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

The second part of the report will be published in

he next issue of the Australian Communist.

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

~ ingclass and all Australian toiling people the revolutionary

perspective of a socialist Australia.

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

- movement.

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

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

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

Hence we must approach our deliberations fully conscious
this immense responsibility: fully conscious that upon us .
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the noble uhf upholding the banne,
~ There s no doubt that we will do that: there . ,
conference will successfully reconstitute the Communpjs Par

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

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

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

0 douby

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

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

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

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

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

W fi xist-Leninists and oppose 1
visionism,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

and fifteen years of Chinese liberation,

i along with the 81 Parties’ Slalcm_cnt that the main

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

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

IMPERIALISM 1S ON TRIAL

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

idate its position in these two sets of countries

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

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

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

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

ends.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

MENZIES' REACTIONARY PoLicY

All this meets and must ith ir

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

imperialists: by their €ver-intensj

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

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

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

denies them elementary human rights.

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

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

wages and conditions.

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

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

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

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

struggles.
VINDICATION OF LENIN‘S ANALYSIS

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

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

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

" the opposition of the workingelass — to smash down with

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

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

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

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

Lenin taught us

ang

monopo

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

Only a strict scientific workj :

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

- Imperialism, and the Menzie:

Australian mperialism, can only ccsm?ug

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

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

enzies government

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

€8, self-confessed
1ed the Tripartite

: signed a prograssive Zovernment

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

another reactionary pact wh;{?e“ Menzies IS

It did so to delude

. the enemies of peac

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

PEACE IS NOT INEVITABLE

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

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

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

imperial Hence the peace bodies become centres of revisionism.

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




and  Washing,

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

or nuclear weapg,,
of the Congo, ]
e UN. decision |

one the same thj,

nd Johnson as m
ves of realistic 1J
n a complete den;
of the monopo|
the direct repr.

this very momer
ision. How can
hen the people o
imperialists ?

are they outsid
€ concep!
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\ ;Mnrch. 1964, the Communist Party of Auvstralia (Marxist-
pinist) took up the banner of Marxism-Leninism from where
d been dropped by the preseni-day Australian revisionists.
formation guarantees Marxist-Leninist leadership to the
ngelass.

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

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

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

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

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

independently, mﬁtﬁﬁf

contemporary ma

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

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

Struggle Against ors

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

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

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

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

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

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

nist Party of
s members

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

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

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

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

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

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

Firm Discipline Essential

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

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

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

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

It demands the
Leninist knowledge and t

The Australian Communist Page 11




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

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

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

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

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

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

It was the logical outcome of revisionism.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

A Great Marxist-Leninist
By E. F. HILL

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

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

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

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

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

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

through his w : 5
Virtue that he [}’]12;1-‘ his guidance ang pa

“Comrade Miller

n of outstanding all
il !msts were,

mn this conference. We
ten.

el of in the future,
€ and his name will
ere who received
m through Comrade
it formative stages
- and every other

the struggle

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

;n-irks the anniversary of hig ‘ttarilhmlon T

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

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

Versary should

A o Py R e |

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

: e bourgeois state with all its organs of repression i ed
in the garments of “above class”-.dei:e]gstion i sg too ?s Ilgoﬁlrogtfl:](:;

cul,:trt]l]r_e gresertz_ted as transcending class interests.
is deception is exposed in “Problems of Art and Literaturc”
iﬂ;emhfﬁ toTEE ;I;n;gcmt_e, ‘;all culture or present day literaturc
in class, to a certain party or a certain

olitical line. There is no such thing I
) s no g as art for art’ :
terature and art that lie above class disti .aga%s or abg:e S;;{S’isg;

interests”. ;

_The function of all art whi
stimulate and inspire them vggn;hm 15§§

resolution, to unify and organise,
“The creative forms of literature an,

€y are more systematic, more

idealised, and therefore more unive;

Bourgeois decadent culture not on

functions but is also del
passivity and hopeles.'sneessﬂ.J e

/es the people is to
gender courage and
0 Tse Tung says:

art sede nature in that

‘efffim'l the above
ting confusion,

d in abridged
| exposure

idea of universal
‘th_at of the fr;
Tacialists? There

love — “g)1

g me;
atricide of the imn
can be no such thip,

The revisionists are quick to rush in and exploit this theme of
abstract universal love. In the women’s movement they play on
the emotions of mother love, and try to make it a solvent for
class struggle.

