a decent organigaticn, not to mention a party, theometical
work can be far more systematiic, and sc can everything else. But in the

" méantime the Discussion Bulletin is a higher form off organization than
personall eorrespendence or appeals at meetings. Boimg able o run the
Discussion Bulletin properly Iis an essential preliminary to having a proper
organization. ‘

Alithough "Waiting fior a Communist Party" (Discussion Pulletin 9) says
"The Discussiion Bulletin is; has been and will become as grod as the
crganizaticn", the exact cpposite is true. When tHe time comes flor party
building, it will Be built, around a newspaper, as Lenin oxplained in
"What Is To Be Done'. In/mégntime, cnly by developing the Discussicn
Bulletin as a collective project, about which ccllective decisions are
takeng can REM functicn as an organization at all. It cannct be simply
left to whoever "firkly believes" +that their "control" of it is in our
"best interests!. T

*he Discussion Bulletin is not to be"the haphazard and sporadic wowk
‘o1 . few individuals"  then the fow individuals whe have run it like
thr %, and who reject the very concept that REM as a whole has a wight o
decide what happens t¢ ity will have tc be tcld to get stuffed. Nor is
this a "contenticus issue" that could be put"prematurely"tc a vote. It
dees not even require a vote and if, aftor reasoned argument, anyone
keops insisting that they, and not REM as a collective, have the right.
to decide what happons tc the Discussicn Bulletin, then they will just.
-+ *o be thrown out (bg vote of ccurse, with or without "econsensus').
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Of course writing theoretical notes and articles dces not exclude

prepaganda and agitation. On/ccgtrary, theoreticali work only prevides anewers
to problems that arise in practical work, anmd in any case, doing propaganda
work is (one) way to promote thecretiical work.

But writing theory iis certainly a lot harder than writing propagamda (even
good; well written, persuasive propaganda quite diffierent from that
usually seen in "left" publicationg. Just ss the practiical nceds of the
struggle against Scviet imperialism have forced an awareness of the need
to more deeply understand tthe economic causes of Russiian millitarism and
expansionism, so it will be found that the practival need to resolve that
Questiion ralises severall other theoretical issues that need to be solived:
together.

If the follewing list sounds intimidatting, please remember that it does

not require a series of "heavy" comprehensive statements, but cam ¥e tackled
piecemeal with short notes posing questions or providing tentative answers.
Nor dces everything clse have to stop while these issues are tackled although
we as a group are not likely tc accomplish much withcut solving them.

1. The naturc of the Russian revelution and its history. New Democracy and
socialism. State Capitalism. "Stalinism" ctc. Kautsky's book "The Dictatrorshiip
of the Proletariat" and Lenin's refutation "The Proletariian Revclutiom and

the Renegade Kawtsky" are important cn this. Also the struggle betweom
Marxism and anarchism. Related issues arise in connecticn with China.

2s The nature of imperialism and the ecconcmic causes oft expansienism and
pilitariism in general. After all the nature of our own society is an even
more urgent problem than the naturc of Soviet society, and the prevailing
"left" conceptions about fmperialism and Australisz's place within it are

not very satisfactory. The BICO material s very interesting on this question
(antii-Leninist, Kautwkyite, pro-imperialist, and = Iot closer tc Marxism-
Leninism than most "MILs").

A Lot of the Trotskyist attacks on Maoist views abeout capitalism in the
Soviet Unicn and China rest on fundamental migsconceptions about capitalism
im the West.

It would be uscful to examine the parallele betweem the two socicties so
that an understanding of why the US economy produces US militarism and
expansionism (if such an understanding really exists) will help people to
understand why the Soviet economy does too. '

Under monkpely and state moncpely capitalism in the West, most means
of prcduction are not owned. by individuals but by the state or large
corpcraticns, and there is extensive planning as well as a"market economy"
(indeed in some respects even more sc than the in the Soviet Uniom, let
alone Easterm Burope).

The social functions of the capitalist are performed here as in the
Soviet Uni®n, by salaried managers.

Direct cwnership of fimance capital by individuals is more common in
the West than in the Scviet Unicn. But the dominant form iis "benefiits"
umdor a "trust" and ccntrol over wealth that is nct directly cwned. This
could be compared with the Soviet system of party and statc positicns.

It would also be relevant tc censider the rcle of burcaucrat capital
in Third World econcmies where the state has an important econcmic reole
but there is less confusion about it being sceialist. Alsc, what is the
social system in Eastern Eurcpe?

3. This in turn leads to questions abcut the nature of capitalism itself.
What is a "market eccnomy"? Money and power. The transformation of wealth
into power and power into wealith. Exploitation of surplus value, accumulatien
of wealth, expansion of markets and avenuss ficr investmont, enlargement of
power, imperialism, deminatilon, militarism.
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The mechanicws ~f the eceonomic causes cf Imperialist expansionienm involwe
quite technical cconomic questions like the reprcductiicn and’ expansion
of capital (cxplained in "Capitel" Vol 2), and the increasing creanic
composition of capital and falling rate of profit (“Capital® Vol 3). Bven
Questidns like the nature of land vent, to which Marx devoted am inordinate
amount. of attention, arc relevant to understanding "resources diplcmacy'.
Also "productive amd unproductive labour" amd theories off surpilus value
in general, for an understanding of the advanced ecapitalist eccnomies
and their relationship wiitk the more backward cnes.

The oxample of Rosa luxzembung proves that mevclutisnary opposition
to imperialism, wiithout am appreciatiion of these sort of questiions, is
not encugh to provide a correct scientifiic analysis of it. »

Going even further back, V¢ understand impertialism and the world market,
We need to understand money and commodities themselves, value as a sooial
Telation between gecple, wealth as disposall of human Iabor time etc. This
_Subject is covered in "Contributicn to the Chitique cff Political Economy"
and the seldom read first .chapters of "Capital' Vol 1.

4. World current affairs. What exactly is happening economically and stmtegically.
Who is after what, where? ) : v

There are innumerablie specialized journals covering these questions much
more honestly than the mass media doos (although the mass mediia still hag
much greater depth than what passecs for analysis in "left® publicationsy).

It is very important to use criginal source material in studying these
questions. Half the reason people can't +tell Zenuine Marxism from sham e
because they won't reoad the works that the Marxist classics were polemicizing
witth and so ean't recognize the same iHdeas served. up in"Marxist' garb. Half
the reascn people don't understand Soviet imperialism is because they only
vead what (unbelicvable) American journaliste say about it, and don't read
Soviet publications, in all their glory, for themselves.

inglish language Soviet materiali is avaiilable from New Era bocks and’ in
libraries from the Current Digest of the Soviet Press and from CIA reports
and' transliaticns available frem the US Nationali Technical Information Service.

Tven If all this does scund intimidating, it is a lot less so than the :
thought of overthrowing Imperialism and having tc take responsibility
for actually running modern soceity in alll its complexity.

Cne response to that intimidating prospect is te take shelter by simply
churning out propaganda articles "giving the line" sines iH is both casier
and safer than actually working tc overthrow (and hence first 4o underwﬂando
the present regimc.

One does not have to be a Marxiist-Leninist Ho recognize that the Soviet Uniion
iis Imperialist and that this has an cccnomic basis. Malcolm Fraser, Jimmy
Carter, Margarot Thatclier, Tehg Heslac-ping and oven = Ted Hill understand
this: much, without any of them even being mildly progressive. And they

of ten understand it better than your average "rovolutionary!.

It is just a matter of common sense (whick unfortunately is nct that
common)e But if we have broader objectives, then we ocught to be able to
present a deeper analysis than Fraser, Carter, Thatcher, Teng and Hill.

Nobody is cobliged to take up a major topic like "the economic causes of
Russeilan militarism and expansicnism'., There arc all kinds of much casier
subjects that people on the left are talking and thinking about. Almost

any topic can equally be the subject of Iively and theught proveking materiall
that helps people understand and change the world or of more boring crap.
More and mcre pecple are looking for answers. We must join them.
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FASCISM AND THE LEFT

~Ron
Revised November 1980

A major theme in left wing propaganda is opposition to fascism. Guite
often even relatively moderate opponents of the left are described as
"fascists",

Yet scratch a "Communist" and one quite often finds a fascist
underneath.

“The regime that began with the October Revolution is now a fascist
dictatorship. In China too, since the defeat of the Cultural Revolution
many revolutionaries have been executed and the right to speak out freely,
hold great debates, put up big character posters and so on has been
officially and formally repudiated. :

The degeneration of Communist Parties in power is a separate problem
calling for a separate analysis. But what about the degeneration of
parties holding no power?

THE CPA(ML)

Odr experiences with the "Cemmunist Party of Australia (ivarxist-Leninist)"
were sufficiently frightening to require some deep analysis. Almost any
split is accompanied by outraged cries of "unfair" or "undemocratic" from
the losing side, so it seemed undesirable to distract attention from the
fundamental issues at stake by going into details of who done what to who..
But another reason why we naver got around to it was probably embarassment .
at ever having been involved with such a sick group, o4

The bankruptey of Australian nationalism as an ideology for Communists
is now pretty apparent, while the question of whether China has gone .
revisionist has been settled by cpen proclamations from the Chinese lead-
ership themselves. "Although Vannuard keeps coming out each week, the
people behind it seem pretty discrecited and there is little need to
discredit them further. '

In Adelaide the "Worker Student Alliance for Australian Indepenaence
has disintegrated, along with its newspaper People's Voice. In ivelbourne
the entire editorial collective of Independznce Voice quit some time ago,
there was no "Independence platform" at iv.ayday, the "Australian Indep-
endence ivovement" is virtually defunct and supporters of this line have
been completely routed in "Community Radio" 3CR. The Australia China
Society is unable to ‘defend the new regime in China and little has been j
heard from the CPA(VL) in the trade union movement either.

As a complete expression of E.F. Kill's bankruptecy we have the sucggest -
ion in "Australian Communist", that they want unity with us (previously
described as "Saoviet agents"). Kill has even signed an article proposing
reunification with ‘the CPA in "one Communist Party" (presumably because
the Chinese revisionists, having recently re-united with their Italian and
Yugoslav colleagues, also wish to re-establish relations with the CPA,
leaving HKill out in the cold). '

The thuggish behaviour of CPA(vL) supporters in attempting to intim-
idate their opponents is well known. Both intellectual and physical thug-
gery, in 3CR and elsewhere, has become so notorious that the only "broad
united front" they have been able to creete has been that directed against
themselves. They have also become notorious for openly preferring to ally
themselves with various Nazis and other fascists against the Soviet Union
rather ‘than’ trying to unite the people, and especially the left, against
Soviet imperialism on the basis of progressive principles. Their main
political theme these' days 'is the unitea front they claim to have with
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Malcolm Fraser, who nevertheless remains quite unaware of their existence.
As for China, they openly say they would rather not talk about it, even
though China was, and is, central to their whole political outlook.

These facts are mentioned, not to kick a dead horse, but to emphasize
that the horse really is dead and to confirm that the additional facts
about it cited below are genuine observations and not just part of some
ongoing sectarian faction fight.

OTHERS TOO

The more or less open fascism of the CPA (ML) has resulted in that group
bemg simply dismissed as "crazies". But in fact they are only a more
extreme expression of problems that exist, less overtly, throughout the.
left. Indeed it has been noticeable in 3CR for example, that the excuse of
"keepiﬂg out the crazies", has been used to justify appallingly manipulat-
ive and undemocratic behaviour (e.g. elected listener sponsor represent-
atives voting against explicit directives from a large general meeting of
listener sponsors). People who would be shocked and indignant about that
in other contexts have made excuses for it when their own friends are
doing it. Really how far is it from making excuses to acting in the same
way? And how far from there to ending up just like the "crazies"
themselves?

Aleo the fact that China and the Chinese parrots are anti-Soviet (and
Reagan, Thatcher, Fraser etc) has become an excuse to actually apologize
for Soviet actions that would be called "fascist" if America was doing it.
Indeed many quite non-crazy "left liberals" have been prepared to go
through the most amazing mental contortions to justify the Vietnamese
occupaticn of Kampuchea or to minimize the significance of Soviet aggress-
ion elsewhere. Rather than agree with "right-wingers" (like Churchiil)},
they prefer to apologize for fascists (like Hitler).

Where was the left wing outrage (as distinct from concern) when Polish
workers were being denied the elementary right to form free trade unions?
Why do "militants" in "left-wing" unions take delight in the same bureau-
cratic maneuvers their opponents use to stay in power? Why are splits in
left wing groups so common and so nasty? '

In Australia many other groups supposedly on the left have exhibited a
personal intolerance comparable to the Chinese parrots, and also a
comparakble willingness to apologize for reactionary regimes in other
countries, provided those regimes pay lipservice to "anti-imperialist"
principles. (Vietnam, Cuba, Iran, Libya...name a country that's suppressng
some cther country or trying to impose some medieval religion on its
people and you'll find a "left" group wildly enthusiastic about ii.; Scari-
ning cverseas "left" newspapers one gets the impression that narrow minded
religious bigotry is pretty common, and even where it isn't taken to
extremes, it is still present. No wonder so many on the "left" thought a
fellow z%ﬂot like Khomeiny would be progressive for Iran.

The ‘undemocratic tendencies of "Leninists" is a common theme in anti-
Com*ntmgt propaganda - from open representatives of the bourgecisie, from
Social Democrats, from Anarchists, from "Left" or "Council" Communists and
what have you. Nevertheless, attacks from our opponents should be taken
seriousiy, and indeed have been taken sermusly by the classic exponents
of ?v.armgm

CHINESE FASCISM

This gquestion was especially taken seriously in China and some of the
material from the Chinese Cultural Revolution is very valuable for under-
standing the emergence of fascist tendencies among alleged "Communists™., .

