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A number of abbreviations are used in this booklet
to describe various organisations of the labour move-
ne nopoly concerns and other bodies.

may not be known to all readers, so a list is

“T.U. .. ... Australian Council of Trade Unions.
‘1. ... ... Australian Consolidated Industries.

/- Gsmy Australian Council of Salaried and Pro-
fessional Associations.

.. ... Australian Labor Party.

o Australian Workers’ Union. )
. ... Broken Hill Pty. Ltd.

.. ... Communist Party of Australia.

... ... Democratic Labor Party.

won o National Civic Council.

-ond and third—trade unionism

ria slogan which the “Sydney
mﬁghtwing_ forces want the

their union splitting campaign.
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FOREWORD . itss

to the keen discussion which has arisen fol
. 1963 Federal Elections, on the way forward
bour movement.

‘undamental issues are involved in this discus-
g-range aims and the political theories of
parties and groups in Australia are under

main theme of this booklet, as of Communist
is unity of the working class. This means united
of members and supporters of the Communist
_abor Party, and workers who belong to no party,
chieve commonly-held objectives. Despite all
es, this unity is constantly developing, especially
e trade union movement.

is assisted by discussing theoretical and policy
ces in a calm, reasoned way, without descending
and examining the practical experience of our
- movement,

ny quotations in this booklet, particu-
sbor’'s Role in Modern Society”, a book
r leader Mr. Calwell, published in 1963.

has been selected as an authoritative
what Mr. Calwell himself calls “the
redistributive aims of the Labor Party”’.

aspects of Mr. Calwell’s book, which
ghtwing pressure to get the ALPY 1o
sation objective and ridicules those who
should cease to be “sectional” by
nks with the trade union movement.

carly recognises that these courses
L.P. He rejects the Santamaria line

T S

klet was written in February 1964 af&%' oy
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A.LP. a party of the extreme

the Catholic C

R el hurch and says
\ nd complete subser.
on movement to the politicy|

Hﬂ‘l hypocrisy of the Menzics
to stand for “‘free enterprise”
monopoly to grow richer and

‘government intervention and its

- the extreme right, nor the
He is openly and proudly a
cidly and persuasively the
Australian reformism.

with which we do not agree.
we hope constructively, in
ues,

booklet will assist the
on, and will contribute to
in the labour movement,
 that Australia’s future
ce and socialism.

SIREN SONG OR WITCHES' CHORUS?

n of the Liberal-Country Party coalition Govern-
November 30 has brought to the forefront of
1 political life the vital question: WHAT 1S
Y FORWARD FOR THE LABOUR MOVE-

r the elections, a whole host of “friends of the
o have rushed into print to give their analyses of
; for the election result, and to give their “dis-
advice” on the policies the labour movement

se “sincere friends” of the labour movement are a
; assortment. They include Mr. Warwick Fairfax
ther multimillionaire owners of press, radio and TV,
id their level worst to get Menzies back into office.
y include Mr. Santamaria of the National Civic
cil and his puppets of the so-called “Democratic
or Party”, who are so brazen that they give the Labor
advice while proudly boasting that they alone were
for its defeat.
election propaganda was designed for one
to deliver enough preferences to put back
idates in enough borderline electorates to
enzies was returned to power. They suc-
again, boasting about their success in at
electorates.

anda was described by Mr. Calwell in these
by many other prominent Labor men:
room for those who broke away in 1955 in
ir conduct since. They took money from
ty. They conducted themselves in a most
- against us.

al Party paid for their advertisements,—
yfi'ﬁyalndqlous advertisements depicting skulls

1




—and T.V. programmes of the same sort. It was a disgracc
to journalism and television. :

“It is useless for people who did that sort of thing (,
expect they will be allowed back. They will never get
back with my vote.” (S.M.H.—3/12/63) .

The “sincere friends” also include some in the labour
movement—certain A.L.P. rightwing elements, particularly
in NSW. These soulmates of Santamaria did not have
the courage of their convictions to openly proclaim their
anti-working class stand and policies, or were told to stay

in and white-ant the labour movement by retaini
ALP. label y retaining the

_Thﬁy are now joining in the capitalist chorus of “ad-
visers”". This ill-assorted chorus shouts many and varied
verses, but all sing the same refrain.

Their verses include: Change the name of the A.L.P.—
ibohsh the socialisation objective—get away from the
“outdated.phllosolo)hy_of the class struggle”—get rid of
trade union domination”—don’t campaign for peace or
a nuclear free Southern Hemisphere, but spend more on
armaments—down with “unity tickets”"—the white collar

workers are growin i i
[ g and they are rightwing in politics—
the migants won't vote £, 4 : : 1

: : or a militant policy. The chorus
E:Sﬁagppose ‘“.th, action and strugége: éommunism is
becomcr'l'rzrslem{'bthﬁ only way for the A.LP. to win is to
B o PEC lable” like the Liberal Party and the D.L.P.
e n. Boiled down, it is the hackneyed old chant:

Ail"I‘ﬂ”ll_“HE LABOUR MOVEMENT TO THE RIGHT.
of the il:.bglxg-ﬂey crew, bitter and inveterate opponents
paganda on Hégvempm, concentrate their immediate
mor Party, H anging the policy of the Australian
is much gtgterowflver' this is not their main aim, which
the militant ﬁgg.n more dangerous. This is: to destroy
ransform Austy ]t_mg soul of the labour movement, to
allan politics from its traditional pattern

12
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into the even more sordid American pattern of the Ins
versus the Outs, to make Australian trade unionism a
tame-cat body which never campaigns or strikes or opposes
injustice but co-operates with the employers and kowtows
to Arbitration,

The Australian labour movement is much more than
the Australian Labor Party. It is also the Australian trade
union movement, which unites workers of all political and
religious beliefs to advance their individual interest against
their employers, as well as the Communist Party of Aus-
lralia which advocates united action of all workers to
achieve their immediate aims and to change Australian
society from monopoly capitalism to socialism.

The monopolists, D.L.P. and A.L.P. rightwing say that
if the Labor Party is to win a Federal Election it is not
enough to change its whole policy. It is also necessary
for the A.L.P. to purge its policy and ranks of everything
and everybody differentiating it from the Liberal Party

and D.L.P., and elect leaders suitable to monopoly and

Santamaria. Then it must intervene actively to impose a
rightwing policy on the trade unions, stop them from
fighting for union demands or intervening in politics.
It is the aim against which J. B. Chifley warned the A.L.P.
concerning the Groupers' machinations in the last days
of his life. He called for resistance to the Menzies Govern-
ment's penal legislation, saying “the present government
wants tame-cat unions, not fighting unions.” He went on
to make this very topical statement: “I can only hope . . .

that you will be inspired by the same things which inspired

the pioneers of this movement and that you will not
be frightened and made to get over to the Right because

‘of the whispered word ‘Communist’.” (Speech to the
1951 A.L.P. Conference in N.SW.).