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

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

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

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

We couldn’t agree more!

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

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

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

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

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

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

issue,

These differences are basic.

They effect the essence of Marxism-Leninism.

Such differences are the cause of great concern to all h

) ¢ ere whe

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

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

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

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

As I understand thi i
I il han?ind_ this prop]em, the differences are presented —

%i.a struggle against dog‘matismA-—
is erroneous line, it i i inds i i i
Stailfd taken by the (fhilne;se %iygssﬁnﬁ?%-lts s
applied locally to Australian condific
would lead to theyisolatioi r:r]; g

movement and lead to
all its resulting perils, e

This dogmatic, left i ‘

5 sectarian i
(s:or;ei:itly the changed historicalhcl:l{?t’ld'
socialist camp — the power of th ?
it wm_.ﬂd lead to a nuclear war e
This, I believe, is the gener 1 I i
Khrushchov., ke

What then is the other

against left sectarianism.

ettlll, fails to evaluate
the strength of the
forces for peace —

Viewpoint?

: y the majori ]

unanimously by this Q AR |

: e, 1y i

lplugacncc one of Oppositione?gligg l$tate e oo mittee, an
W the main danger. e

the Que :
leensland State '
ported — and have contributed to tﬁ' ,llﬂ'\?e"
vl is st - sup-

On the basis of my personal study of the problem 1 now believe
this viewpoint to be incorrect.

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

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

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

decisions based on one-sided information and confusion of the

two viewpoints.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

This is the same leadership that brilliantly overcame three left
lines — and a right deviation. to integrate Marxism-Leninism with
the concrete conditions of China.
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of oppression.

misrepresen
1t was on this basis that I began to study more carefully
statements of Khrushchov. 4 Ly o

It was on this basis that I began to carefully study the Chj
viewpoint (and not just quotes) on the issue.y R hine
I have been istorti i
wﬁﬁ‘m‘e astounded at the distortion of the declared Chine

Not to my credit, 1 have — on the basis of one-si
redit, 1 ha ; e-sided knoy
ledge of the Chinese position — contributed to the cor:flffsiolﬁnil'
exists within the party branches on this issue. ]

It is one thing to object to the views of a fraternal party

It is another thing to one-sidedl
one- y present th iews
Let us look at the position of the I()Zl.lb&m crigiss? .
What was our information? :
chggat were we told?
ina wanted a war a. Chin,
blow for blow . . .bombof‘;[bc()}nulga. e policy
That was all — nothin; T
ﬁel:l&ad)tr said so — thu:l:llsc%ov said s
ect — they were nuclear bomb ha
Wtelmust all agree that the best au epy! i i
point is the Chinese., ; on the Chinese view-
%@n listen to this . . : :
is is what the People’ i
ple’s D
party) has to say on the bomba;l:lnd('
I quote . . . A

everybody said so

B

"
that
S to support theso;ﬁ
$ tionary ciyil wars an
We have alwa ;

e Vays maintained

ﬂ;:e 1&;;:. and ‘maintain nuclear sutha't o

e t]:,errdhs!.s from launching e oal
. € complete prohibition ofanﬂglc i
We consistently hold that in B

“We have intai
use nuclear :«L‘:;g; o i
liberation and revoly

4 wars of national
V€ N0 need to do so.

can prevent
4nd help bring

nuclear wea the hand

X T Weapons must alwa an .

g]_o'l?e;lahst I'Iuclt:ar threats_ YZbe (i.ef?ns l allst cﬂuntry-
e the first to use nuclcarsocmmt g for Tesisting

circumstances play with

nuclear gambling; them or | u‘i:l!i’nmal:ls;
“We are opposed il and

both to the wr,
ong
fS.Ii.ll. of withholding )
the peoples and g

leaders of the Cp.
tionary struggles o
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As a result the Chinese masses were able to throw off the vy, .