For example Mao Tsetung's unpublished works, and the material criticiz-
ing Lin Piac (the "successor" who turned out to be a fascist). The
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Cultural Revoltion was after all a direct struggle between revolutionaries..
ana counter-revolutionaries who both purported to be part of the "left".
The ‘¢concept of fighting bourgecis ideas disguised as "left" ideas was
crucial to unleashing the 1960s upsurge and will be crucial again.It was
necessary to challenge the "peace" ideas that were dominant in the left in
the 1960s and it will be necessary to challenge the views that are domi-
nant now - many of which- are again erystallized in the eclectic mishmash
of the "CPA". : :

In the "gang of four's" Peking University Journal of September 1, 1976
there is an important article on "The Eureaucrat Class and the Dictator-
ship of the Proletariat":

«.ocWve must further recognize the high concentration of political and
economic powers under the dictatorship of the proletariat. If the
bureaucrat ' class succeeded in usurping power and in its restoration-
ist conspiracies throughout the country, then it would continue to
flaunt the banner of socialism, take advantage of this high concen-
tration of political and economic powers and turn the democratic
centralism. of the proletariat into the fascist centralism of the
bureaucrat class.

In controlling and manipulating the means of production and the
product of labor, these bureaucrats will be far more powerful than
any previous exploiting classes and their political representatives,
than the slave owners and feudal rulers who claimed that "all land
under the sun is my territory and all people on earth are my sub-
jects', ana than the bureaucrats and financiers in capitalist
- countries...In a similar vein, the present day new tsars behave much
worse than the old tsars...

(Translation from Selections from People's Republic of China ivagazines io
895, American Consulate General, rong Kong. Reprinted in Study Notes io 6,
~ed Eureka ivovement, August 197&) '

This article also goes into the question of the transformation of suthor-
ity into capital and capital into authority, which is relevant to an
understanaing of imperialism in the west as well as in the Soviet Uniaon
and China.

Western bourgeois cemocratic society is heading towards an acute crisis
and upheaval as another Great Depression and a Third World War develope.
The outcome can be Comrmunist Revolution or some form of fascism or social-
fascism. We could face a new ruling class more powerful than the present
one. It largely depends on how clear the left is on what we are fighting
for and what we are fighting against and how sharply we can draw the line
against perpetuating the old system of exploitation in our own practice.
If the left continues to whinge about capitalism, and even oppose it from
a reactionary perspective then it cannot hope to inspire people to fight
for something fundamentally different.

Indeed, just as cne would have to defenc the naticnal independence that
western and Third World countries have already achieved, from Soviet
"socialist" imperialism, one would also have tc defend the achievements
already won by the bourgeois democratic revolution from attack by alleged
"socialists" who want to co backwards to a more oppressive society.

DEMOCRATIC CENTRAL I Siv.

If the democratic centralism. of the proletarian dictatorship can be easily
transfcrmed intc the fascist centralism of the bureaucrat class in a
developing socialist country, then what about democeratic centralism in
Leninist parties out of power? Is this an argument against democratic
centralism and proletarian dictatorship, as anarchists and others insist?

The answer to this argument is that there never can be a cuarantee
against proletarian dictatorship turning into its cpposite, and Communists
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in:power must always be prepared for transition to underground life as
Communists in opposition to capitalist roaders in power. Likewise in
Communist Parties generally - one must be prepared to rebel and to be
expelled for rebelling.

But if there was no democratic centralism and proletarian aictatorship
then it would be quite impossible for the revolutionary ideas held only by
a minority in capitalist and socialist society to be centralised and
dominant and in that case the bourgeoisie holds power anyway. 50 weakening
democratic centralism is not the answer. Un the contrary, it needs to be
strengthened to keep fascists out, on the same argument that the left
cannot afford to be pacifist and must learn the use of arms if it doesn't
want warmongers to hold power.

Proletarian dictatorship means just that. It does not mean dictatorship
over the proletariat by some bureaucrats. It means a political system in
which the working class can really wield political power - something that
can be achieved by workers councils led by a revolutionary party and
cannot be achieved by parliamentary insititutions or by milling around in
confusion.

Democratic centralism also means just that. It does not mean the
leadership imposing decisions on a reluctant membership. It means that the
abstract "Parliamentary" right which almost all organizations give their
members to ultimately take decisions, is made real by conscious leadership
of the decision making process to make it "from the masses, to the masses"
and so make it actually work without manipulation or obstruction.

This article is not a plea for everybody tc be more tolerant of every-
body else. It is a call for sharper defence of our basic principles and
less tolerance of attempts to undermine them. Cne cannot be a Communist if
one is not first a democrat. The democratic revolutionaries of England,
France and so on in earlier centuries had no hesitation about chopping off
the heads of their aristocratic opponents and neither should we.

Fear of strengthening democratic centralism is really fear of strugcle.
Such fear is fully understandable in the present situation, and a lot
better than blinkered complacency. Eut it must be svercome.

The quote from Crwell's "Road toc V.igan Pier" in "The Personal is Polit-
ical" (Discussion Bulletin o 9) rang a few bells and is worth repeating:

_..."Socialism" is pictured as a state of affairs in which our more
vocal Socialists would feel thoroughly at home.. This does great harm
to the cause. The ordinary man may not flinch from a dictatorship of
the proletariat, if you offer it tactfully; offer him a dictatorship
of the prigs, and he cets ready to fight.

V.e should be ready to ficht against the dictatorship of the prigs anc to
do this it is necessary to understanc the transformation of Communists
into prigs. ;

ARE WE DIFFERENT?

If we take Lin Piao for example, there is no doubt that he did make
contributions to the Chinese revolution before emerging as an outright
fascist. The superstitious iv.ao cult he built up in opposition to ivao had
definite roots in China's feudal past, but also struck a chord among
W estern "iv.aoists".

Ted Hill now appears to be nothing more than a follower of Liu Shao-
chi, then Lin Piao (as a major cult advocate) then Liu Shao-chi again, or
whoever may hold power in China at any given moment. But some of his
analyses of revisionism, parliamentarism and trade union politics in
publications like "lLooking Backward; Looking Forward" are still valuable
and he once made a point of opposing sacred cows and stereotypes and
supporting rebellion.
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Things were drastically wrong with the CPA(ivL) long before we parted
company and people are entitled to ask how we got mixed up with themr and
why we should be regarded as any different. If we are to be any different
then we must analyse the thin dividing line that appears to exist between
being a iMarxist-Leninist or "IVGOISt" on the one hand, and being a lunatic
or a fascist on the other. ‘

-There is little need to "expose" the CP/-‘(S\/L) leadership now in view of
its obvious degeneration. BSut the roots of current fascist attitudes 'do
need study, so-the following facts are placed on the recerd for our own
benefit rather than for the benefit ‘of anyone still taken in by Hill.

SCvME FACTS

1. There never was anything remotely rasemblmg derrocracy within the
CPA(VL). This became obvious when concrete disagreements made it necessary
to have a proper discussion and take a decision. But it should have been
obvious even when people thought they were in agreement.

2, As soon as a disagreement in principle was announced "through the
proper channels" etcetera, the immediate response was to launch vitup-
erative attacks on individuals - at first surreptiticusly behind their
backs and then openly in Vanguard.

3. The very idea of discussing the differences was repudiated and
"secunty" was abused to tell people that there had been a full democratic
discussion, which they just didn't happen to be part of.

4. As a matter of fact it turned out that no Central Committee actually
existed. Gne member of the Red Eureka ivovement discovered that he was
supposed to be a CC member after wantinc to express his views to the CC.
This must be scme sort of record in the international communist movement!

5. Gther members of the Red Eureka ivovement who were both on the
Central Committee and knew it, were able to expose the lie that there had
been some kind of Central Committee discussion about China and that doc-
uments expressing opposxtlon had been circulated to the Central Comrmittee
etcetera.

6. Individual party members hao to go outside the "channels" to cet any
kind of discussion and then discovered that the "channels" didn't really
exist. iow others who accepted this then are finding the save situation.

7. It 'was not a:-case-of discussion being suppressed arbitrarily and
decisions usurped, but of there being no provision whatever for seriously
discussing and reversing a policy disagreed with.

&. This situation which existea long before it came to a head was put
up with by people who would rebel stroncly against similar fascist prac-
tices in any other sccial institution.

9. ivany: people on becoming -aware of it, and seeing people branded as
Soviet. agents etcetera, teok a cynical attitude that this was wrongc but
not a major:-question of principle requiring them to take a stand.

10. Gur initial reaction to all this shit was not to launch a public
struggle as.in. the Cultural Revolution or in accord with our own
experiences:in the 1960s. Instead we had great hangups about "the party"
and organized semi-conspiratorially. ;

11. Despite being & very:.small group, since breakinc with the CPA(ivL)
leadership ‘we:. have not been able to resolve internal disagreements in a
civilized, .Jletalone comradely manner, but have had two further splits.
v hile nowhere near as bad as kill's, these have also involved strange
behaviour .that would not be tolerated in most community organizations and
should not be tolerated on the left. iv.oreover they ‘have occurred in a
situation where we are not leadinc any great revolutionary struocle and no
pressing .life or oeath decision was at stake. - .
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LIFE WASA'T VEART TGO BE EASY !

‘v.e oic not fully reslize it at the time, but there was little alternative
tc the epparant extremism of rFill's stanc because there rezlly wasn't any
- possicility of & aiscussion. If he hac agreec tc = ciscussion, what could
he possibly heve sazid? £nc if the CPA(vL) cig not follow Chins relic-
iously, whet else could it do? we cannot blame kill for cur own naivety.

re only realizec how cifficult most recple finc it to rebel zno think
for themselves once we hac broken with kill znc cormpany. "Stalinists
without & country" was the conternptucus Trotskyist lsbel, anc there is
soniething in it. It really is enorn.cusly easier to at least think you kneow
vhat you're ccing vhen there is some "socialist metherland" backinc you
up. (Cr & "Feourth International", a "creat leacer” or sore other crutch).

~ For non-revoluticnaries its fairly eesy te maintzin & politicel pos-

ition sustained by one or other of the reformist currents in mainstream
bourcecis sceiety. “ut in g nen-revoluticnary scciety enc with no back up
fror a revolutionary society, it recuires rezl effert to cdevelop a rev-
oluticnary procrer.. rov. much easier it woulc nave been if v.e coule have
forcetien that wve cicn't have such & procrem. by simrply pretencing to
curselves that Crina, cr Llbeniz or screvihere was revolutionsry anc that
supporting then. v.eulc semehow help produce & revelution here. Cr by
Fretencing that if we were ell mcre cecicatec, we woulc ficure cut where
Ve v.ere ceing vhile cetting there,

Its interesting to ncte how even people with ne attachment toc Aussis,
Chine cr klbenis have meanaced to persuade then selves thet Vietnan is still
worth supperting enc fesl & weep enc perscnel threet toc their whole icecl-
cgy vwhen this is cuestionec. Cr how pecople leaving ~En tecause it hasn't
been cetting enywihere, whe know perfectly v.ell whats wrong with tee polit-
ical line of the ~evoluticnary Cern.unist Ferty (LSA), zre nevertheless
attrecteu by the reassuring certainty of that croug'e proclamations.,

Icealisr. anu metaphysics are the ezsiect things in the world, beceuse
recple cen talk es much ricnsense es they like withcut basing it on
objective reality or having it testec aceinst reslity. v aterialism
enc cialectics, on the other hanc, nesc effort., ihey must te basew on
anc testec by cbjective rezlity. Lnless cne makes the effort, one is
lieble to slip intc iceslisn and retaghysics, (wvae Tsetunc)

PXIESTS ANL HCRSES

cuogine from cversees literature, the ten ptatien cf closec mindec relic-
ious fenaticism is very sironc in this situation. It preovides ¢ certainty
that would ctherv ise be leckinc anc pute an end to sall confusion, ccubt,
cynicism, liberclisn. anc so on.

cut this vway ocut is the way out of the revernent. It mesns jeining the
innun erakble sects thet are much better grgenized enc cisciplined then we
are, enc ere eble tc cet nore cene precisely because they cc not have the
"burcen' cof reelly having tc think out s revelutienary lire.

# & Gid nct hesitabe te reject the "security" of tlinaly following
China, £lbania or anybocy else so vie shoulu not recret the consecuences.,

LNe consequence is’that we sre in sore respects more vulnerable to
confusion, ccubi, liberalisw, cynicisk. and sc on than other left croups
that feel nore cenfident sbout their (menifestly wronc!) lines. The reascn
horses are civen blinikers is that it keeps them working av.ey steecily
without cetting cistractea by things they micht see. Croups that have
attached themselves to & foreicn state, or that merely reflect & reformist
current in mainstresnm bourcecis iceclocy, have & secure basis for their
activity and can work svay at it for years safter it has cescec toc have any
sccial relevance cor has beccre purely reecticrery.
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The sarre can essily be true of "revoluticnary" croups that feel secure,
or pretenc tc feel secure in their “ccrrect line". They can vhip up a
creat frenzy of activity, full of sounc and fury, but sicnifyinc nothing.
Tzice a lcok st the Com.r unist + orkers Farty cor the r\EVOIUthﬁoI‘y Corrunist
Farty (LSA). Cn meny points we v.oulc be in full acreerent, They have &
similar anelysis of Chine anc Albsnie tc curs anc they cerLo.mly Go nake =
cleer distinction betv een communist revclution and the bcurcecis reforn.ism
acvocateu bty most “revolutioneries".