DID MENZIES WIN BECAUSE THE A.L.P. WAS
“TOO LEFT AND PRO-COMMUNIST"?

13



of the monopolists, D.1.p.
~ They use this as their maip,
what they call “the leftwing
nsland and Western Australiy.

rald” calls upon the N.S\wW.
“drive throughout Australia (o
,gtldé create the conditions for

~the Labor Party made great
be defeated by the “leftwing”

ndustrialised and traditional
d an impeccable rightwing
. years, and the rightwing
machine for a long time.

in N.S.W. out of the 10
ost in Queensland, but no
there in 1961. None were
votes rose in W.A. S.A.

inscrupulous kind was given
z to the defeat of Leslic
d to be the result of his
. %cagy of peace, friend-
People’s China. As is
Australian pygmy

policy accounts for
jlen to have lost
politicians, especi-
Yet in the next-
e, Lang, Mr. F.
to Mr. Haylen,

o

swing of 6.7 per cent against him, while the
Haylen was 6.3 per cent.

irns increased his vote by 2.1 per cent in
e is always the target of extreme Liberal
tacks. In Melbourne, Mr. Calwell's vote
1 per cent and in Werriwa Mr. Whitlam’s
7 per cent. It would be foolish to draw
iclusions from this, as the rightwing try to do
Parkes.

hile there was a general swing against Labor,
ed in the electorates held by more right-
and it was much more marked in N.S.W.

Ise.

TRIAL ACTION CAUSE THE A.L.P.
TO LOSE VOTES?

‘of the arguments near and dear to the

, D.LP. and the rightwing. They cease-
1e drum to proclaim that the trade union

E‘r’ga on strike at all, but even more so when
near.

y imagine how horrified the rightwingers
“when the workers of W.A. called a general
against the introduction of anti-union
Such a strike MUST result in a catas-
f votes! But things turned out quite differ-
ooorlie the vote swung to the A.L.P. by 5.6
swan by 4.8, and it also rose in Perth (4.1)
). In N.S.W., where a special call went
ike action whatsoever, the votes fell by
er cent. Another favourite furphy of the
htwing was exploded, and that in a State
1 strike has never happened before. And
ical strike, directed against repressive legis-
nacted by the Menzies and N.S.W. Labor

o T A A S R S 5
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The W.A. general strike, and the election voc which
lollowed it within ten days, are proof positive that
working class action which challenge monopoly
and its Tory Governments wins electoral supp
working class.

NO NEED FOR POLICIES OF DESPAIR

The capitalist press, Government leaders and the D.I,p.
shouted during the elections—and even louder afterwards
~—that the cause of A.L.P. defeat was that the Australian
people uphold “free enterprise” and reject A.L.P. socialis-
ation or even control of monopolies, that they believe in
the “alliance with our powerful friends”, U.S. bases with-
out even any Australian say in their use, reject the idea

of keeping the Southern Hemisphere free of nuclear
weapons, and so on.

If the anti-labor propagandists are correct, then no fewer

an 45 out of every 100 Australians are against monopoly,
beheve' in socialisation, a nuclear free Southern Hemisphere,
recognition of People’s China and many other progressive
policies.

For the parties of the labour movement secured 45 per
cent of the votes, as many as the Liberals and Country
Party put together.

The following facts show how majority will is thwarted:

Percentage of

United
capitalism

Percentage of

Votes Seats
ALP, 45 41
LIBERAL 35 43
COUNTRY PARTY 10 16
This happens because of D.L.P. su rn-
men .L.P. support for the Gove
t of Monopoly and the undemocI:)ratic nature of the
electoral system,
It will be seen that it js onl nt
: Y necessary for four per ce
gf;i;;zl}\mmhan people to change chir minds and the

untry Party will be defeated, and a Labor
16
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Government elected. This will certainly not mean socialism,
nor even any substantial interference with monopoly, nor
any basic change in foreign policy.

Yet, election of a Labor Government is a necessary step
to introduce much needed reforms in response to the
demands of the working people; it is an essential step to
enable the working class to test out which outlook and
policy is correct, that of reformism advocated by the A.L.P.
leaders or that of scientific socialism advocated by the
CP.A.

It 1s a step—but only the first step—to reverse the trend
towards increasing political dependence upon and sub-
servience to U.S. policies and ever-increasing economic and
financial control by U.S. monopolies.

_These are the reasons why the Communist Party has
always been uncompromising and fearless in its exposure
and opposition to the Menzies Government, has always
worked for its defeat, and supported the return of a Labor
sovernment in the 1963 elections.

‘We still regard united campaigning and action against
‘monopoly and the Liberal-Country coalition Government

- as the most vital immediate need to defend the economic
and political interests of industrial and white collar work-
€1, farmers and middle-class against monopoly profiteer-

~ ing, reaction at home and support for U.S. aggression
: ad.

HOW TO WIN SWINGING VOTE

_The false friends of the labour movement say: become
Te like the Liberal Party, even exceed them in anti-
imunism, opposition to China, Indonesia and all Asia;
"t_thmaten to nationalise monopolies or curb their

18 how to win over the swinging voter they say.
17




This is just simply not true. Why should the swingiy,
voter change from an open, unashamed and even boasif,)
upholder of monopoly like Menzies to a Calwell who |y

ways laid claim to a quite different philosophy? Wy,
would people accept a pale copy when they can have (he
real thing?

In fact, history proves this to be so. The long chapte:
of Tory Governments began in 1949. In that vear, th
extreme rightwing Industrial Groups were on top; they
controlled the A.L.P. Federal machine as well as N.S. W,
Victoria and Queensland.

ing

The policy of the Labor Government in rejecting work-
ers’ claims and open A.L.P. intervention in the union
movement to uphold this was carried to the extreme point
of rushing through special laws to freeze union funds, jail
union leaders and use of troops as strike-breakers and an
unparalleled campaign of hysteria.

A I:.iberal Government could have done no more in
breaking the Miners’ strike. Did this save the Chifley
Government? History records that it did not. Menzies
was returned with a landslide majority.