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

«Gometimes, in order to gain cheap prestige, they just publish
cmpty statements which they never intend to honour.
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“AL Utlher ﬁmes, !‘h]tins the Carribeﬂn CriSiS, for ]:HSUII'IC‘
engage in speculative, opportunistic and irresponsible n:‘ -”‘
gambling for ulterior motives. k-

“As soon as their nuclear blackmail is scen through
ccéume;ren_i in I;md, ﬂiey.lretreat one step after another switch I}'\. -
adventurism to capitulationism and lose all thei
e by their nuc

“We wish to point out that the great Soviet
i ) cople &
Army have been and remain a great force sa\aff:pguelajrdinmd J
;i;:;cingut ghrusg{:h:g}i lrlmlitary ideas based on nuclearg f\fll
nuclear bla i i :

el :s o @il are entirely wrong. Khrushchov «

1 agree with this viewpoint.

I was shocked to read it.

I was shocked because only
one as| i i
was made known to me and then -iﬁp:cglfef—:il:iidc }\2:11;5(: "

No mention was made of adventurism

In the last few days I selected 10 comrades. I asked tt
. 1

what they understood of Chi
: ina and 1 i
exactl_y s Chirar e nuélearcaﬁ-' Their answer — almc
This is slander, nothing less B
Take the policy of it for tat Aae
w;ggeratlon_s and a one-sided appfgj;ﬁ
at does tit for tat mean? ; R e of this

V1

Does it mean as some would te

any consequences — without regar

without re %m without regard for

11
full- gard for concrete conditj oy will be victorious —

scale battle wi o ¢ ’
e with the class enemy, By specific

I know a Chin
ese comrad
gg ?l:]ld me the Chinese ArnE; w&o -
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; O
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order not to cl i
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. 2 s ! t &
I think this is even tit fo i

back and annihilated a seclirmiagf fgf tdo anrmlltl-
Co s
k! th::;iz:ﬁgtMao Tse Tung said: “Hg
fi e iﬂ:on. Sometimes not goin, .
g €s going to negotiationsg ke
Bt Ay g we ﬁgl‘lt back, fight to i
ooy ess we strike hard b] b
tack the liberated areas.” v o

Is this dogmati
sm? i
. Is this left-

ey often ran

sectarian

Is this a rejection of the Leninist policy of peaceful co-
existence?

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

nothing else.

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

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

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

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

I take it we will all unite against war.

This is indeed a new contradiction.

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

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

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

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

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

Again, on Khrushchov — 1 quote:

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

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

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

I never participate in the fight
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he has the support of the absolute majority of the Am
people — can win, are questions I would not be too L

answer.” ! t

Am I correct in assuming that he proposed that the e

cadre of imperialism wants or wanted peace? i

Similar things have been said of Kennedy. There is :
talk these days of not seeing the imperialists as one b;?)c(li |
seeing the differences. I agree there are differences in their ¢ b

But let's look at how Khrushchov sees the problem.

He keeps talking of “men of » ¥
accept co-existenceg reason”. Meaning peoplc

ar:f‘ E;lw.lznaref to assume that a Kennedy or Eisenhower and o
e of reason”, men who will ‘“‘exert” themselves “to c
: ele?e sgntrelatmns between our peoples” if they‘are k.
L 1I

p ative of a peace group within American impcriz:l

does it not follow i
then? : that this group can become dominant . . . v

In other words for a ti
time — long or sh

B I me ng or short — a d a ni
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b edy or a Eisenhower become a domin:

What rubbish!! ] e
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I
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: kﬁ believe we have mad e
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concept of pe

€ a mist

g

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

Comrades, who interferes in the affairs of fraternal parties?