Cn internationzl questions of very creat sicnificance they eppezr tc
heve & funcearentally v.rong analysis. £ut even more important, their whcle
approach tc “correct line® pelitice seems elien. They ere certsinly not
cerzlysed cy liberalism like we ere - but so what?

¢ hile econfusicn, coukt, liberalism, cynicism anc so on persist we will
rerein unskle to cCCOl’TP“Sh very n’uch, inclucing theoretical v.ori:

i€ must have faith in the rrasses anu we must heve faith in the Farty.
These ere two cerdinal crinciples. If we cdoutt thess principles, ve
shall eccomplish rothing. (v ac Tsetung)

cut the only besis for faith in the Farty is conficence in the scundrees
c¢f ite znezlysis znu line. Cnce we have crounas for such faith, ve will te
eble te accomplish sorething, but not before. (£nc¢ cf course once we co,
v.e will acein kave the proLlen of tling feith anc the potential fer pec.ple
to continue following e leadership that hes proved itself werthy of con-
fivence, leng efter it hes ceasec tc play a procressive or revclutionary
rcle. £ut then it weculd be at @ hicher stace of the spirel).

Lemrenos thet people pull themselves tccether, cor et liberelism or v hat
nave you; will nct solve the prcbler of lack of feith, This is zn etheis-
tic ace encu reesl ceounaunists sre atheistic peogple. Cur conly Coc is thre
rrasses en¢ the cnly Lesis for cur feith is scientific enalysis of reality.

Tie situeticn we ere in cells urcently for veorkine out v.here we are anc
where we sre cecinc. v ithout that, calls to press on mcre resclutely anc
v.ith creeter viccur will only result in peanle cetting rore lest.

ChIs LP, BACK STRAICKT, EYES SKULT!

It is ccioservative, not revoluticnery tc promote "leacersh ip", "crceniz-
eticn", "ccing thmrs" "cellective life™ anc sc on witheut @ clear pers-
rective fer licerating people fron oppressicn. L efencers cf the status cuo
Fevitually make such appeals anu every orcenization, revclutionary or not,
naturally waents to Le es effectively orcenized as possible (end rmost
sev.ing circles onc an.steur theatrical sccicties are probetly e lot Letter
ercenizec then &M ). kvt it is cuite vronc tc see the crcenizationel
reflecticn of cur confusicn as the cenirel ;_mulen insteac of cealing vith
the confusion itself. (4s for eny v ho are nct ccnfusec, they wvcould heve zn
cven crecter proclen.. Teaice off the tlinkerst)

Conrunism. is not the only iceclocy cpposec to liberslisn., Fescisn
creoses licerelism toc. It is one thing to v.ant tc wicen anc ceepen anc
ultim ately trenscenc cemocrecy by coinc beyenc such mere ferns as ro zjority
veting. 1t is quite another thinc to ceclzre that ones reclicies heave
provec their ovn correctness anc deliberately excluce cthers from even a
vete, let alone & reel say, cn the matter. Yet vwe have repestecly exper-
ienced this Kincd of behavicur., not just fron enernies, but fron ceorraces
v G procakbly really ¢o v.ant te be revoluticnieries. ‘

the fect thet people like Lin Piao or Tec rill coula turn cut tc be
fascists anc that we cculd cc alonc with s loac of shit for e lonc tine
siioulc elert us te the cencers. wrnen people on the left start ecting like
reople cn the extrerie riciit they st te pullec up sharply and tola
"yeu're 111" Lefore the cCisesse beceres incurecle end before it screacs,
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PROPAGANDA AND THEORY

ivalecolm
June 19&C

Less political fireworks and more attention to the simplest but
vital...facts of communist ‘construction.

(Lenin: Collected Works, Vol XXIV, page 335)

When I first sat down toc write this article I locked up Stalin's Found-
ations of Leninism, Chapter IX - Style of work. Almost all REM members
would be conversant with this book; it is after all a basic classic. In it
we read that the Leninist style of work has two basic features:

a) Russian revolutionary sweep
b) American efficiency.

I first thoucght that what we lacked in REN was the American efficiency.
But I then asked myself: Why am I/we suffering from the crippling paraly-
sis of mental stagnation, weiched down with inertia and routine? I finally
had to conclude that it was due to my conservatism, i.e. my lack of
Revolutionary Sweep. Some members of REiv seem to have this "life giving"
force. But breaking with the past is the touch-stone! Certainly,” some
years ago we broke with some of our past. The task now before us is to
break with the bad aspects of REiv's past. This is no small task.

To do this we must, of course, sum this past up, both in a collective
and in a persecnal way. ¥“e know that REiv:'s minimum responsibility is to be
an organised iviarxist-L eninist-ivaoist propaganda circle. That much of our
goal is clear. But what is our capacity? v.hat quantity of such propaganda
(of a ivarxist-Leninist-ivaocist quality) can we write, produce and distri-
bute? I think there are two questions we must come to terms with. Who is
to push and orcanise to make sure we get the quantity and who is to
getermine if it is of suitable quality?

I was, and am, of the opinion that I belong to a group that is striving
to be a ivarxist-Leninist-iv.aoist propaganda circle. This circle exists for
one thing - to promote revolution! e already know certain things that we
can and should be doing. The questlon now before us is to set down the
priority of these tasks.

1 agree with the proposition that "thc vvay to build a bridge between
theory anc practice at the moment is by doing propaganda work in such a
way as to promote theoretical work". ("W aiting for a Communist Party?",
Discussion Bulletin $). BEut what does this mean?

It means we are starting with an assumption, i.e. that we are first of
all engacec in practice with other people in a particular struggle. This
may be a forum on the Soviet Union or Afghanistan, an unemployed workers'
campaign, or whatever. The object of our propaganda is, of course, to
promote Communist ideology. The theoretical work that we therefore engage
in should first and foremost be an investigation of the facts in that
area!

But what does REiv's practice, as displayed by the Discussion Bulletin,
reveal? It clearly shows that some articles have reflected the above
position - for example, "Can't BEear It", "An Cpen Letter to the Left", IS
draft platform and debate, "Fighting the Fascists". This is not toc say
that they were necessarily correct, but rather, useful in their area.

Cther articles have reflected a negation of this position - for exam-
ple, the technology debate, the "three worlds" cebate, "Productive and
Unproductive Vv.orkers". This is not to say that some very useful points
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v.ere not race, but it is to say that their usefulness was really stunted
or curtailed.

Then there are articles that neither reflect nor necste the above
process, but which can serve this process by informing our study anc
thecretical werk without having direct relation tc the specific activity -
for exen.ple, "Cut Frices - Cut Profits?" and articles on econcrn.ics in CE 6
in generszl.

I velieve cur Discussion Eulletin (that until recently was cominc out
recularly) cculd and should have teen a very useful vehicle for stimulat-
in¢ thecretical vork if the above Fropositions had Leen understooc and
analysec. I wcule therefore hope that ecitorisl pelicy be to direct ceople
to serve the neeus of their group, ask for rewrites, etc, anc be more
inclinec to ecit (& wore that terrifies the long-v.incec who need it nost).

It coes without sayinc that; at the mor.ent, the Discussion Eulletin is
our main propacanda vehicle. (Some of us) woulc say thst the method, the
bost er bricce problem (see v zos "Guotations", pace 226) weulc be sclvec -
enu to sen.e extent has been solvec in DE © - if we as a group adopt the
above forruls.

The reasocn v.hy our central task, the Discussion Bulletin, recently
tempoerarily ceasec putblicetion is due to cifferences (...) on the valicity
c¢f this ferrula (...).

Cr the one hand, the exponents of laissez faire, the you-print-all
schiocl! 'Cn the other hanc there is the schoel thet szys: comktat literal-
isr, consicer the aucience and allow scocpe while giving guidance tc cac-
res. re ti.e second school merely pon pous phrase-moncerers? | think not!

v.€ are parzlysec anc stuck to ocur srirchairs! That has beccne evicent
since v.e have cecun this process of sLivming Up REiv's past. The rampent
liberalism. anc ingivicuelisy that Ras preveilec really stinks of armcheir
varxism. vie must persusce these corrades at least tc join us cn the
ccllective couch!

<€ rust be ruthlessly thorouch anc systemetic in this investigation anc
summaticn. The cicestive tract, its functicrs anc ciserders are rerrarkably
similar tc & politicel crecanisetion. Tco stucy its actions is vitally
irportent toc determine the heaith of the creanisim. vost people finc the
task sc unpleasant that & curscry clance is all that is civen. Speekinc as
@ nurse I hold no such fears.

“& must clear the btackloc of tesks thet are veighine us devn anc
sappinc our norale. £nd if an enera be needeu then sc be it! «.e must rut
an enc te this petty-bcurgecis tel.aviour of starting jobe anc never fini-
shing ther. This I apply firstly to myself.

- € must stop tryin¢ to e perfect! This is our nmost crigpline groblen. -
a fetr of ever coinc or sayinc enything vrong. If we just say znc de
thincs with an open anc scientific appreach; then we v.ill chence anytning
thet is criticisec (if we acree) as we ¢e. v hat we neec is volume, anc the
vay tec cet it is tnrouch collectivisation (i.e. the grocuctien-line [ro-
cesg) ano an ecitorizl croup that is really preparec te offer leecershirs,
cuicance anc help (to wake sure that our propacancea work is done in & way
thet promotes theoreticel ork).

(...)
" ANGTHRER I1SSUE

It is, I telieve nonsense to pretenc thet "ve have not cot @ crest deeal
that is useful to cive to the Lustrzlien Fecple anc wcrking class"., The
eppreach should be that ve shouleon't Fretenc to have serething vwhen we dc
not! ' '

In wec's "Conbsat ciberalism” his tenth (type of liberslisw) is "to
recard cneself as hevinc rencerec creet service tco the revolution, tc
crice oreself on teing & veteran, to ciscain minor assignments while being
cuite unequel to majeor tasks, to te slipshod in work asnd sleck in study.®

~EV's basic statistics, cur quantity, de place definite constrezints on
vhat we cen cive the Australizan vorkers, etc. cut civen cur nun bers, cur
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Fropecanca anc Theory

finances, ' our commitnénts &nd cur inexperience, tccether with cur track
record, we shoulc not be discsining any rinor tasks because it is quite
obvious that we are unequal to major tasks R

If we ere not coning intc contact with people that are after answers
that we do have then something is wreng with our cirection.

cut where ano hov. we should lock te win supporters is not, in the main,
from the renks of commited communists. The simple fact of the matter is
that the: conritec orcanisea left in Fustralia still forms only & VEry
small mincrity of the Australian working cless. ’

engels' view is thats s '

«..the correct tactics in procpaganca sre not to entice away a few
indivicuals and menberships here and there from one's opponent, but
to work orn the greet mass, wv.hich is not yet taking part in the
moverent. The raw force of a sincle individual whom one has reered
oneself from the rew is worth more than ten Lassallean turncoats, who
always btrinc the cerns of their false tencencies into the Farty witn
thern..

(Letter to E,ébel - 206 June 1L73)

The whole article is well worth the reac. It is only a couple of peages!
vy own experiences acree with this., So | repest:

If we are not coming into contact with people that are after answers
THAT WE HAVE GOT then something is wrong with our direction!!
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DEAR EDITOR: PARTY BUILDING .I___S.'BULLSHIT!

Paul
In the last D.B. you rather indicnantly pennec the following:

A£n erticle authorisea by the R.E.v. Executive ("Perty cuilding is
Bullshit", see C.B. o 7) airily cismisses all the struccles waged Ly
gll the iv.L. anc "wv.L." groups in most v estern Ccuntries tocay as
follows:

~ny enercy left cver is spent "in.rersing oneself awong the
n.asses" leacing economist struccles against the en:ployers zng
the ccvernment, (C.E. 7 p.3 )

This is promcting the terrible idea thet to becore involved in any
practical struccle at this time is Zconormist.