This was when the A.L.P. machine was under Groupe:
contr?l, which continued till 1955, During that time the
Me:_mes. Government won elections, despite revulsion
4gamnst its “horror budget” and its crushing defeat in the
anti-communist Referendum in 1951. A vital lesson of this
def.eat f,or Menzies was that the labour movement was
united in defence of democratic liberty.

Under Grpuper control, A.L.P. policy could not have

- &llinote rightwing, its anti-communism more frantic, its
s ty tt;\um?ed action more marked, its foreign policy

Pro-American, Yet Menzies kept on going back.
. The real cause of Menzjes etting the “swinging votc’
is the disunity created by suc%l a pgolicy. The g“.»-féingiw;,

18

voter” comes from a well-defined group in the community.

By and large, Australia’s 1,900,000 industrial workers
are solid, thick-and-thin voters for the Labor Party. The
Communist Party draws its vote mainly from industrial
workers and directs its preferences to Labor candidates.
This is not to say some industrial workers may not vote
Liberal or D.L.P., but this is a small minority. Most of
the 170,000 rural workers, and many of the 1,100,000 white-
collar workers vote Labor, as do a not insignificant number
of battling farmers and some small businessmen.

The 60 monopoly families who control Australia, the
rich capitalists, the well-to-do and aspiring executives and
ambitious social climbing or just plain hopeful higher paid
white-collar workers, top bureaucrats, businessmen and
other elements who regard themselves as a “cut above”
the workers, vote Liberal.

Squatters and rich farmers vote Country Party, which
also wins votes from other country people influenced by
its claims to represent rural interests.

The swinging vote can be won when the labour move-
ment is united actively and vigorously campaigning on a
policy which constitutes a clear challenge to the Liberals.

The Communist Party believes this to be the way—and
the only way—to take even the small step forward of
beating the Liberal-Country coalition government.

IT'S NO USE COMPLAINING “THEY TOOK
OUR POLICY”

In 1961, the Menzies Government came within a hair’s-
br:eadth of defeat. WHY? Because there was an economic
crisis, 180,000 were unemployed, business suffered. In
these conditions, the Labor Party put forward a clear
alternative to the Liberal financial policy, which people
thought had caused the economic crisis.

10



operated some poipq

for an economic recovery,

lined a programme of limjc(
ith carefully selected promises

L.P. spokesmen complain
. Yet why is Menzies able

e reformist A.L.P. leaders.
fundamentals as being held
. Those things which mark
Liberals are rarely men-

d on monopoly excesses,
nopoly are clear: “. . . the
bution are passing into
mopolies continue to in-
€’ (“Labor’s Role in

oachments on civil

tapping and other

dom as well as the
\ct on the right 0
itilised so freely




ed to socialism (to change society by ending moy,,.
ly capitalism) it also wants to get into office and adm;).
- monopoly capitalism.

- This clearly explains the reason why the Labor Pary
does not win elections. It is paralysed by this indecision,
and by invariable choice of the line of trying to get into
efﬁfm by promising not to make any basic change in

Such a policy neither gets the Labor Party into office,
nor prepares the forces for a basic, decisive change in

society.

The A.L.P. leaders are prepared to sacrifice everything
in order to get into office—not only the socialist objective,
but even trade union action and struggle to win wage rises,
shorter hours and union rights.

- Yet the labour movement wants change. It wants action.
‘The working class is exploited by capitalism; monopoly
' ism continually breeds the danger of war and per-
unemployment, oppression and poverty.

ALP. has as its objective:

Democratic Socialisation of Industry, Production.
on and Exchange—to the extent necessary 0
4 itation and other anti-social features 10
n accordance with the Principles of Action.
and Progressive Reforms set out in this plat:

1 Council of Trade Unions, the pational
has as its objective the following:

of industry, i.e., production, distribu-
The utilisation of the resources O
fit of the people—insuring full em]'

indards of living, real security an¢

for all.”

munist Party states:

of the Communist Party of Australia is social-
nership by the people of Australia’s natural
d the means of production—the basic indus-
ncial institutions, transport facilities, and the
d estates controlled by the monopolists and
ers.’/

DW TO MAKE A START ON THE
ROAD TO SOCIALISM

nunist Party does not suggest that the majority
ians are at this moment ready to take the neces-
~overthrow capitalism and proclaim Socialist
t only when the majority are prepared to do
ustralia become socialist, for this social revolu-
er be won by a minority or even by a passive
1t only to vote. For the entrenched forces
- wealth and privilege, will not be content
' without a struggle, even when a majority

‘the Communist Party believes it necessary
supporters of socialism, whether A.L.P’ers,
non-party unionists and others to work
epare the people’s forces for this change.

of the vast majority of Australians are
‘monopoly and will be served by socialism.

way to prepare these forces is constant
on uniting the labour movement for a
- of unremitting exposure of monopoly
esenting Socialist Australia as the solu-

f‘.arty would welcome such activity by
though there are big differences
tive views of what Socialism is and how



en more urgent and vital way to build up
m is to unite the forces of the \wl:k:[:{.
m in defence of immediate economic ‘..Nl

Mc and political interests, mamiuld and
as they are, can only be advanced by united action
we whole labour movement against the/entrenched
s ﬂ ﬂllth and privllege. The Communist views on
of the most important issues are set out below.

RALIAN FOREIGN POLICY
~ AND FRIENDSHIP

ment is most vulnerable u the

and foreign policy, especially in

st Asia and support for racial oppres-
and colonialism generally.

leaders failed to make effective use
in the elections, let alone the officially-
the trade union movement.

fensive in front of the Menzies-

these issues and many tried to evade
Lher.

this! Properly handled, taking the

ny camp, foreign policy can be a

ppen? Because most Labor leaders and
er thought out and do not adopt a
boint on foreign policy.

nt needs to agree upon a clear-cut
policy and fight for it—standing
nboat diplomacy outlook of Menzies

juivocally:

nt stands for peace, for co-existence
erent social systems.

{ )ﬁs'afmament, banning of all nuclear

cept of nuclear-free zones, and the
- proposed Nuclear-Free Southern

tabh.rhmg bases on foreign ter-
h West Cape base as the fore-

]
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yunner of bringing nuclear weapons and theyefo,. ),
threat of nuclear war to Australia.

It s?ports national independence and opposes colonig)
wm, whether old or new. :

It stands for friendship, trade and cultwral exchang,
with its neighbours in South-East Asia.

These propositions are anathema to monopoly, Menvics
and Santamaria.