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

Who stands for disunity?

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

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

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

How did Khrushchov react to this?

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

He again attacked the Albanian Party leaders.

Here is something of what he said. T quote:

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

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

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

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

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

It is Khrushchov and those that follow him who are the real
splitters.
4 His road is the road of revision.
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To fight against this line is to fight for real unity
Marxism-Leninism. :

In conclusion, I formally move this resolution.

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

reconsider its stand in relation to the ideological differences i

communist movement.

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

“In particulér we request the C.C

p ] .C. to ensure the view

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

of Khrushchov. Communi
VBt unists should be encouraged to read

“We call upon the Central Commi

) mmittee to i ¢

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Certainly, he disagrees with the Communist Party of China on
{hose points he singles out. But that flows from his disagreement
on the fundamental gquestions of the revolutionary struggle.
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Parliamentary machine of the |,
class smash the old bourgcm\!'\."

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

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

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

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

Why, Mr. Dixon?

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

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

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

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

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

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

is assured.

The working class niust be O{ganized on the basis of facts. How

The Australian Communist Page 29




¥
‘ .

L snm:eyum%wnm may be a rig
Mr. Calwell, ah! that's different. Mr. Calvell B e
the existence of a U.S. base at Exmouth Gulf. Mr. (‘TJ\ ol
Secks 1o outtio SN B v ifiction of I

Mr. Calwell only proclaims he stands as one wi
Malaysia—but Mr. Calwell, he’s no right-wiﬁggrl‘thwﬂt.”“
gone up all the steps of this mythical “unity” ladder hc\.L ]L.‘;

So that all the talk about the necessi
st s ity “to combat :
;I;l;yﬁimst ideology among the workers” is jf,im f:;i
Vo leadernwm ML Dixon, not words! :
falls over hlmsélf. ' h!]y' in the same “Review” articlc
no fault of the in his abject efforts to prove that it was th
ot e ﬂ(ﬁm : Party that a Labor Governmen
Government . . . prom ':A'\lhwed Federal elections, because : 4
Certainly, 'l;abc:é*wlicfa aumber of useful reforms”.
then so did Liberal policy. So to offe a few minor reform:
To use Lzmn‘smuf -'“’.nﬂ;ﬁr&ﬂ_m; as a reason is absu
Government in office as m‘m ago, we support a |

We recopuins SRR TOpE s\ s the hanged man.
P workers essential experienc

a Labor Government
GOI‘;‘?T“_ment as Oppﬂs:: t?:ttsfﬂr flie deeds of “U
_ Dimitrov, in his report to the ‘
nist International in 1935
opposition 1o Social-Democratic
1It's embarrassing i 3
m of these * ’E &e ;
rs. But there it i 4
and even if you :ul‘:b]:'ddmﬁ Pprinted
;ﬂab]ﬁ to erase this now
istory books or the mi mldmof tal

agress of the Com
attltl{de of abso
which are gove

, 1o have to be
‘great revolution:
Very stubborn th
ay, you would

the wor either from 1
Fant
: hg’othisfantasyofste “y Ill M
which PPIng stones yoy ha

lich you are combatti formist
(E;I.Sls' only in your mu:n:l’lg Lg.’f
ntnbunn_g to refﬂrmis.t e
word of either this Mldeoloy
to criticize from a class mﬂr -
byBs[:;'h Sharkey and Dixon y
of Hi]lcand t.l'lcaabt)l"n e I
splitters—w; %
o : € must haye ,
T EUhe_:admg to Mr. Sharke .
. nity—Against Dognaus};: g
“ ?g’q;im!y this call for uni- i
in the leadership of te g
Page 30 k.

for yourself |

be No. 1 recruit for the equally mythical “Marxist-Leninist™ |,

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

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

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

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

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

Crisis Is No Accident

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

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

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

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

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

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

to the capl
Class Character of ALP.

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

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

supporters.

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

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

No! They hold up slightly more progressive sections of the

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

about reformism.