Fow on eerth it is even possible to arrive at stch a clear picture
fror the ventace of one's lounce rcom in sunny Australia is s mystery
tc us. Cratuitcus insults, so eirily wiping off all the wL croups in
the v.estern v.orld, will not help us to build international contzcts.
cut the implicetions for R.E.v. itself are far mere sericus,

when I reac this I v.rote besice it "rrissing the point entirely” -- and you
were (are?). You also quoted cut of context, mis-read what was written anc
heve crevn quite incorrect conciusicns, '



Farty cuilcing

1. For sterters:

v € "vipe off all the ~.L. ¢rcups in tie v estern worla."
v hat was ectually szic v as this:

# politicel perty is Lasicelly "a croup of cersons organisec fcr the
purpose of cirectinc the policies of & covernment”, (v ecsters 7th few
Ccllegiate vCictionary) -

A Leninist: Communist Party is the acvencec organisec cetatchm.ent
of the workinc ‘cléss, the hichest form of its class organisation, the
instrument of the cictatership of the proletariat anc sc on. (Stalin,
"Foundations of Leninisn "), ' '

It is absurc anc pathetic that in ~ost v estern Countries tocey
there =are croups, small or "larce" (relatively speakinc) who heve
oot thenselves crcanises (sone quite efficiently orcenised, jucging
fror their publications), mace en analysis, drafted & procgrar, anc
procieimec themselves tc be the vancuera revelutionary gerty of the
proleteriat in their country. . 4

These groups then spenc & substantial srount of their enercy
proving that the other dozen or sc cor petinc vancuard parties are

©-7 really rhony-(often‘very successfuly)., £ny enercy left civer is spent
¢ Mimmersing oneself amcnc the masses"”, leacinc economist struccles
acainst the enmployers anc the covernment. ,

These ‘pecple are’ guite clearly nct orcenisec for the purpose cf
' directing the policies of any kind of covernment, let slone beine
‘the-instrument ‘'of the Tictztership cf the Preoleteriat, and so direct-
ing the policies of & proletarien revolutionary gevernment., Inceec
the "proletariat ‘is’ generally cuite unavare of their existence. Ltome
cf tiiese parties eppear tc be crganisec because of the inner neecs
- for self expressicn of their werbers and lezcers -- just as cther
- people 'express their creativity by joining amateur theatrical Ccrougs

,,,,,,

Firstly, “mast" cces not mean "sll", Surely one of th.e rost basic cormn.un-
icating ‘tools we have is lancuace (Enclish in our case) and \v.e should all
try tc use it tc scvantsce -- i.e. not pcint scoring but cettinc iceas
‘across clearly.  Substituting "all" for “imany", be it because of error
(fittinc ‘tie &rticle into precorceivec nctions c¢f armcheir ~varxism?) or
censcicus ‘ceceit, has @ distertine effect and enebles v.ild anc/or ineccur-
ete ceneralisations and conclusicns tc con the mask of reascnec anc analy -
ticel thoucht.

Seconcly, are ycu ccing to deny that in most v.estern countries -- the
L.S.A., writain, end Italy have stacks of them -- there are groups as
cescribec atove, ranting and raving at eecin other &na enercetically build-
inc non-parties?

Z. ext:

“r.ov. on earth it is even possible tc errive at such = clear picky is a
rystery tc ws.” vell it shculc'nt Le! Fror our livinc rcom cheairs, bed
rcons, kitchen chairs cr even cur bloody Kincsvccds ve were aktle, eanag
clearly too, to arrive at a picture of rua Cuc Fenc's China which cid not
please eny of ‘us. It was resally cuite sinple -- we read the Chinese
puclications. It v.as the same process with the foreien v.L. croups. Fer
Christ's sake, if an orcenisaticn which proclaire itself as the one van-
cuard (hallejulaht) of the proletsriat, cen't .cive & reasonsbly accurate
picture of what it's on about throuck its publicaticns then it obvicusly
cant be a vancuerd of anythinc (loonies includec).

!
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rarty tuilding

Having read much of the overseas stuff, | have no dcubt that most, (not
all, but rmost) are self righteous, narrow minced relicios who wculdn't
know v arxism if they fell over it, which is precisely why they treat it as
& dogme, a bible of set (like concrete, comracdes) pre-established blue
prints for thought ana action. I mean could you imacine any of them in
power? You cannot because none of them is actually bent on acheiving
power. (The one exception to this amomg the Enclish speakmc wv.L. crougs
is the R.C.P.(U.S.A.) who, tc their creat credit rasise the questions of
power, of revclution, loucly and attempt to answer them).

These orcenisations are small time thinkers who want to be bu: fish in
a little ponc. That's why they are so intense, so vitriolic and enercetic
agsinst one another but not in beinc a reel alternative to the Lourc-—
eoisie; not on building themselves into bone fide political parties
capable of seizing power ano then exercising it.

3. Lastly:

v.e promote the terrible idez that to involve ourselves in politicsal
struccle at the moment is econorist.

Ycu said that comrades, not us. Instead of jumging on & sentence read
the whole paracraph (quoted at the start of this article). To make the
sweeping ceneralisation from that paragraph that for sny iv.L. group to
involve itself in practical strugcles is economist is very opportunist. v.e
were writing quite sgecifically about weirdo w.L.'s (reac the whole pera-
craph) and what we said we stand by. The generalisation is yours not ours!

vost (that word again) of these groups o burn off bulk calories intox-
icating thenselves with their revelaticnal polermics. And with what celor-
ies they have left they do immerse themselves in econon.ist strugcles. well
orgenised or not, bic or not, this is nct & recipe for revclitionary mess
crouth, ruch less revolutmn. You can't build anythinc on flatus anyvay.

o con.rades, cetting involvec in practical strucoles does not ecusl
econoriisni.. cut if all an «.L. creup is goinc to de is to harangue other
groups ( a copy of "Capital" clutched fxrnfly to the boson.), encace in self
preise and "immerse themselves aroncst the nasses", then they might as
well forget it for all the cooc they do.....they are not advancinc the
revolution one bit.

Fctually, sll this is a tit close to the bone.....] could just as well
be talking about the C.F.A{N.L.). And those few of us vwho were in that
erstwhile mass organisation would be nore than a little cishonest with
ourselves if we didn't scmit that those ideas have had an influence on us.
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THE PERSONAL IS PEGPLE'S POWER!

ceoff

The erticle "The Fersonzl is rFoliticel® (DE 9) points tc the neec for
com.rrunists te teke their perscnal relaticns seriously. It calls for emot-
ional honesty anc for demonstations of carinc and respect. o one could
cppose such a call, anc it has long been felt that comn.unists sell their
ov.n feclincs out in their concern for more stbstract and ceneral issues:

He will die with total strangers
But he will not live with me...

(Lory Previn, The Altruist anc the Needy Case).
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Personal is People's Power

The article mentions the game of "Name the Line" as one way in which the
Left can dehumanise an attitude. It is as though people are not people at
all, but cardboard representatives of the idea which is motivating them.
Opponents are sanitised/dehumanised into ideas, and then discarded. This
aspect of the article, which opposes the sanitised approach to politics is
to be fully supported.

Gne problem with the article, however, is that it assumes a degree of
intellectual and emotional security which really isn't there. It would be
fine if we could be certain about other communists, but the fact is that
we don't know who is to be united with. We don't know when a dispute is
antagonistic. Is it really true that we would work better if only we
improved our communication skills? [ think it is more than this. We really
are uncertain about what to do, and so we tend to take people's words and
ideas as the ‘test of their political attitude. We need to know when to
unite with people but the test should be what actions they propose for the
Australian revolution. Until we know what we think, how can we apply any
test to others? The result is that we judge on the basis of style. That we
read a political line into a style of work, label it and throw it out. We
should reform a bad style of work, and this involves understanding where
we are.

This raises the problem of what a communist style is. The article's
answer is quite clear - communists are people who are careful of how they
present themselves to others, and are serious in their attitude. Is this
true? Whatever happened to the cheeky, often bloody-minded rebelliousness
of the left? There's a lot of destructiveness/carelessness in the attltude
punk music, for example, takes towards other people, but there's also a
good element of rebelliousness. Are we to straight-jacket ourselves with
caring, or are there good procressive elements in both these styles of
communism (if that's what we think punk is). We really do have to decide
what our attitude is to the lumpen-style culture which is around now. Is
it progressive? Can some part of it be supported? How should the semi-
fascist element be opposed? Pious demonstrations of caring will not solve
this problem. Investigation of where we are and the program we are to
follow will.

The essential problem with the approach taken in the article is that it
takes the method for the content. The author hopes that we should not
refuse to develop communication skills just because they are "misused" by
the bourgeoisie. The point is that concentrating on our relations with
each other means ignoring our main function. We are not trying to create a
mountain stronghold of nice folk who communicate with' each other, we are
trying to communicate with the people outside. It should be useful for us
to start a training course in an s-p bookie business, or how to talk about
the footy. Cr how to fill in a dole form or how to run the car industry.
The bourgeoisie runs personality development courses because these courses
are a tool especially suited to them. The bourgeoisie does not have to
change the world. The solution to any problem for the bourgeoisie is to
change peoples' heads. This is not the case with us. The bourgemsxe
"loves" the people, and loves them as they are. We aim to develop ways in
which the people will be able to seize power. At the moment they cannot,
and talking about communicating with each other, or talking about Marxist
theory alone, will not help. Develop peoples' imagination - show how we
don't need the capitalists, and the people will do without thern To do
this we must find cut how to run the country.
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THOUGHTS ON "THE PERSONAL IS POLITICAL™
Steve Melipone

"The Personal Is Political” (Discussion Bulletin $) is a valuable article.
The proposition in the title has been advanced and discussed in various
groups, especially in the women's movement, for at least the last ten
years, but it would seem that the CPA-ML and WSA, as well as Trot groups,
ignored this discussion - or perhaps scoffed at the suggestion of a link
betweeen the persconal and the political. So it is useful to have this idea
raised in REWM. The article contains, in particular, some thought-provoking
ideas about people's behaviour at meetings. Nevertheless [ am not per-
suaded that the subject-matter of the article is all that central to
understanding the problems of REl, as some seem to haver suggested.

Wwe should certainly strive tc overcome bourgeois habits in our relat-
ionships with one ancther. But we're not angels - we're products of our
society. We should be trying to change curselves but we can't change
cvernight and we'll never change completely. Humanity can change itself
radically (though probably not to angels) but that will take generations
of struggle. _

An important issue raised in "The Personal is Political" is that of
deciding questions arising in politiccal groups by veoting. Where there is
disagreement on an important issue (or an issue seen by some as important)
a decision should not be taken until everyocne has had a chance to express
her/his views and feelings, including if necessary time toc go away and
think questions over and discuss them outside meetinos. But even when this
has been done, there may still be some who feel fundamentally dissatisfied
with the majority view, seeing it as fundamentally wrong and dangerous
etc. In such a case, if the question is one of what we should do, then it
would normally be better to take a majority decision than to prolong the
discussiocn after all viewpoints have been discussed - even if there is no
“"erisis situation., After all, such questions can ultimately only be
answered in practice. Even if we reach an unanimous view we may be wrong.

when a decision has been taken by majority vote on a gquestion of
continuing significance, such as an ongoing programme of activities or a
qguestion of political line, the majority should keep making efforts to
persuade the minority, rather than just saying, "The issue's been resol-
ved". A vote can decide the question of what the group is te do or say,
but the fact that a majority have voted a certain way can never prove that
a decision is correect. Likewise people who still hold to a minority view
should say so, not pretend to have been convinced while in practice carry-
ing out a campaign of resistance by failing to put the decision into
practice with any vigour or by reframing their opposition in the form of
continual objections to the way the policy is being carried out. Cf course
those who are in a minority are entitled to continue struggling to have
their views accepted, but there can be no hard and fast rules about the
forms this struggle can take without obstructing the crganisation's
efforts to get on with the job in accordance with the majority decision.

Another thing which is said to distringuish "communist democracy" from
bourcgeois democracy is peoples' behavior towards one another at meetings
and the attitudes to others which this reflects or appears to reflect.
Rubbishing people, expressing disagreements in an abusive way, going for
the jugular etc, certainly create bad feelings and should be fought
against. This type of behavior may reflect an uncaring, or tc be more
precise a manipulative, attitude to other people, and if this is the case
such attitudes should certainly be struggled against. (Although the mere
use of words like "rubbish" about someone's views does not necessarily
amount to rubbishing the person - it depends on the context and the way in
which it is said.) But we'll get nowhere if we demand superhuman stand-
ards of conduct from others as a precondition for associating with them or
listening to what they have to say.
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HYPOCRITE EFFECTIVENESS TRAINING

Ron
Revised November 19806

When I first read "The Personal Is Political" (Discussion Bulletin &,
pl3), 1 felt quite positive about it. Now I feel quite negative. The main
reason is that I have since experienced an extreme display, from the
author of the article and others who identify with it, of exactly the sort
of attitudes that I thought the article was meant to combat. Naturally
this has made me re-evaluate the article. After all, as we are often
reminded, practice is the main criterion of truth.

Details have been aired in REM's internal bulletin. Suffice to say here
that a group of REM. members declared that they wanted to "become the
leadership", attempted to unilaterally takeover full control of this
Discussion Bulletin and rejected the right of other members to meet and
decide whether they could or not. These comrades had been dissatisfied
with the liberalism and lack of direction of other members, agreed with
the article "Party Building is Important” (D.B. 6) and disagreed with the
Executive statements "Party Building is Bullshit" and "Playing With Tin
Soldiers Is Not Important", which were approved by a small majority of the
membership (D.B. 7). They also claimed that their views had been ignored
and no real democracy existed within the organization. "Waiting for a
Communist Party" (D.B. ) reflects some of their views.

Eventually those concerned agreed that they had no right to act as they
did, and even compared it to "the semi-fascist Kerr coup", apologised, and
commented on the restraint with which other members had reacted. Neverthe-
less, ‘most of them then resigned from REM. It is still unclear. what major
differences of principle exist and obviously I cannot present the views of
the people concerned objectively. They would have to do this themselves,
and are welcome to do so in this publication.

It is now claimed that the principles in "The Personal is Political"
had nothing to do with the admittedly aggressive and "semi-fascist" behav-
iour of their advocates. This behaviour is said to have been an inapprop-
riate response to the "uncaring" behaviour of the majority, and a response
which could have been avoided if the principles cf "assertiveness" instead
of "aggression" had been properly understocd by those advocating them.

But the plain fact is that at the time of the dispute, this article,
which had been written earlier, was referred to as some kind of explan-
ation of why the minority's stand was reasonable. Moreover the author's
subsequent decision to resign rather than try to work things out, with the
excuse of lack of time and energy, seems to be a classic continuation of
the same behaviour pattern - "passive/aggressive" rather than "assertive".