That is one good reason for upholding them; a siill
better one is that they are profoundly in the interests
of the Australian people and can win enthusiastic support
from the majority of people.

~ Australia’s relations with Asia are vital. The Mensics
Government 1s hostile to the independent Asian nations.

As long ago as 1947, Menzies made his position clear.
Speaking of Australian policy towards the struggle of the
Indonesian people for independence, he said:

‘ “This (Chifley) Government has accepted a policy In
relation to the Netherland East Indies formulated by the

; tralian Communists, which is a policy ol driving the
‘man out of the N.E.L just as their policy is to be
t and complaisant in respect of elements which would
ve the white man out of South-East Asia and, indeed.
of the whole Asian continent. If that is our policy,
represents what a great commentator oncc described
very ecstasy of suicide—that we, a country isolated
world, with a handful of people, a white mans
Wﬁﬂ;’nﬂ the traditions of our race, should want ©
‘apart by saying to our friends here and therc
of the Dutch, who have been great colonialists
“Out with you, we cannot support Yot
¢ is any trouble we automatically sy e
e rebels. If that is to be our polic’

not just reveal that Menzies keeps
m&:l platitudes like “ecstasy
off for use 17 year later in the

‘at North West Cape.
erately and dangerously out of date
rr Kollcy . For the maintenance of
o Asia” is still Menzies' aim—that is
"policy in Vietnam, Laos and Cam-
‘Geventh Fleet’s intervention in the
he Australian Government supports
laysia and why they tried to get the
donesia’s West Irian.
this in arrogant and stupid words:
undsome for someone to talk about
determined by Asians, it must be
interest as well as other Western
area, and our interest in maintaining
not be served by the withdrawal of
(S.M.H. 4/2/64)
. Barwick and some A.L.P. politicians
on quickly, is: The day of “Western
vhite supremacy anywhere, is over and

h by what happened in China in
)iem in Vietnam, Rhee in Korea, and
ffered by U.S. policy despite prodigal

med intervention by U.S. troops and

dent for such understanding in the
; Iwell has written “. . . The estab-
ations with our Asian neighbours was
est by the Chifley Government, which
e British withdrawal from India,
ng of colonialism or imperialism
demonstrated its goodwill towards
revolution, and advocated in the

R



of the small nations.”

ﬂql‘!:lfﬂian working class movemen
y by demonstrating its support for

Indonesian efforts of Australian
vernments have yet been able
dwill won for Australia there

t all over Asia. ;

should reject the anti-Indonesian
Tning Herald” and Mr. Santa-
fight for friendship and clase
and all-out support for the aspir-
Asia, Africa and Latin America
national independence free of

ne principle, which affects the

It must never be sacrificed
'bandoncd in face of chauvinist
¢ press about the “peril from

vital issue: What is the

the trade union section of
aland Congress for Peace,

rs arise from conditions

m. Armament manufac

others, notorlously make

-atmns for war.

y minent A.L- .
D. Kenny, Presi-

odern Society’ i




UNITY IS STRENGTH

Australian labour movement, like the British .,
hers, began with the trade unions, Long before
rkers’ political parties were formed, the (1,
ons united workers of all beliefs in their commop
1 against capital, for higher wages, shorter hour,
nar rights.
e was a hard and bitter one, and included
pst capitalist efforts to suppress the unions
d violence. In his book “Labor's Role in Modern
Mr. Calwell writes of the strikes of the 1890's:

‘he use by governments of the police to break
ces seemed to show that the state was not only
side of the wealthy, but was in fact, an instru-
) ‘of oppression against the workers.” (p. 24).
unions were and are strong because they
‘workers of all beliefs for the class struggle againsi
jat is why all efforts to destroy the unions have
‘why even the modern use of savage penaltics
strikes and industrial action. That is why
lers like L. Short and H. Hurrell of the Iron-
n and others who oppose strikes and believe
tion can never end the workers’ struggle,
ow often they say “Go back to work and take
Arbitration”. a9
e trade unions is a very great strength of thl\
That is why it is under constant attéc‘c
s. They would dearly love [0.5;;
the existence of several types "
ne workers, and two or morc th}()-[:
unions based on religious beliels
ad, i i based on
1 "! Belgl.uml or unions ited
breakaways from the broad un
Quvriere in France. i
' ~have always been delfgjfli‘h
a group of rightwing

s (Short of the Ironworker.
sthers) , threatened to brea

ancil of Trade Unions. This move failed
~country’s  biggest u_nion, the Australian
'ﬁ,c;t%b ‘always remained aloof from and
thy that Short and other leaders of the
nd the A.-W.U. leaders, are zealous expon-
attack upon trade union unity, the call
rence in the trade unions which copies
ﬂay in and day out by Santamaria.

t Party is opposed to political interfer-
ion movement, is opposed to making
~ the issue in union elections. Com.
nionists, and they naturally put forward
to build up the union and use its
‘the interests of members and the
. Communist union officials are elected
der their policy and record in fight-
their consistent work for unity fits

s, Riordan of the
k away from the

'ty advocates representative leadey-
uding Communist, A.L.P. and non-
est is not political affiliation, but
icy to unite the whole union, and
carry it out. It is quite possible
P. unionists to agree on most
erate in carrying out the wishes

ons have representative leader-
iger, more militant and united,
‘their members. Representative
1 viewpoints existing among

a correct policy is
wviewpoints and the result-
the whole union,




‘Communists in the trade unions have their own views
some important questions, which are diametrically npl~

to those of rightwing A.L.P. union officials, ':ic\'
even differ from those of A.L.P. unionists who are
rightwingers. Yet the Communists always seek to unie
h all unionists, right, left or centre, in the fight to win
workers’ demands.