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

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

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

a bourgeais party cnunciating a completely bourgeois theory.

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

polster up imperialism for a little longer.
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Thought 1s the reflection of the material world—but will is not
just thought. Will is action, practice and as such cannot be sep-

arated from objective reality.

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

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

Man Is Not Passive

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

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

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

factor.

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

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

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

with dogmatism.

So it is logical to find in Thornton’s article a sneering criticism
of the Marxist-Leninist proposition that all imperialists arc paper
tigers and that “no one has yet observed a will strong enough t0

T he Australian Communist Page 33



in. or men armed only with rifles i,

Here we see de&iﬁm; pure and éiﬁple.
And worse than that, a complete lack of understandin,

lessons of the last 100 years.

We do ot advocate self-destruction, least of all the CI

wh;set T,ﬂimy brﬂ*lmnce has been wel] confirmed over recent 1

weal‘clert t‘l:1 ;;vtt)tllungig:ry forces always start off being immeasu ;
build them, and stren sgt;];;mt%m?h S T oo then
adventurism or capitulation. mot?ﬂ@-. >

Has Thornton not read Cut
: ot of th
with 12 men and sc'wénriﬂes?cA(l:lltli'-
Vietnam: surely this struggle is p
decisive and is superior to weapons
It is clear that Th e
Marxism, which is s;flngtgl]; e
Let us return to th it
the qu
today when people like %hetfrtll]?.:)]nd

mine revolutionary i
olut | consciousness
opportunist is that he meeld;n;s.

to change it; so akes
{ ; 50 therefo
ideology runs right throurg?:l ?hom

| revolution—how it st
__tesent struggle in S
in practice that ma

._'tandix'lg of the essenc

for it is vitally impor
 to weaken and un
n. The hallmark of
ty and \gﬂ(lj not strug
f a bad thing. 1
§8 article. 1
- Must Find
A philosophi '
A phical system | 1 !
o c;]eg :x:i:luswely external ;121” ];mh'ﬂﬂ
thouphn ence of the l'nat.er'alm.mg'!'1
Tg t, is naturally incapablle Ofs_ens
e hat can only be done if o
L }:1; and, at the same time i
’II":;I' umte.s sensation and thought
mate:fala;?:;i¥ce°f0; i g sﬁb_'.iﬁci . '
apprehension of the wzt:ﬁ;a(l) ohitornt :‘I].gs

an apprehension whi f objects b
surrounding l'ealit;hl(:h thus inclu dey purpo

garded as som:
gical, where all (I

Nes into “‘purc
| as the material
dn active process

subj
the orga

It is this conc
t 1crete, hum: :
© the pursy dalscivity of Cerman i
Vo hi
e 39 4““11; X1 of his Selected wan y
-rea]jty o nin writes; “If the orks
reality ( the door is closed to eyes
remember Bazarov b, 10 ever
Page 36 clieved

tand an assault by one aeroplane g '
v arm

rather, a failure to grasp the essence of the very rich revolution;,
Ong

manentists, who declare god to be & real concept). 1f the world
is matter in motion, matter can and must be infinitely studied in
the infinitely complex and detailed manifestations and ramifica-
tions of this motion, the motion of this matter; but beyond it,
beyond the ‘physical’, external world, with which everyone is
familiar, there can be nothing.”

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

up to the present.

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

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

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

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

For the rest Thorton imputes things to Hill and the Chinese
comrades that are absolutely false. We and the Chinese do pot
mink world war inevitable. On the contrary We think it can be

5 licy and not kow-towing a la
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; ._byuarxmmmymﬂmdwycw
¢ law of gravitation.

" ztom bomb would pr
\cars have borne out that stalement.

ST P e

-




) ccuses us too of undue haste of wanting (o | =

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

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

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

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

It teaches, simply and profoundly, that man makes history

How? By being passive?

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

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

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

Today the world revolution ig unfo
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the1rfw1]ls and every day, every |
new Tavourable conditions f ¢
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