POSITIVE ASPECTS

- I still think the article has some major positive aspects. The quote
from Crwell is very appropriate. So is the refreshingly straightforward
account of the state of affairs in the CPA(iVL). These raise real and
important issues about the whole nature of the revolutionary movement.
There are no personal solutions, but if we really want radically different
social relationships in a new society, we have to show the way in our own
organizations. The article's discussion of this is very valuable.

The fact that most "left" groups adopt the uncomradely norms of bourg-
eois society is a major obstacle to revolution. People are rightly suspic-
ious of such groups and fear of '"the dictatorship of the prigs" is very
well founded. Some ideas in the article can help in that fight.
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Fypocrite Training

These issues have been raised sharply in the women's movement, although
the problem exists there toc and is not adequately described by the term
"male politiecs”. Similar issues are implicit in critigues of "Leninists"
both from our opponents and from the large majority of activists who are
so repelled by the actual practice of allegedly "revolutionary"™ groups
that they prefer to remain immersed in issue orientated struggles for
immediate reforms.

TECHNIGUES?

So I do think its very valuable to take up this question in the Discus-
sion Bulletin, and refreshing toc. But the trouble comes when we get to
some of the solutions offered:

While ‘intentions and attitudes are basically important, there are
many techniques and conditions which can be used to change our behav-
iour to show caring. Gf course, these techniques are often misused by
the bourceoisie (E.g. the way businessmen use communication skills to
exploit people rrore) but just because that happens, ooesn't mean we
should refuse to use them.

Here | disagree. The problem is to actually have caring and comradely
intentions and attitudes. Technigques and conditions to change our behav-
iour to "show caring" are a way of avoiding that, and are used by busines-
smen precisely because they help to conceal rather than change, an un-
caring attitude.

In discussing this article other comrades have pointed out that the
"techniques' advocated are closely related to "Parent Effectiveness Train-
ing", "Teacher Effectiveness Training" and similar fads currently popular
in schools, tertiary institutions and in management training.

"] hope others will present a more detailed critique, but I think the
essence of what is wrong with these techniques is summed up in the phrase
"Hypocrite Effectiveness Training". Of course that isn't the whole story.
Just as the article has positive aspects, :'m sure there are many valuable
things involved in "Teacher Effectiveness Training" and the like. But to
gain any benefit from the positive, we have to reject the negative.

BODY LANGUAGE

Take the question of "body language" discussed under "communication
skills". I doubt that 65% of messages are non-verbal. Nevertheless [ agree
that "communication skills" are important and it is valuable to make
people aware of the meaning of various gestures, tones etc. It is valuable
first so that people can respond more consciously to feedback from others
who are cemmunicating boredom, interest etc by non-verbal means, and
second so that one's own non-verbal communication will be more accurate
and clear and can be responded to more easily.

Unfortunately that is mot what the article does. Instead of helping
people toc communicate more effectively by making full use of body language
etc, it ebsiructs communication by encouraging people to disguise their
actual feelings to "show caring"”. This may not be what is intended by the
author or intended in courses on human relations and communications skills
such as "Teacher Effectiveness Training". Indeed they probably advocate
the exact opposite.

But in a society based on exploitation it is natural for bosses and the
like'" to extract from these ideas a manipulative approach more useful to
them. Thus "human relations” courses do become "Hypocrite Effectiveness
Training" - a rather typical product of cynical bourgeocis pragmatism and
pehaviocurism and one that is rightly treated with contempt and hostility
by many people exposed to these courses.
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hypocrite Training

Even between adults and children, some of the techniques advocated in
"Effectiveness Training" are rather manipulative and tend to obstruct
communications, for example, by echoing back what the other person has
said. These techniques should not be applied at all, let alone used to
respond to conflicts over political line between comrades in a revolution-
ary movement.

FALLING ASLEEP

Take for example the communication of boredom and disinterest. In
effect the article says that when someone is speaking at a meeting, you
should show that you are interested by using the following techniques:
"sit square on towards them, adopt an open position (e.g. don't make a
barrier of arms or legs), lean forward, maintain eye contact, sit relaxed
and still..."

But then how is the speaker supposed to guess if you are really not
interested? Mao Tsetung advocates that if you find a lecture boring (or a
meeting?), then you should fall asleep or read a novel. He says this is a
form of struggle, and it is, resorted to by countless bored students over
the centuries. The article advocates the exact opposite.

Cf course one could argue that the article only means you should dis-
play interest if you really are interested. But that is not what it says
and frankly I don't think that is what it means either. There simply isn't
a problem of people who are vitally interested in what others have to say
accidentally looking as though they are bored because they don't know how
to look interested. So I don't believe anyone could have written an art-
icle advising people how to look interested when they are interested. It
must be an article advising how to look interested when one is bored.

The article could be advising that rather than fall asleep, one should
forthrightly announce one is bored and try to do something about it. If
so, it is still bad advice. Sometimes non-verbal communications are per-
fectly appropriate - especially for communicating boredom, suspicion,
hostility etc. So why should an article that draws attention to the impor-
tance of this form of communication actually try to inhibit people from
using it? Instead of helping people to generate and respond to these
signals more consciously, as Mao does, "Hypocrite Effectiveness Training"
is precisely intended to help people mislead each other about how. they
feel, and the article is clearly influenced by this approach.

Several different people have reported feeling intimidated from ex-
pressing themselves freely, either verbally or non-verbally, as a result
of remarks made about their manner by people who are enthusiastic about
this article. So it is not a matter of misinterpretation, or distorting
the argument of an article that really advocates more frank and open
communications. On the contrary, on first reading it, I assumed from the
very positive analytical material at the start that the solutions offered
must also be in the same direction. But practice shows this was a misint-
erpretation.

HOW TG WIN ARGUMENTS. ..

There is a strong element of Liu Shao-chi's "benevolence" line in "How
to Be a Good Communist" running through all this, just as there is a
strong element of Dale Carnegie's "How to Win Friends and Influence
People". I cannot go into that here, but I strongly recommend a critical
reading of those two books.

It comes out most strongly in the section about "maintaining eye con-
tact" etc with Trots when having a political argument with them, to show
"respect" even though you don't "like" them.

Basically 1 agree with the point that Trots should be treated with
respect as people and that when arguing with anyone at all you should pay
careful attention to what they say and respond to their arguments. But
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that is not just because "you're much more likely to win the argument, and
to leave them feeling that you had some respect for them after all™. It
should be because you really do have some respect for them as people and
really are interested in what they have to say. If you don't really have
any respect for them and aren't really interested (even from the point of
view cf just understanding how the other side thinks) then it really is
just an ego trip arguing and you should forget it, or just do it to show
off (and there are indeed some people with whom one wouldn't bother arg-
uing or would only do so for the benefit of an audience).

The striking thing about applying this stuff to unlikeable Trots is
this statement "...the kind of caring I'm talking about is not the same as
liking...It doesn't mean you have to spend evenings boozing with them." I
don't think there is much connection between "liking” and having to "spend
evenings boozing". But there is a close connection between "liking" and
earing”.

I quite like the author of the article (except at the moment!) so I
care and feel indignant instead of indifferent about attitudes I think are
wrong. But I'm not too keen about this "caring" and "respect" that has to
be "shown" by various "techniques" because it doesn't arise spontaneously
from one's actual feelings towards others. Why bother? Perhaps the
author feels inhibited about "liking" Trots and is making excuses for
"caring" about them, which creates a false impression of a manipulative
approach. But this kind of inhibition still arises from over concern about
what other people will think of your behaviour, and is remforcec} by the
atitudes in the article.

There is nothing wrong with liking (some) Trots and wantmg to spend
time arguing (or ‘boozing) with them. ior is there anything wrong with
disliking others, and refusing to show any '"caring"” or "respect" for them,
because they are obnoxious. But there is something wrong with deliberately
using "techniques" to convey a feeling that you care about and respect
someone you dislike - it is hypocritical. '

VOTING

The article then goes on to talk about majority voting and democracy.
This is really a separate issue and should be gone into separately. But a
couple of things stand out about the phrase "those losing votes have not
been shown that they are cared about",

First, there is an inherent factionalism in the whole concept of "win-
ning” and "losing" votes. As the article points out, voting has very
little to do with democracy. It is really an expression of centralism. The
whole point of voting is simply that the organization exists apart from
its members and takes a decision as a whole irrespective of what individ-
val members or groups of members think. Such decisions may be taken by
consultation, by decree, or by voting, but they become decisions of the
organization (and may be right or wrong quite independently of what methed
was used to arrive at them).

Generally voting is more democratic than not taking a decision (and
hence taking a negative decision), because it forces pecple to define
their attitudes and as a result of the experience gained following one
path, people can consult again later as to whether it was the right one. A
minority convinced that a group should follow one path is not acting
democratically when it demands that no decision be taken to follow any
other. It is acting dictatorialy. It would be acting democratically if it
persisted in arguing for a change in direction, while going along with the
rest of the group. But not if it demands that the group remains at the
cross roads unless it will agree to follow them, and then, on feeling
"uncared for" uses this as an excuse to try and forcibly drag people the
other way - or failing that, as an excuse to just quit,

"Those winning" are not supposed to have separate "needs" from "those
losing"”, but have simply expressed a different (and quite possibly wrong)
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opinion as to what the crganization should do, which the organization has
adopted. The assumption that people with different views, or living in
different states, have separate interests, or are entitled to "resent
losing a vote" under certain conditions, has led to some completely absurd
situations, referred to indirectly in this article and also in "W aiting
for a Communist Party".

These comments have been responded to internally, but something should
be said publicly too. The Australian Communist has developed to a fine art
the style of writing articles in general terms which have some specific
message for those "in the know". It is a rotten style and should not be
imitated. _

Two issues are mentioned where "voting has triumphed over caring and
democracy": o

1. "The whole issue of the Discussion Bulletin has not been handled
well". Translated into plain English this refers to the fact that the
editorial collective publishing the bulletin were not given the "caring"
and "democratic" right to run it as they pleased, but were directed to
publish certain articles which they wanted to exclude as being below
standard.

2. "...the insistence of the executive in making the articles on party
building into policy". This refers to the fact that when the Executive of
REM failed to agree with "Party Building Is Important", a formal reply was
demanded from the Executive and given by it. Those disagreeing with that
reply then insisted on it being put to a vote at a general meeting. All
this is perfectly within their rights, although a bit pompous. But sub-
sequent complaints about "voting" from those who demanded a formal vote
are more than just pompous. '

The question of "Party Buiiding" remains an important controversial
issue in the internaticnal communist movement. Discussion of it should and
will continue. Articles criticizing the views we have expressed or proving
we should have adopted the views of the minority will be welcome. But why
not talk about the substantive issue itself instead of claiming it is
"uncaring" and "undcmocratic" to disagree with you?

Similarly th= quecstions about "Theory and Practice" raised in "Waiting
for a Communist Party" are important and discussion of them will continue.
The only '"voting® on thic guestion has been on a motion proposed by the
author of that article, which was adopted unanimously.

It is quite extraorinary that after only a single exchange of polemics
on controversial issucs, those with a minority view should simply quit.
Assuming that the comrades concerned are no crazier than average, this
suggests strongly that we have not yet learned how to cope with internal
differences, and in particular that the ideas expressed in "The Personal
is Political” doc not sclve the problem they raise.

A second point about winning and losing votes is that "those losing"
are supposed to "care" too. You may turn out to be right in the end, but
if a majority keeps on rejecting your proposals, you should take that very
seriously and examine whether they might be right and you might be wrong.
It takes real arrogance to simply assume that the majority couldn't be
listening to you properly, cor is being misled, or is made up of people too
inactive for their copinions to be worth considering. It takes outright
megalocmania to demand, as a response to yeur proposals being rejected,
that you should be accepted as the "leadership" since the rest are app-
arantly incapable of underctanding your correct analysis. And it is quite
childish to declare that its not worthwhile being a member of an organiz-
ation immediately. after having wished to lead it. :

Sometimes, when people say "rubbish", "pig's arse", or "bullshit" in
meetings or in writing, they are communicating a message you should listen
to instead of dismissing as bad manners. Sometimes, when people do not
bother to reply at all, they are also giving you a message. .

And ‘when we do reply, by taking what you say seriously, and trying to .
go into it more deeply, it simply isn't good enough to just walk out
claiming there isn't tims znd energy to resolve the differences.
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C;P‘.N;.Z. JOINS REVISIONIST RANKS

The Communist Party of New Zealand has joined the revisionist anti-Mao
chorus. This was made known to the world revolutionary movement through a
Central Committee statement of ivarch 6 1980, published in the iv. arch/April
issue of the Communist Review under the title "Carry the Struggle Against
Revisionism Through to the End."

The Central Committee statement makes it clear that the CPNZ now fol-
lows the line of the Party of Labour of Albania as ocutlined in Imperialism
and the Revolution by Enver Hoxha and in other material. It virtually
declares that ivao Tsetung was never a iv.arxist Leninist but only a bour-
ceois democrat. It also repeats the didtortions and misrepresentations of
Fioxha on many aspects of Chinese history, on the Great Proletarian Cultur-
al Revolution in China and on the question of two line struggle within a
revolutionary Party.

W, hat makes this new line of the CPNZ so despicable is the fact that it
completely reverses the line previously held and unaminoulsly endorsec by
the higher committees of the Party. The oricinal line which contained
sharp criticisms of many of the views and ideas of koxha and the PLA, was
conveyed to the PLA by a delegation of two Central Committee ﬁembero in
August 1979, On their return the delegates reported to an enlarged Polit-
ical Committee ‘meeting (described as virtually a Central Committee meet-
ing). The reports which made it clear that the Albanian position remained
unaltered, were enthusiastically and unaminously approved and it was
resolved that the PLA line was incorrect and must be opposed.