“anti-union forces recognise the important role of
union unity. That is why this present conspiracy
§ upon trying to split the unions by using anti-Com-
and the so called “Unity Tickets” issue.

or by the elected bodies of the union movement,
‘not by any political party.
BT AME CAT UNIONS
L OR FIGHTING UNIONS?
the most important question is the very concept
n. Should the unions be organisations of mem-
pay dues, periodically elect officials and nothing
those officials be left to decide everything,
tiations with the bosses, arguing before the
ourt, and running the unions as though they
of a big business (with commensurate sala-
e unions militant, democratic bodies, whose
e on policy at union, job and stopwork
> officials are not managers but leaders who
s’ interests, who carry out union ppll{f}'
~workers’ organisations, which actively
action to force concessions from the
tion?
Yes to the first; the Communists
~-and they are not alone in this,
-party unionists and union leaders
point, It is constantly shown by

only this policy can win results for the
is the concept on which trade unionism

nce emphasises this. In 1962, the A.C.T.U.

posed of A.L.P, and Communist Party mem-

upon a mass campaign for three weeks

d increases in margins. This plan was also

the Australian Council of Salaried and

ations and the High Council of Public

This campaigning was endorsed by the
cils, and took varied forms—job meet-
ngs, leaflets, demonstrations and indus-
included the great Sydney Town Hall
* 3,000 union executives, union stewards
n jobs, and a similar gathering in Mel-
by the State Branch of the A.C.T.U.
onths the Arbitration Court decided
ve should be granted—although it
not long before. At the same time,
d generally by 10 per cent.

ide Workers' Federation in 1962
orous campaign against the unjust
eir members under the Stevedoring

d Communist officials nationally
union, who doubtless have different
tions. Yet they were able to unite
in frank discussion, developing
mbership, which won a wage rise
suspension of the penal clauses
izies Government as well as with

ilitant unionists are very often
ly in strikes, always attack-
invariably opposing negoti-

:



m'e'ﬂu; Is quite untrue. Communist unionists

hi;:_oh_: Arbnr.altlon _system because the statuie |
which it is c:stabllshed is loaded heavily against the indey
t.m:g:s a:.u! in favour of the employers. This is evidence
in the vicious penal clauses which are so often LS I|:“I[
"OKe(

against the unions in their struggl i
1 iti . (oA
g A s to IMprove wages

However, so long as the arbitration system continue

::)15 ne&:essary for all union officials, including Commun;s,
cocon l:lct cases, master the procedure and becone w:n\!'
urt advocates. Where they differ from the il :

¢ ¢ Iitwing
uf::;ltl:iey_recogmse that the best arguments in (he \\'|:I'1T(I{-|
p ed in the most persuasive manner, will have 1q

influence on Courts unless backed u
and action outside the Courts. Thi
as least, by most union advocates,
flt[ili.t.'mt unionists do not see str
:tri::u:gi ;I(: ad:ﬂ:}r:;l \.\‘r:;ll-c];i?,tipt?reml‘ They do regard
1 he w tried anc tested weapon of
?:gpr;izl:ﬁ;:e:zngl;::tmn to win their demands andpbring—
Bty upon employers and authorities who
Y oppose and reject workers’ claims.

Th ' ri i
€ workers' right to strike was won in long and bitter

stru, i
mat%fge;vhlt ‘l'\flﬂ always be defended and exercised, no
at legal action is taken to outlaw strikes.

p .by mass campaigning
s 15 admitted, privately

ikes as the only form

IS JOB ORGANISATION A DANGER TO
THE UNIONS?

An impor : e !
R roi;:e oz;a.mi)lssue in th}s general discussion of unionism
g JOb organisation—shop committees, area com-

mittees, mass meetj i
) e ings to decide on industrial action, and
other similar matters.

Some trade unio . :
offici n leaders, including some A.C.T.U.
San aha;:g (;Ehe_r A.L.P. members, have fallen in behind
~ repeat "Nes ‘;Uona,l, Civic Council on this issue. They
' ws-Weekly” stories in attacking the shop com-
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l[(i l}lj]),,\‘.

trade

nt, and make a-l sorts ol efforts to restrict
The pretext for this is that job organisa-
hority away from the union officials,

unionists believe in strong trade unions
ty of the union over the job organisation,
nd authority will come by encouraging job
ot suppressing it. Union officials should
iobs, learn what the members want done,
is, and give leadership to the job organ

jons are strong and virile when there is
isation on the jobs, when policy and
ed and decided by the workers.

JNION MOVEMENT RUN OUT
UES TO FIGHT FOR?

ument in the debate on the labour
that there are no longer any issues
d that because of advances in capital-
‘the unions, or reforms made by Labor
nd conditions are now so good that
ht for.

uch ice among workers who know
are too low, that they have to work
who see that the relentless advance
automation is posing very sharply
oyment and the urgent need of the
loes have some influence among
ted in politics but are not directly
al issues.

ily dropping as a percentage
created solely by their labour.
srkers than ever before, and the
s is fewer than ever because
| statistics show that wages in
of new value. In 1951-52

e W G



wages were 60 per cent, i

profit has risen If;)rom 40 pelrnc:li[tmmyz?}rs
value. In money terms, fewer capz'talists‘w
them £?62_ million more than 11 years ago. And iy §
the statistics considerably understate the emi)l(;\::-s g
[ 'Ehis is the background to the basi iy
rade unions asked for i i

wage. This would haveamiza/nltg/a igf;fa;? EI]OéhC e
more for tbe wquers in Australian factories, stil] s
tl}e capitalists with £1,070 million in proﬁls., Ikﬂ.ut the e
ployers offered only 5/- to 8/- a week, and this (_‘()!](Iit(;r)‘l.ll'i:f-

upon destroyin the whol
e wa uctur i
0 ying ge structure to their advani.

PEr cent of pey
hack up betweey,

€ wage case. The

]C:l\"inp“

COL};?? is no shortage of industrial issues—wages
pH ;ons, union rights,—to inspire the union mov
n ils long and constant struggle against capital.

Otll:g.vsaal}tamaria, OE the Natipnal Civic Council, has an-
e hl;;al;& (o:f Cthe 30_m01§e i1ssues” argument. His idea,

L.Gand its D.L.P. front constantl ‘
Was stated by him as follows: . Lo

B whlzllteveF might be the side issues, whatever
ong issu: ft e €VXS, thel dangers and abuses, there was

: acing Australia and i -
it t was the issue of Com

This clear statement ha

hours,
ement

A [ s been (ranslated into practical
?;ﬁﬁgtgzﬁ;wiljgég° i lli'Oth political and illdustri];;l fields.
struggle n(; cam a.ﬂs iy ther_e ShO}ﬂd be no action, no
1ection ’Qf the EF",.igmng to win union demands for cor-
because this woullds 01'1 abuses of the capitalist system,
Communism first only help the_Communists. Anti-
Morning Herald” S“'Z:O”d anc'l tht:rd—tmde uniontsm
Labor Party to acta I:J Othf*r l"lgl_ltwmg forces want the
Paign. pon in their union splitting cam-
agizilt::ﬂl{h Santamaria’s men in the D.L.P. have once

led out their master's idea on November 30,
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» the employeryy

Menzies back for the sixth time h

. them the fact that Menzies re u"e:e b
ism is a ‘“side issue'". They f?ll‘iil\-l(:’::
Party leaders as “pro-Communist” :(m(_l
continue to overlook the evils and abuses

gime——unless i

or Party adopts their policy lock, stock
is the starting point they demand? An
n trade union unity, a campaign of
ening the unions.

yn in which the D.L.P. put Menzies
nds of the Labor Party” propose an
. but not against the D.L.P. or Men-
Instead, a pro-D.L.P., pro-Menzies, pro-
against trade union unity, against
ho have proved themselves staunch,
fighters for trade union unity against
; and monopoly.