The content of the reports and resolutions were communicated to the
whole Party throuah circulars, articles and special meetings of members in
different areas. The membership with the exceptiom of one or trwo individ-
uals, endorsed the Party's stand and line.

rowever, in late hovember the Chairman of the Party, aided and abetted
by some other leading members, in violation of the norms of democratic
discussion and practice, forced through a complete about-face in the
Party's stand and line. A leading Comrade who opposed this treachery was
expelled. Later another Central Committee member anc others of long stand-
ing as well as some newer members, and even one complete Branch, withdrew
from the Party° ‘They now regard it as a revisionist organisation.

It is now evident that the CPiz, uncer the command of its present
opportunist leadership, is committed to a revisicnist ideological line.
The fact that it clearly follows the PLA in the latter's wholesale denun-
ciation of ivao-tsetung shows beyond any doubt that it has abandoned revol-
utionary theory, Marxism Leninism. Furthermore, the repudiation of the
concept and principle of two-line strucgle in a revelutionary orcganisation
is' a total rejection of dialectics and therefore of objective reality. It
is precisely throuch the operation of the law of contradiction, the unity
and struggle of opposites, that ivarxist Leninist Parties and the revolut- '
ionary working class movement have developed.

Thus the leadership of the CPhZ are rejecting the lessons of the
experience and history of their cwn Party and even what they themselves
used to teach i.e. that the party cannot isolate itself from its class
environment and that (contrary to the ideas of Hoxha), the proletarian
party in reality is bound to be an arena of class struggle and conflicting
class interests. This does not mean tolerating bourgeois lines or ideology
in the party. The concept of two-line struggle is a weapon in the hands of
ivaarxist-Leninists not for tolerating or accepting bourceois meoloay ana
its expression in revisionist' lines, but for combatting and overcoming
such ideclogy. It is a weapon for combatting liberalism and mdlvmuahsm
and all opportunist lines trends which inevitably appear from time to
time in a revoluticnary organisation.
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Bourgeois opportunist lines require bourceocis opportunist methods of
work. The leadership of the CPiNZ who formerly often'quoted Mao "to be open
and above-board" have introduced their new line by rejecting the basic
principles of democratic centralism anu repressing all efforts tc have
policy discussed in a democratic manner.

As the CPINZ correctly pointed out before its change in policy, the line
of the PLA is causing considerable harm in the international movement and
it is necessary to expose and oppose it.

In denying the experience of the Communist Party of China, specifically
in relation to the struggle against the rise of a new bourgoisie and using
ivao's principle of continuing the revolution under the dictatorship of the
proletariat, the PLA are themselves opening the door to the emergence and
development of a new bourcgeoisie in Albania. The PLA refuses to accept the
fact that bourgeois ideas and new bourgeois elements spring from contra-
dictions in the production relations under socialism. If such bourcgeois
elements are not cefeated they are certain to cain supremacy and control
of the proletarian state precisely as has occurred in the Soviet Union and
China. .

It is a regrettable fact that the CPiNZ which formerly enjoyed a high
standing and prestige in the international communist movement as an imp-
lacable. foe of revisionism and imperialism, has been transformed into a
revisionist organisation. however, new i.arxist Leninist groups consisting
of ex-members ofthe CPNZ and supporters have grasped the red banner of
M.arxism-Leninism. and revolution thrown into the dust by the reactionary
opportunist leaders of the CPnZ. They will continue the revolutionary
strugale abandoned by the revisionist party, for the revolutionary cause
of the proletariat. ;

3. -, %

Statement issued by iv.arxist-Leninist groups in Auckland and v. ellington,
\ew Zealand.

July 22 1980

Fo K KKK R K KKK H K K KKK KKK NN

+~ more detailed 10 page statement on "iv.arxism-Leninism or Revision-
ism" has also been received and will be published in Discussion
Bulletin number 11.

"ivarxism-Leninism or Metaphysics?", a CPnZ Political Committee
Circular tc all wembers dated Gcetober, 1975 has been published by the
Adelaice Anti-Inperialist Study-Action Group, P.C. Box §& Cowandilla
SA 5033, in "vao Tsetung - Gn the fourth anniversary of his death,
september 9 1960" ($1.30). This circular, which has now been with-
drawn by the CPiNZ leadership, presents a fairly comprehensive refut-
ation of the PLA's analysis, but we are not reprinting it in view of
its length and ready availability in Australia.

Some "iotes on ivao Tsetung" intendecd for publication here have
alsc been held over as they are already available in the Adelaide
"iv.ao Tsetung..." bulletin. If they are reprinted in the future it
will be together with "ivarxism Cr Anarcho-Stalinism" from that pub-
lication, which replied to those notes, and also together with a
reply to that reply. However at present this prospect doesn't sound
terribly exciting. 34 4

Additional material on this subject will be found in various pub-
lications of the RCP(USA) which are advertized in the Adelaide bull-
etin. Cefences of ivao Tsetung's line acainst the PLA's attacks have
also been published in this Discussion Bulletin since its first issue
in Gctober 1977.
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JANUARY STORM

iNorman Sinclair

China's Liberation Daily reported on December 24, 1979, that the 1567
Shanghai January Storm, the most famous mass uprising during China's Creat
Proletarian Cultural Revolution, was officially denounced as "counter-
revolutionary" by the Shanghai ivunicipal People's Congress. The revision-
ists declared that all those who toock part in the uprising could face
"severe legal action". (N0 doubt this also refers to three of the "gang of
“four".) ' o

This itself is not terribly interesting. Of course they denounce it,
they were overthrown by it. What is interesting is the question of how
long they can keep going before they have to publicly criticize ivao., In
defending their present policies, they have throw dust in people's eyes to
some extent with their abuse of those they accuse of applying M.ao's every
word and sentence in a dogmatic way. riowever this line won't cut any ice
when you explicity line yourself up in opposition to ivao on a specific
historical event. If being a good iMaoist remains official, though nominal,
policy, the Chinese revisionists are going to find themselves more and
more on the defensive. Presumably they will have to change the rules of
the game. For example, ivao went senile in a year still to be fixed or the
guy who came back from ivoscow in 1957 was an impostor.

FHua Cuofeng has promised an in-depth appraisal of the cultural revolu-
tion in the near future. It should be interesting reading.

Below for your reference are three quotes from ivao on the January
Storm, plus a quote fron. the Report to the Sth Party Congress (a report
which was reaffirmed at the 10th Congress.)

After the working meeting of the Central Committee the emphasis was
on criticizing the bourgecis reactionary line. As the criticism of
this line aroused the revolutionary enthusiasm of many revolution-
aries, the revolutionary intellectuals and the young students were
the first to achieve consciousness, which is in accordance with the
laws of revolutionary development. In January of this year the
Shanghai workers rose, as did the workers of the whole country and
the peasants too, when the January storm swept accross the country.
The development of the movement showed that the workers and peasants
are still the main force...Cnly when the broad masses of workers and
peasants arose was all that bourgeois stuff thoroughly smashed; while
the revolutionary intellectuals and the young students had to fall
back into a subsidiary place.

From ivao's July 1967 conversations, quoted in Revolution,
Vol.5, ino.l, p25 - RCP(USA)

This is one class overthrowing another. This is a great revolution.

From iao's Talk at a iv.eeting of the Central Cultural Revolu-
tion Group, $ January 1967, Mao Tsetung Unrehearsed, p2Z5.

The upsurge of revolutionary power in Shanghai has brought hope to
the whole ‘country. It cannot fail to influence the whole of East
‘China anc all provinces and cities in the country. (Ibid pZ76)

The twists and reversals in the revolutionary movement further
brought home to the broac masses the importance of political power.
- The main reason why Liu Shao-chiand his gang could do evil was that
they had usurped the power of the proletariat in many units and
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localities, and the main reason why the revolutionary masses were
repressed was that power was not in the hands of the proletariat in
those cases. [h ‘some units the socialist system of ownership
existed only in form, but in reality the leadership had been usurped
by a handful of renegades, enemy agents and capitalist roaders in
power, or it remained in the hands of former capitalists. Especially
“when the capitalist-roaders in power failed in their scheme to
suppress the revolution on the pretext of ""grasping production" and
whipped up the evil counter-revolutionary wind of economism, the
broad masses came to understand still better that only by recapturing
the lost power it was possible for them to defeat the capitalist-
roaders in power completely. Under the leadership and with the
support of Chairman Mao and the proletarian headquarters headed by
him, the working class in Shanghai with its revolutionary tradition
came forward courageously and, uniting with broad revolutionary
masses and revolutionary cadres, seized power from below in January
1967 from the capitalist roaders in power in the former Municipal
Party Committee and iv.unicipal People's Council.

Chairman Mao summed up in good time the experience of the January
storm of revolution in Shanghai and issued his call to the whole
country: "Proletarian revolutionaries, unite and seize power from the
handful of Party persons in power taking the capitalist road!"
Following that Chairman Mao gave the instruction: "The.. People's
Liberation Army should support the broad masses of the Left". He went
on to sum up the “experiénce of heilungking Province and other
provinces and municipalities, laid down the principles and policies
for the establishment of revolutionary committees which embrace rep-
resentatives of the revolutionary cadres, representatives of the
People's Liberation Army and representatives of the revolutionary
masses, constituting a revolutionary three-in-one combination, and
thus pushed forward the nation-wide struggle for the seizure of
power.

Report to the Ninth Congress of the CPC, p3&-4C, FLP, Peking
1969.
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MAC ON THE GREAT _PROLETARIANvCUL'TURAL REVOLUTION .

Norman Sinclair

The current Creat Proletarian Cultural Revelution is absolutely nec-
essary and most timely for consolidating the dictatorship of the
proletariat, preventing capitalist restoration and building social-
ism, ' | NP

Quoted in the 9th Congress Report, p4 FLP edition.

It seems that it won't do not to carry out the Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution, for our foundation is not solid. Judging from my
observation, [ am afraid that in a fairly large majority of factories
-1 don't mean ‘all or the overwhelming majority of them - leadership
was not in the hands of genuine iMarxists and the masses of the
workers. iot that there were no good peope among those in charge of
the factories. There were. There were good people among the secretar-
ies, deputy secretaries and members of Partry committees and among
Party branch secretaries. But they were following that line of Liu
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Shao-chi - simply resorting to material incentives, putting profit in
command and, instead of promoting proletarian politics, handing out
bonuses, and so forth. :

Guote from ivao's speech at the First Plenary Sessnon of the
ininth Central Committee on 26 April 1969.

In the past we ‘waged struggles in rural areas, in factories, in the
cultural field, and we carried out the socialist education movement..
But all this falled to solve the problem because we did not find a
form, a method, to arouse the broad masses to expose our dark aspects:
openly, in an allround way and from below.

Guoted in ivinth Congress Report, p27 FLP edition.
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FOUR BROADCASTS

The four items which follow were broadcast by Community Radio
3CR as news commentaries from a member of the Movement for
Independence and Socialism.

FHXRRX

Profits

2Z August 1960

Corporate profits in the United States declined by 1% billion dollars in
the second quarter of this year.

In absolute terms that is the largeat declme of profits in US history.
In relative terms the drop of nearly 11% is the largest percentage decline
since 1949 and the fourth largest in history.

Profits from US manufacturing fell by more than 13 billion dollars and
profits from foreign operations, which includes US investment here, fell
by 2.8 billion dollars.

Ceneral ivotors, Ford and Chrysler all reported record losses.

This sharp decline in profits ought to be front pace headlines. It will
have far more impact on our lives than anything in the recent budget.
After all, as the saying goes, firms like General ivotors, Ford and Chrys-
ler are not in the business of making cars - they are in the business of
making money. If they can't make money by making cars, or if they actually
lose money by doing so, then they simply have to stop making them. That
means shut-downs and layoffs and a spreading effect to other sections of
the economy. If US operations in Australia can't make enough profits then
capital has to be withdrawn from Australia and used where it can. Again
that means declining investment, increased unemployment and general stag-
nation and crisis.

Yet instead of front page headlines in the mass media, this 1mportant
news rated only a small item in the Australian Financial Review, while the
alternative media, if it runs true to form, will not mention it at all.
The left prefers to talk about "record" and "gigantic" profits and never
about "declining" profits. Gnly spokespeople for big business like to talk
about declining profits and nobody believes them anyway.
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So let's look at this story about declining profits. Is it true and
what does it mean?

A natural inclination is to dismiss claims of unprofitability with
conspiracy theories about how the "real" profits are being massively
concealed. Almost all claims for higher wages, improved conditions,
shorter hours or general social progress are -met with the answer that
"industry can't afford it". Correspondingly, almost all such claims from
the trade unions and similar reformist movements are accompanied by the
claim that industry can indeed afford it - they are really making excell-
ent profits and can certainly afford a shorter working week and so on.

This involves an acceptance by both sides that what we can and cannot
afford depends on capitalist profits. If the employers can make a profit
we can afford it, and if they can't then we can't afford if.

But by always claiming that capitalists are making a record profit,
trade unions and the like are accepting that if they were not making
profits, our demands for improved wages and conditions and general
progress would be unreasonable.

Bob Hawke and Bill hayden have drawn the logical conclusion from that,
with a joint declaration that they will sometimes oppose full indexation
under a Labor Government. In plain terms they openly support a decline in
real wages in order to increase profits. They believe workers should
accept a lewer standard of living and an actual decrease in their con-
ditions in order to restore profitability to business. They will not fight
for improved standards or to restore the standards reached a few years
ago. They will not even fight to maintain the reduced standards of the
present. They openly declare that those standards must be further reduced
and they wiil support reducing them.

If that's the consequence of accepting that business profits are dec-
lining, then it's not surprising many people won't accept it. But is there
any alternative? ‘ _ ,

Frankly, within the capitalist system, there isn't. If we accept the
logic of Bob hawke and Eill Hayden, or the more honest logic of ialcolm
Fraser, then we must accept a continuing decline in living standards. It
isn't relevant that productivity is higher than ever before and we could
get rid of unemployment by working shorter hours. In a system of produc-
tion for profit there has to be a profit or production must stop. Shorter
hours under capitalism will reduce profits and thérefore increase unemp -
loyment at present.

It's no use arguing against this logic by pretending that they really
are making wonderful profits. If they were they wouldn't be closing down
plants and laying off workers and complaining about a "crisis". They would
be expanding production to make more wondeful profits and talking about
what a great contribution they make to the community. o .

The pretence will become pretty thin eventually anyway. During the
Creat Depression many firms actually went bankrupt so there was no doubt
they weren't making much profit. Cid this mean that workers should accept
the decline in living standards and mass unemployment of the 1930s? No,
but without an alternative it meant they didn't have much choice.

In the coming even Creater Depression we are likely to see huge multi-
national corporations, whole industries and entire national Governments
going bankrupt. Will we just go on whinging about how badly they run
things? Gr will we look for a solution? '

Let's face it, the only solution will be revolution. That won't be easy
and it won't work miracles overnight. But if the system of production for
profit can't satisfy people's needs because it can't make enoucgh profit,
then it will just have to be replaced with a system of production that
doesn't depend on profit - socialist production. : : -

Crdinary working people will have to take over the direction of indus-
try and Covernment if capitalism can't deliver the goods. Ve won't be able i
to whinge about "them". If we can't get things working, it will be "us".
In the meantime it's pretty important to study how capitalism works. Don't
listen to the alternative media. Read the Financial Review.
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Tweedledum and Tweedledee

26 Sepvterrber 1560

Arthur ‘Calwell once remarked that the U.S. Republican and Democratic
parties were like two identical bottles with different labels - and both
empty. If he had not been Federal leader of the ALP, he would have had to
agree that the same applies here. ;

Electlons have been described as the opportumty, once every few years,
to demde_whlch members of the ruling class, will misrepresent the people
in Parliament. Anarchist posters have raised slogans like "Don't Vote - It
Only Encourages Them!", "w hoever you vote for, a PCLITICIAN always gets
elected" or "Vote for Guy Fawkes - the only man ever to enter parliament
with good intentions!"

Actually when Guy Fawkes tried to blow up Parllament it was part of a
papist and monarchist plot against the English revolution, so historically
it wasn't really "with good intentions" at all.

We are better off than people living under military dictatorships or in
countries like Poland where even elementary trade union rights are still
in dispute. But that isn't saying very much is it? This is the 20th
century and nearly the 21st. If the rest of the world is still living in
the 16th century or whatever, we don't have to wait for them to catch up.
We can push ahead. The English democratic revolution achieved Parliament-
ary sovereignty by cutting off the King's head in the 17th century. Why
should we still rest content with the victories of 3G0 years ago? :

The main reason we still have an obsolete social system with obsolete
representative institutions is the failure of the left to actively chall-
enge it. Deep down, most people on the left still support the Labor Party.
we are still willing to take part in the charade of backing ane ruling
class party because the other one is worse.

Vvie.are still afraid to cemand directly the right of the working class
to. rule society through our own democratically constituted Councils estab-
lished in each. workplace and neighbourhood and controlling all industry
and Government.

Instead we still mobilize to “"give Fraser the razor", as though walcolrr
Fraser personally, and not the capitalist social system, was responsible
for all our troubles.

Let's look at some hard facts, that most people an the left seem
errbarrasseci to talk about:

‘Vihen the Vihitlam Labor Covernment came to. power in November 1972 there
were 155, 00{) unemployed, or 2.7 per cent of the workforce. That was record
unemployment for the post-war period, and enough to bring down the iv.civahon
Liberal Government.

The press actlvely contrlbuted to brmgmr down that Covernrr.ent thh
one of the most partisan campaigns ever seen.in Australia - even featuring
the Labor slogan "It's Time (for a change)" as front page headlines. The
ivurdoch press was partlcularly active in support. of Labor.. iaturally most
people on the left saw nothing wrong with the newspaper efforts to under-
mine iv.civahon with personal attacks and so on. As partisan Labor
supporters, we only became indignant when the press, and especially the
iv.urdoch press, reverted to its more usual role of backing the other party.

Wwhen Whitlam was thrown out.in ihovember 1975 there were 316,060 unem-
ployed or 5 per cent of the workforce. Unemployment had doubled over 3
years. Can anyone honestly say that Fraser's record is much worse?

vihen the tide of public opinion turned against V.hitlam, his Parlia-
mentary opponents tried to force an election through their. rrajorit,y in the
Senate. The Labor Government tried to rule without the support of Parlia-
ment or the people, by borrowing heavily from overseas Covernments sympa-
thetic to it, or by issuing funny money so that the withdrawal of supply
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would not force it to the polls. In order to prevent an election, W hitlam
was even prepared to persuade the Gueen of England to exercise her archaic
constitutional perogatives to dismiss the Austrahan Governor- Ceneral
previoysly nominated by Vihitlam.

If a conservatlve Covernment faced with a Labor ma;onty in the Senate
had tried to avoid an election by those sort of manoeuvres, we would have’
been outraged. But as partisan supporters of Labor, we were instead’ out-r
raged at the attempt to force an election we knew Labor would lose.

Cf course the soaring unemployment ana inflation of the W hitlam years
was not Labor's fault. It was happening in every V.estern country because
we are all part of an economic system in which there is nothing any
Government can do to control the world market. Likewise the continued’
worsening . of the economy is not Fraser's fault, although he is more
callous about it, and there is nothing either Fraser or hayden, r.awke and
Viran could do- about it. :

The latter have admitted as much - pledcing themselves to support ‘a
further reduction in real wages by opposing even full indexation to main-
tain. the present decline in living stancards. Labor has not even promised
to fully restore the reforms dxsn antled by Fraser - like wvedibank, let
alone introduce any new ones. ' _ C 4

'‘So_what possible reason is there for people on the left to support
Lébor'? Theré is only one reason - fear of the alternative. The alternative
is not jUSt ivalcolm Fraser, but to face up to our cwn tasks in preparing
for a violent revolution and mapping out the program and plans for such a
revolution. That will be difficult so it's no wonder we don't want to face
up to it. Attacking Fraser is much easier. But whether Fraser goes or

stays, revolution is necessary, it is possible, and we will have to get on
with it. '
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Elections

16 Cctober 1980

Cffmlal unen'ployn*ent statistics released yesterday show 404, GGD people
looking for work.

According to the ‘Prime iviinister, ir Fraser, this is only a very mar-
ginal increase over the previous month.

According to the Cpposntmn Leader, vr Hayden, the figures are a "dis-
graceful indictment of iv.r Fraser's policies". "The Fraser years have cost
Australia’ about $18, UDO‘A million in lost production and lost wealth through
worsening ‘unemployment” and "unermployment has risen by about 16U for every
day since ivr Fraser became Prime ivinister, in 1975".

V.hat do the Covernment anc Gpposition propose to do about unemployment?

Certainly Labor promises more and sounds more concerned. That's why
many people really hate Fraser but don't hate Hayden, kawke or wran. But
what does Labor actually propose to do?

_ According to Labor's spokesperson on employment and youth affau‘s, v.r
Young, voters have a choice between "a Labor Government committed to put
people in Government sponsored job-creation and retraining programs before
Christmas, or the Fraser Government who will allow 1980 school leavers to
meet the same fate as their brothers and 81sters" Is that the choice we
face, and if so, what does it mean?

Actually Labor's promise is to create about 10G,06C” jObS through Gov-
ernment sponsored schemes. Even if they fulfil thxs promise, which is
doubtful, that means they accept more than 300,600 unemployed as con-
tinuing under a Labor Covernment. Thus Labor expects to continue with
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twice as many people unemployed as the then record of 150,600 which
brought down the iMciv.ahon Government and swept VWhitlam to office. Labor
expects to continue with the level of 300,606 unemployed with which \1‘ hit-
lam got thrown out after three years in offlce.

It's interesting that vr Hayden measures unemployment in terms of 16C
extra for every day ivr Fraser has been in office. The plain fact is that
unemployment rose by about 150 for every day Labor was in office and that
was the main reason they were thrown out.

But can Labor even fulfil its promise of unemployment no more than
twice as bad as under ivcv.ahon?

If they can, then one has to ask why Fraser has not been able to
achieve it, because when you look carefully, Labor's policies are pat-
terned guite closely on the policies put ferward by Fraser in 1575.

Central to Fraser's program for economic recovery was the promise of a
tax cut to put money back in the voters' pockets. inow Labor is promising
exactly the same thing - tax cuts and "responsible economic management".
It didn't prevent unemployment continuing to grow under Fraser, so why on
earth should we expect it to work under Hayden, Hawke and \iran?

And how is it possible to combine Covernment sponsored job creation
with tax cuts. Isn't there a rather obvious contradiction between the two?
True enouch, Labor has adopted the Liberal philosophy of no major in-
creases in Government spending. For example Labor now supports the dis-
mantling of ivedibank and has no plan to restore it except for pensioners.
Nor do they propose to simply re-instate any of the other various V. hitlam
Government projects that were slashed by Fraser. Bill Hayden has even
accused ialcolm Fraser of being a "big spender?”. :

But even so, Government sponsored job creation schemes mean more Gov-
ernment spending, and tax cuts mean less Government revenue. How does
Labor propose to do it. With mirrors?

Wwhat else does Labor promise to do abeout unemployment? They promise to
further reduce real wages by opposing full indexation and persuading
unions to "moderate" wage demands. That of course is also ivialcolm Fraser's
policy from 1975 and it has been implemented quite successfully for the
past five years. During that time unions have been so "moderate” in their
wage demands that real wages have fallen quite substantially. But unem-
ployment has continued increasing. So why on earth should we expect a
different result under Labor?

The joint announcement by Bill Hayden and Bob Hawke that a Labor Gov-
ernment would sometimes oppose full wage indexation in Arbitration Comm-
ission hearings, is very significant. It means they completely accept the
Fraser philosophy that real waces must be cut for the economy to improve.

This goes beyond merely abandoning any attempt to really "Raise the
Standara" of Living in Australia. It goes beyond accepting that the stan-
dard achieved five years ago cannot be restored. It goes beyond merely
committing a Labor Government to opposing workers efforts to avoid being
ground down further. Gpposing full indexation means a Labor Government
will be committed to actually reducing living standards below their
present level by ensuring that the wages workers receive each week will be
able to buy less goods.

Persuading unions to "moderate" their wage demands can only mean "per-
suading" them to accept an even more rapid decline in real wages than has
already occurred. After all wage demands that don't even keep real wages
constant can hardly be called "extreme". Cr can they? After all, it was
Wwhitlam's ivinister for Labor, Clyde ‘Cameron, who first popularizeci the
term "dole bludger". Bob kawke will think of something. Vi hether he does SO
as a Labor ivinister or in a "Government of inational Unity".

The choice Australians face in these elections is between two political
parties that both accept increasing unemployment and declining living
standards. Goth have made patriotism and waving the Australian flag a
central theme of their campaign. Patriotism is the last refuge of scoun-
drels. Both parties are scoundrels.
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1 Gcectober 198G

fNow that both major Parliamentary parties have given their policy
speeches, it is perfectly obvious that neither of them have any serious
answers for the problems we face in the 1960s. Even the newspapers admit
this quite frankly.

So is there an alternative short of revolution?

Iv.aybe some new force will arise proposing concrete reforms to the
capitalist system that will enable it to survive the coming Depression. In
that case those reforms will be adopted, as the "New Deal" and Keynesian
economic policies were adoptea in the last Great Depression, and the
adoption of those reforms will prove that revolution is neither necessary
nor possible. People do not turn to violence when reform is still poss-
ible.

Reactionaries cannot hold back the adoption of necessary reforms
forever. Eventually, if the situation gets desperate enough, vested
interests will be swept aside and the necessary measures to prevent a
total crack up will be adoptea. Common sense does prevail.

But what if there are no such measures? what if the bankruptcy of
Fraser, Hayden, Fawke and YWran is not due to their personal malevolence
and inadequacy, but there really isn't anything they could offer if they
wanted to?

In that case we are headed for another Creat Depression even worse than
the 1530s, and revolution must be considered as a real and practical
alternative to just puttingc up with things as they happen.

Recent public opinion polls show that a majority of Australians now
believe a Third world War is quite likely. v.arxist-Leninists have believed
that for some time. iv.ost people on the left do not believe it ana keep
trying to invent other explanations for recent Soviet behaviour. But if
they are wrong (and they usually are virong), then we will be facinc a
situation like the strucggle acgainst Nazi Germany, fascist Italy and
Imperial Japan in the 1%30Us and 1940s.

The second world war led to revolutions in countries like China where
the left fought independently but it did not lead tc revolutions in
countries like France where the Commiunist Party led the resistance but
then handed its guns to De Gaulle.