RACY AGAINST THE LABOUR
A NEW MOVE IN THE LONG-
'TO BRING ABOUT A RAP-
S@WEEN THE D.L.P. AND THE
RIA’S TERMS.

and will be defeated. It must be,
1d split the unions, strengthen the
orkers’ conditions; it would con-
perpetual opposition and splits.

ause the working class and activ-
s have already learnt the lesson
ol leads to—an attack first on
' every genuine unionist and
that Santamaria wants ab-
on—and this leads to tame-
nary policy and a Liberal




It will be deleated, providing the cunning attempts of

monopoly’s agents to use their poisoned weapon of ang;

Communism are recognised for what they are, and rejected
in favour of unity.

THE TRADE UNIONS AND POLITICAL ACTION

The criticism is often made of the Communisi Payry
that, while opposing the A.L.P. entering the in(lusl‘rj-i)l
movement, it is itself active in the unions. Further, it zis
said that the Communists are only interested in the 1:ni()m
and industrial action for political purposes. .

The real Communist position is this: Every Party mem-
ber who works should be an active unionist who helps
strengthen the union for its task of improving the work-
ers' conditions. The Communists prove in practice that
they are militant and skilful fighters for unionism in action
against the employers. They believe that, besides indus-
trial issues, the unions have to concern themselves with
broader political questions—the fight to prevent war and
saft_aguard peace; opposition to monopoly domination;
united action with other sections of the community for
common .ob]ectives: defence of democratic rights as they
affect unionism and as they affect all citizens. :

_These needs are self-evident. As Albert Monk said in
his presidential address to the 1963 A.C.T.U. Congress:

“There is no hope for the achievement of full rights
for all the people of the world until the threat of war
anf} tl_le arms burden is lifted.

Without this, how can we really think about wages.
hours and other economic demands?”

S_lm:larly, _the trade unions agree on the necessity for
active campaigning to defeat anti-Labor governments. This
means not only financial and other support for working
class parties, but also independent campaigning by the
unions. Many trade unions are affiliated to the Labo!
Party; this is a form of political action.
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issues do not exhaust trade up; b

gling for its industrial p"‘[-);lrl:llrr;n 1:t.)||l1_u‘(;.1
B e, Dot polic
a mass industrial-political campaign th‘_"';(
the N.S.W. Labor ('m\"(:n11m-:1 to e
ur week, and then to its acceptance llnr‘
urt. Similarly with three weeks ;“H'mf‘?‘
ervice Leave. ¢

tate and federal, can only be defeated by
] and political action. In N.S.W., union
L.P. Conferences have repeatedly moved
ions to delete the penal clauses from
on Act, only to see these ignored by
overnment, This is political action,
jously needed.

W., watersiders all over Australia,
..special industry clauses, public ser-
e 1963 Federal Elections, and 50,000
s in their general strike—all en-

of trade union political action. 4

from the Santamaria-A.L.P. Right f
which is to introduce party- |

‘unions while opposing their unit-

advance workers’ interests. ‘

s to be said about the trade

e different ideas on the role
‘methods of action and their
‘have one set of ideas, many
ant unionists, Labor or non-

| should be debated and
nt, This debate should



be frank and comradely, and should proceed frc
starting point (_)f agreement on the fundament ]lum
umty'of the unions to advance the workers’ in!ma’- ]-Iec'(!
practical work and action of the unions, and ‘1-1(1&!“:- e
gained, will test out the correctness of (,li[fercm;Lp(l;;'i.“‘IrIN
g i Cle
: (tlpmmumsts_ are quite prepa_red for dgbatc and 1)1';1c'li("3|-
esting on our policies and views. It is only the N Y
and the extreme right who want to impose theirA ( (
and get a monopoly of leading positions, thus excl i
all other views and leaders. j e
This would be disastrous for the wages and conditi
of the workers, and also for the labour movcmentuﬂ]:(-m-h
whole, becayse it would condemn the mighty trade 11;1;:);:

movement to passivity industri i i

strially and isolatio i
- . . . i n
working class political action. 4 i
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the

CHALLENGE MONOPOLY DOMINATION

0 ificant fact :clbout modern Australian societ

ever-growing dominance established by 1
nt monopolies over the economy and thgré-
ynments and their policies.

ower is generally recognised by all. Tt
ised and deit?nded by some—the anti-Labor
| and Menzies in particular.

179 pretends to criticise monopoly and
al policy of the Roman Catholic Church
d criticism of monopoly excesses. In fact,
monopoly to the hilt by returning the
t and by splitting the labour move-
ity can be understood in their own
o all evils and abuses of monopoly
aly one real political issue—anti-com-

| and Country Party leaders and Mr.
etely out of step with the majority
eople who are increasingly aware of
oly. Not only the industrial and
t also farmers, small businessmen
her over 80 per cent of the people

ined about and can be won for action
ik

truth when he says in his book:
rliamentary sources of power,
jally, have grown up.” (p. 107)
oduction and distribution are
fewer hands, and monopolies
\‘1 eir control of . . . how we

3

er, sitting astride the whole
owing facts:



® The 100 biggest companies, with total share -
l'u_nd;. of £1,969 million, and a total capibtlzlx‘lutt;é‘?lllﬁ:;
million, made net profits of £155 million in m“]'_‘;c)'
The total profit after taxes of all Australian com nn']_‘j
was‘£423 million. Therefore, the 100 bigges[[ ‘ml“
panies made more than 1/3rd of all profits made [[;1
Ll_le thousands of companies operating in Austra}is
Sixty-three giant companies own 54 per cent of 1!;:
total assets of the biggest 800 companies. ;

Foreign capital is increasing its i i
) (al g 1ts investments in Australia
particularly British, U.S., Japanese and Dutch. This leads

to increasing [or.eign control of the economy and influences
government policy.

The relative and ever-increasin i
_ 1 g weight and power ol
U.S. monopoly in Australia is shown by these [a};ts:

® In the 100 biggest companies, 15 are U.S. including
General Motors Holden, the second biggest com-
pany and the biggest profit maker.

U.S. capital dominates the vital automobile and oil

industries and is getting a bigger hold i ini
food and other industrif;gs. . TS g

‘Ten US. companies, owning 3.7 per cent of the
cz;pxtal ol the top 100 companies, make 12 per cent
?at nett_ profits, emphasising the exceptionally high
i e o1 profit on U.S. capital invested in Australia.
Actual U.S. capital investment has been small and
::es::glstant]y diminishing as compared with rein-
i profits from their plundering activities in Aus-
L8, monopoly investment is constantly taking over

A i i . 3

ex“:‘::ﬂéznrtndustnes and is a growing drain on foreign

Sk serves. U.S. monopoly obstructs Australian
port trade by refu

sing to allow its A li h
to enter its Australian branches
t most world markets, at the same time hindering
Australian exports t

with socialist COuntr?cs'ihe U.S.A. and trying to stop trade
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ernments directly assist US, monopoly
v shamelessly hawking and handing m_,!l. el
natural resources, such as oil, aluminium
eding special taxation rates to US. con-
Iding taxpayers‘ money like water to lu:H;

EMOCRATIC RIGHTS FROM
ONOPOLY ATTACKS

of office, the Menzies Government has
ym itself with wide and sweeping powers
yur movement. Civil liberties have been
stantly.

was amended in 1960 to provide wide
nst the labour movement. Phone-
g alised.

as been used against unions in an
s and other industrial action, feder-

1 police, misnamed the “Security
xpanded. It interferes in the labour
circulates dossiers on people in
n elaborate blacklist of Communists
sts and academic people, clergymen

under constant attack.

ttacks on political and industrial
 is widespread mounting concern
g state control and police offici-

ccompaniment of monopoly
the majority are more and
0 families.

Id vigorously fight for demo-

up and defend the rights




of all citizens as well as its own rights which are firs;

most heavily attacked.

e ‘ The hbour.movement in N.S.W. has the special respons;-
e m ending the disgraceful exhibition given by (1,
~ Heffron Government in cutting right across the move

ment’s struggle against Menzies by retaining equally seyer.

penal clauses in its Arbitration Act.
A united labour movement will win wide su
£ Raa, ort wl

it campaigns for democratic rights. This will I:?[;plose“a]f.ilr

mﬁl:;ﬂd up the forces to defeat the Liberal-Country

FIGHT MONOPOLY NOW

Electoral support can be won if the labour movement
campaigns vigorously against monopoly plundering, trade
Ppractices, and advances a vigorous policy to curb, restrict
and nationalise the monopolies. g

That is where most Labor Party leaders fail. While there
are some_honourable exceptions, most are indecisive, and
€ven praise monopolies like B.H.P. N.S.W. Premier Hef-
fron even boasts of encouraging and assisting foreign and

Australian monopolies to come to N.S.W. in preference to
Victoria or elsewhere.

~ Mr. Calwell himself has written, in the samc book in
which he condemns monopoly and especially foreign
monopoly-capitalists,

. . my earlier strictures against foreign monopoly
capitalists do not mean that I do not recognise that
overseas investment has played, and will continué (0
play for many years to come, an important part it

all aspects of national development.” (p- 97)

He goes on to describe his view of “economic planning”
which “requires the cooperation of Commonwealth and
State Governments, of semi-government authorieies, al}{}‘
of private busitiess. Primary and secondary IO
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ch to gain from consultation with governments

emulation of growth targets.” (p. 97). ‘

th condemnation goes a willingness to accept
iness” and “foreign investment”. In the very
hings, this can only be monopoly business and
. And not only accept, but to adopt policies
“gain’ monopoly more profit!

ced the Liberal policy with a vengeance, and
to argue who stole whose policy.

hallenging Menzies with an anti-monopoly
., Calwell vainly tries to get enough mono-
¢ into office. But this is a vain hope.
't enough big business votes to count;
otes will never be won by Labor.

s to win them by describing as “socialist”
conomic and financial policies of the
nt. Mr. Calwell says: (p. 75)

ire has not been applied in all its
plicity, because the conservatives knew
ever be permitted to apply it, even
to.

s this composite system had its
Sir Robert was enough of a realist
en necessary.”

is that Sir Robert has never been,
e even a bit of a socialist. He is
whose “planning” and “govern-
igned not to curb and restrict
it, using taxpayers’ money, gov-
policies (like the “credit
tion to help monopoly grow
werful.

sption to think that a Labor
rid of monopoly by applying
even if these are a little



ind more consistently applied.

is a firm anti-monopol lic

. and publici s
! pu licised. To the o

‘won’ pport it, the answer is: 111=:

3 msfl and the alternative explainc:f

Party supports an i

such proposals as st )
i 'I:h 45 starting government
oo with existing monopolies. Hoy-
replace the need to campaign for nati
monopolies. £
says in his book:

d, k;,{ is our belief in the economic and social
bl morer qnd bc:tter_ Public ownership
s Labor policies their distinctive character.”

on of monopolies means that hu .
Illing vital resources, industries andgffn;;:éf;l
eWiu cease to.be controlled by small groups of
talists, seeking only their personal profit
‘will be converted to public ownership, with
to governments.

pansion of public enterprises will open the
ing class pressure to force use of profits from
prises for national development, to raise living
id reduce taxation upon lower income €arners.

of such giant enterprises as General Motors-
., A.C.I, and the banks, into public enter-
‘not of itself be socialism. So long as capital
es, and state power is in the hands of servans
ist class, public enterprises will not change

profitable en terprises

banis, T.A.A. and QANTAS, insurance
L ! d. Sometimes,
st office are publicly owne i

used to prop up weaker or
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€8, Or to. run some unprofitable service
capitalism (eg. expenditure of £30
Isa railway to help the U.S. monopoly
Kembla harbour for B.H.P) .

ever, the capitalist class fights tooth
nationalisation, The Chifley Govern-
jonalise the banks in 1947 is a case

overnment got into power 14 years
‘to monopoly capitalists many very
j enterprises, and a sustained
to turn the people against public

policy of the labour movement
‘measure under capitalism to

nalisation of key monopolics
e against monopoly capital
struggle plays an essential
which will end monopoly

NATIONALISE?
e Commonwealth Consli-
deprives the Common-
er to take such decisive
e Privy Council decision

t Section 92 was never
Constitution to debar
favours amendments of
repeats his guarantec
t even seek constitu-

*ﬂ‘lﬂ' the Constitution
> action by a Labor




Government, and that it is a big mental hurdle
thinking of the many sincere socialists in the
However, we do not accept the reformist view that it i
insuperable, which is used to make nationalisation
“never-never” piece of window dressing (o
militant workers and sincere socialists.

in the

ALp

a
satisfy the

There are some legal opinions that the decision on
Bank Nationalisation applied only to that piece of
of legislation. Be that as it may, it is our view thay
there is a way to deal with this real problem.