If we agree that a Third wiorld war is likely, then revolution must
certainly be on the agenda as well. After all the main reason people have
difficulty accepting the fact that a Third world V.ar is likely is because
it would obviously be far more devastating than the last one.

Even without a worla war, in almost every petty trade union or other
struggle for reform the cry goes up "V.ho's Running the Country?" The reply
is always that we who are fighting have no subversive intent and fully
recognize the right of the present Covernment to holc power. \ve are merely
trying to urge upon them certain reasonable reforms which they ought to
decide in favour of.

Given a Creat Depression and/or a Third Wworld Viar, the question of
who's running the country becomes real and immediate, & matter of life and
death. The answer people on the left should be willing to cive when
challenged is that we do aim to run the country. \ie should aim to take the
cecisions, not just to pressure “"them" to decide in "our" interests,

It sounds unreal today, but revolution becomes a real option in a
crisis situation where the existing recime has proved that it simply
doesn't have acceptable solutions to the pressing problems of the time. We
are moving towards such & situation. The only guestion is whether the
opposition to the existing regime has solutions to offer and the courage
to take power and implement them, or whether we will just keep on
whingeing about how badly "they" run things.
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There are all kinds of protest. movements, whether over poverty and
unemployment, the treatment of Aborigines, the environment or what have
you. Revolution simply means that instead of "protesting” about the way
things are run, these movements cet together with an agreed common program
and take over the administration of the country themselves to carry out
that progran.,

In a crisis situation a larce part of the population would be drawn
into active political struggle. Already there are all kinds of community
organizations demanding this or that, and in many cases themselves
administering substantial projects such as welfare establishments, co-
operatives, community radio and so on.

In industry things are less developed, but rank and file organizations
are developing, and capitalism itself is trying to draw workers into the
routine administration of:their workplaces.

In a revolutionary crisis a substantial part of the population would be
active in councils based on their workplace, neighbourhoeod or whatever and
would be agitating for, or themselves administering, solutions or
attempted solutions to the pressing problems society faces. In Russia
those Councils were called "Soviets" although that word now has different
connotations. In China there were revolutionary administrations in large
"liberatec areas" long before the nation-wide seizure of power anc
"revolutionary committees" alsoc emerged in the 1960Gs "Cultural Rev-
olution". In fact every large scale mass upheaval throws up some sort of
democratic "Council" institutions, which have their roots in barbarian
societies before civilization and the rise of the State.

Revolution simply means that the councils go beyond agitating for the
existing regime to change things and actually take power themselves - not
only in their own workplaces and neighbourhoods etc, but forming their own
Covernment to implement the policies they want for society as a whole. iho
more petitions to the Tsar, "All Fower to the Soviets!".

Cr as the American revolutionary Abraham Lincoln once saig, when the
people crovw weary of their existing form of Covernment; they possess two
rights - their Constitutional right to reform and rearrance it, and their
~evolutionary right to dismember and overthrow it.
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IT'S ONLY ROCK'N'ROLL -~ OR IS IT?
Introduction

In a recent issue of the Discussion Eulletin you published a very short
piece I wrote which quoted some lyrics fron. the punk band the Clash.

The article, which sucgested that the Clash (at least) were more reb-
ellious than the Red Eureka ivovement, was intendec as a cynical side-swipe
at our current lack of "revolutionary fervour". Some of the responses that
it has elicited, however, are worthy of deeper comment,

The two precoiinant responses [ have received from "communists”, which
disturb me, are:

(a) "was that the cne about punk rock? Yeah, they're really shithouse.
It's all poxy music anyway!"; ana

(b) "It's pretty obvious that you only chose those little bits that
soundea G.K. and ignored all the rest."

It strikes me as noteworthy that punk rock is a topic which produces
particularly undialectical responses from left-wingers. In fact, "note-
worthy" might not even be the right word to use here. "Frichtening" might
be more appropriate.

A friend recently said sonethmg along the lines of, "Wwhy is it that,
in lots of cases, if you scratch a communist you fm,o, a fascist lurking
underneath?" There may be more truth in that than meets the eye; at least
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when it comes to attitudes to music. Some "communists" have the sort of
fascist approach to music that creates ‘visions of a socnallst society
wheie we are all condemned tc eternal vvallowmg in the dirginess of Red-
gum~ (on the basis that they say good stuff and you can understand what
they sing). It's a pretty grim vision.

The Bias Exposed

The intention of this article is not to suggest that punk rock, as a
thing in itself, is revolutionary (or perhaps even progressive). but then
neither is rock'n roll, soul, disco, folk, bush, blues, jazz, electronic,
classical, or any other musical form. WMot surprisingly, there are good
elements of punk rock, and there is a bad side to it.

- Is it ‘really’ very surpmsmg that, in writing about the rebellious side
of punk rock, I would pick the progressive ‘elements rather than the sexist
or nihilist ones? I would imagine that anyone extolling’ the virtues of
folk music for motivating people and promoting struggles, would tend to -
concentrate on Woody Cuthrie and Pete Seeger in preference to Peter, Paul
& iviary and Conovan,

Left Wing Scorn

Why is it then, that punk music has come in for particular scorn from
the left? Two reasons suggest themselves to me

‘(a) Because some of the Trotskyite groups have adopted ‘the opposite
undialectical approach and embraced all punk rock with cpen arms
(aeclarlhg its actusl form, as distinct from aspects of its content, to be
revolutiohary in itself), some of those who consider themselves ivaoists
have opposed it as a matter of principle.

(b) Many lefties have been taken in by the media approach to punk rock,
to the extent that they have beheved that all there is to punk is
nihilism, destructiveness and safety pins.* This contrasts with the usual
sceptlclsm about the mass media that prevails in left- wing circles.

In either case, the approach adopted by many in our ranks is, at best,

unresearched, naive and undialectical, and at worst totalitarian and
conservative,

Punk Under View (The Clash as examples)

All the examples that follow are celiberately selected to show punk in
a favorable light. The anti-punk case has been adequately made in the
mass media and, in many respects, it is undeniable. iy intention is to
show the good side of punk because, as we all know, there are two sides to
every question.

In what follows, most emphasis is placed on the Clash. This is not
simply because they happen to have adopted the most progressive political
phxlosophy, or because I happen to like their music a lot (which 1 do!),
but because, with the possible exception of the Sex sztols, the Clash
have attracted more attention than any other new band in the past five
years. And it's attention which evxdences ‘their (if not revolutionary, at
least) ‘rebellious credentials.

For instance the American magazine Rollxng Stone (Issue 316, ivay 1980)
says this of the Clash: "Their first LP, 'The Clash', released in England
at the helght of the punk movement in 1577, has been hailed by some
critics as the greatest rock'n'roll album ever made. Its fourteen songs

._.._--—___—--._..—-—.._..-.—--_—--.._---._..—-_.._...-.-._..--_-.__-.._—_-...__..--.--__——.

1 I don't mind Redgum, but if that's all...

z Al of these were (rather than are) significant elements in the
‘emergence of punk, but it is too simplistic to leave it at that, as

some of the examples below indicate.
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jump from the record with such ferocious intensi‘t% that they demand that
the listener sit up anco take notice - immediately.” But perhaps even more
important are the lyrics. While the Sex Pistols and other punk bands
viewed the deteriorating English society with a sort of self-righteous
nihilism; the Clash observed it through & militant political framework
that offered some hope. Certainly a long battle was ahead, they suggesteaq,
but perhaps it could be won.” S

The Clash have, in fact, a more optimistic view of the future than many
of the so-called revolutionaries who so blithely dismiss them. "The Clash
question everything, which is why they're so positive. They don't think
it's hopeless. The Clash, in fact, believe we have nothing but hope. Just
get out there and do it!" (Roadrunner, £.2.6G) _

Basically the left have been far too slow to realise the potential of
rock music to actusally motivate people. It doesn't all have to be dead-
ening and passive. To use the words of Paul Simenon of the Clash,
"Rock'n'roll is a really good medium. It has impact, and if we do our job
properly then we're making people aware of a situation they'd otherwise
tend to ignore. We can have a vast effect!" (Guoted in Caroline Ccon,
1988: The hNew Wave Punk Explosion, p64)

This is not to suggest that rock music can, of itself, actually change
anything. That's not the sort of illusion that the Clash themselves would.
fall for. When Joe Strummer (lead singer) was asked about the potency of
rock'n'roll to change anything he answered:

- "Completely useless... A rock'n'roll group! ione of us is going to
change anything. Everyone goes 'Punk! kurrsh!' But in three years what do
you think I'm going to be doing? What do you think the guys who buy our
singles are going to be doing? I'll still be walking around muttering to
myself. They are still going to be shovelling shit down some chute and
maybe with their wages they'll buy the Clash's fourth album. Rock doesn't
change anything, ' ‘

"But after saying that - and [I'm just saying that because I want you to
know that I haven't got any illusions about anything, right - having said
that I still want to try to change things." (Guoted by Caroline Coon, p74)

R_é‘bellion as the Essence

The underpinning of the progressive side of punk is a rebellion against
the status quo. (In the 70s the word "rebel" was almost superseded by the
word "punk"™.) Sure the music they play is loud, raucous and often beyond
considerations of taste and finesse. But don't judge it purely on whether
it souncs good to you, or not. _

Even the notorious Johnny Rotten had more to him than the "inarticulate
sneer” portrayed in the media as the extent of punk culture. In Caroline
Coon's book he gives his response to the hippy culture to which punk was,
in many respects, a reaction: "They were all dosed out of their heads the
whole time. 'Yeah man, peace and love. Don't let anything affect you. Let
it walk all over you, but don't stop it.' We say bollocks! If it offends
you, stop it. You've got to or else you just become apathetic ang compla-
cent yourself. You end up with a mortgage, watching TV with Z.4 kids out
in suburbia - and that's just disgusting. All that's different from them
an' those they were reacting against is that they've got long hair and
bowler hats." (p47)

Progressive punk is an activist philosophy of rebellion. ivick Jones of
the Clash sums it up with this brief response to the question about what
he'd do if England started the draft again. "Wwe'd start our own anti-draft
movement." (Rolling Stone, ivay 1980)4 '
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3 Would that we could make people sit up and take notice - even after
- some time!

4 And don't forget that punks played a major role in establishing
Rock Against Racism in Britain. ‘
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So What do they Sing about?

The prime argument that was directed acainst my initial contribution to
the Discussion bulletin was that I had selected out a couple of sentences
which sounded particularly good. For the benefit of the Doubting Thomases
who posited this view, here are the contexts from which the two extracts
were selected:

"WORKING FOR THE CLAMPDOWN" (The Clash)

. The judce said five to ten - but [ say double that again
I'm not working for the clampdown.
No man born with a living soul
Can be working for the clamrpdown.

Kick over the wall, cause governments to fall
Fow can you refuse it?

Let fury have the hour, anger can be power
D'you know that you can use it? ...

"THE GUNS GF BRIXTON" (The Clash)

When they kick at your front door
How you gonna come?

" With your hands on your head

Or on the trigger of your gun.

When the law break in
How you ‘gonna ¢o?

Shot down on the pavement
Or waiting on death row.

You can crush us, T~
You can bruise us,

But you'll have to answer to

Ch - the guns of Brixton ...

And just to throw in another morsel to savour, consider this:
"WHITE RIOT" (The Clash)

Black men have got a lot of problems,

But they don't mind throwing a brick.

But white men have got too much school,
Where they teach you to be thick.

So we're content, we don't resent,

We go reading papers and wearing slippers.

Vhite Riot! I wanna riot.
White Riot! A riot of my own.

All the power is in the hands

Cf people rich enough to buy it.

While we walk the streets

Too chicken to even try it.

And everybody does what they're told to,
And everybody eats supermarket socul food!

White Riot! I wanna riot.
White Riot! A riot of my own.
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The Trump Card

In England at least, which group of people has done the most to popu-
larise the "disgraced" Chiang Ching, Wang Hung-wen, Yao Wen-yuan and Chang
Chung-chao? Some vi-L group or other, I hear you say? Nuh-uh! A punk rock
group who've called themselves The Gang of Four.

They've even had the audacity to set Mao to music (or at least a pretty
good version of):

"NOT GREAT MEN" (Gang of Four)

iNo weak men in the books at home.
. The strong men who have made the worlid.
History lives on in the books at home.

It's not made by great men. [repeated a few times]

The past lives on in your front room.
The poor still weak, the rich always rule.
History lives on in the books at home.

It's not made by great men ...

Finally, the Cang of Four may well have provided the definitive punk
explanation of why they refuse to sing the love songs of old. The song
"Anthrax" contains this monologue on the topic: "Love crops up quite a lot
as something to sing about. Most groups make most of their songs about
falling in love, or how happy they are to be in love. You occasionally
wonder why these groups do sing about it all the time. It's because these
groups think there's something very special about it, and always has been.
You know, to burst into song you have to be inspired. And nothing inspires
quite like love. These groups and singers think they appeal to everyone by
singing about love, because apparently everyone has, or can love, or sc
they would have you believe anyway. But these groups co along with the
belief that love is deep in everyone's personality. And I don't think
we're saying there's anything wrong with love. Just don't think that what
goes on between two people should be shrouded in mystery."

Conclusion

Punk is a musical form. The ethos that accompanies it is varied -
though the media would have us believe that it is stereotyped into one
format only.

Like anything else in society, punk is a mass of contradictions. That
should go without saying in something like the Discussion. Bulletin.
Unfortunately, when it comes to punk music, many of us forget about the
dialectics we so readily espouse at all other times.

Perhaps contradictions are, after all, subservient to taste?
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