We take as an example the very illustration Mr. Calwell
analyses in his book: the defeat of the Chifley legislation
to nationalise private trading banks. This is not a
socialist measure, as Mr. Calwell says: “Mr. Chifley had
tried to nationalise the banks, with compensation . |
Sir Robert Menzies successfully shackled the banks without
compensation.”

The Communist Party supported the Chifley legislation
to the hilt, while explaining that it was a measure designed
to make capitalism work more efficiently.

We made one important criticism, that the legislation
was announced without preparation of public opinion or
any steps to mobilise mass support among the working
class, farmers and middle class. In such circumstances,
the outcome was entirely predictable. The bankers and
the whole capitalist class mounted an unprecedented
campaign of opposition, money was poured out, the press
never let up, and the initiative passed to the bankers. :

The Courts thus had a favourable political climate in
which to carry out their classical role of upholding mono-
poly. ;

The only way to bring about what Mr. Calwell claims
A.L.P. policy to be, “radical reform”, is to carry OU;
continually persistent mass propaganda in favour ©
nationalisation and other radical measures, and to draw
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power of the people 4, force through such

acceptable to Mr. Calwe]

I and othe p
are committed only to ¢ T reformist

onstitutional means”

de union struggle, the reformists try to heaqd
ction with the plea “take it to /\r};itrntin'r.\"

nion experience shows that concessione i

if arbitration advocates are backed up hy
1 action outside the Courts,

when the issues are ones of increased
urs and union rights, which certainly
‘profits but leave untouched the hacic
olies to make profits, how much more
the issues go to measures which take
monopoly? Still more, how is it
the whole social system, socialising
ion and exchange, without a great
hich the interests and will of the
the monopolists as a class?

change in society, the will of the
1 privilege.

‘has developed industry into huge-
ed the productive forces until

Yet their ownership is
ownership is concentrated

industry and small owner-
ia”, but it is impossible
' to deceive. The only
y the whole people of
capitalism but owned



UNITE TO CAMPAIGN FOR SOCIALIST AUSTRALI 4

Monopoly forces bitterly attack the objective of 1,
working class—socialism. This applies not only o 1
clear statement made by the Communist Party, but alg,
to the present conditional and watered-down socialisation
objective in the A.L.P. platform.

Mr. Santamaria and his N.C.C. viciously oppose 1]
socialisation objective of the Labor Party. 1If there is o
“rapprochement” with them, it will disappear from the
A.LP. platform.

Some rightwing A.L.P. politicians and leading figurcs
also speak scornfully of the socialisation ob]ccti\fc. The
Sydney “Daily Telegraph”, for example, ran this report
on 23/1/63:

R ol B 8 Maloney (N.S.W. l\/ﬁl‘lis_ler fOI: Labor)
said yesterday that, despite his long experience in Labor
politics, he knew nobody who knew the meaning of Labor's
objective of socialisation of industry.

“ . Mr. R. Marsh (Assistant-Secretary of the N.S.AV.
Labor Council) said he did not believe that anybody
within his lifetime would work out the mcaning of the
objective.”

Yet morve farseeing Labor leaders recognise ”ml.. fit
from the objective being meaningless, the Labor I‘.l_H.\
itself would lose its meaning if it discarded the objective.

Mr. Calwell himself recognises this. In his l)ook‘ it says)
in reply to the “well-wishers” after the 1961 elections:

“We will never change our name, nor |11'(.-;1k \\'!H]::
the trade union movement. Nor will we dh(_aju;m
our socialist objective, because, o US, it represt
the hope of mankind.” (p. 58)

He underlines this in writing:

i social inequalme». e
; of the wealt

. - 50 ial
Jwar, destitution,

injustice and an unfair distribution
50

ggd _by _the community will never be abolished
italism lasts. . . " (p. 33)
t.he_ Flecisive importance of socialism, No
efinitions are given, the economic basis of
‘only be stated as ownership of the basic
ction by the people as a whole, and their
2 gver-growing economic, cultural and moral
ple. By removing private ownership and
the basis is also laid to end all class
pression, to develop human personality
» develop science, art and culture.
great aims as abolition of war and all
tice requires a social rewolution. Only
great monopolies and breaking their

id privilege can the working class
ralia.

A\LISM TO BE ACHIEVED ?

single problem which causes dif-
-I;incere A.L.P. socialists and the

the following argument:

“existence of classes . . . .and to
ion of existing class barriers, is
nmunist philosophy of revolution
f the proletariat. . . .the Labor
nd totalitarianism.” (p. 59)

mism boggles at social revolu-
, terror and totalitarianism.

‘not mean civil war and

alia all the violence
‘been started by the
y been made to Mr.



Galwell’s statement on the use of police to break siyj),
during the 1890s. :

In the 1930s, the capitalist class used the police agaiy
the unemployed. This was not enough, so the New (\;Ll"tr”i
and similar fascist organisations were established tq ‘u.l‘
violence against the labor movement. 2

Legal violence is used today against the working clags
struggle, notoriously under the penal clauses of Arbitratioy
Acts, while still greater powers are held in reserve (Crimes
Act and other repressive laws) .

During the campaign against the Chifley banking legis.
Jation, force was threatened. The late Sir Earle Page said:

“Australia was gradually approaching the stage
when blood would flow. . . .Australians did not want
the dictatorial policy of the Prime Minister and his
proposed nationalised banks. The latter fitted in
with the overall pattern of totalitarian dictatorship.
All free men must be prepared to fight the issue.”
(Sydney “Sun” 8/9/47)

It would, of course, be very nice if the capitalist class
would stick to the democratic rules and play the game as
Mr, Calwell wants to play it.

The question is: what is the working class to do if they
won't stick to the rules?s The only answer 1s to answer
force by force.

However, the aim of the working class should be to
create such an overwhelming force of mass opinion and
determination to bring about the socialist revolution th‘z;;
the inevitable monopolist opposition will be powerless
resort to civil war.

This is by no means impossil)_le, Indu o
collar workers, and their families, make UP “[nan
half the Australian people. MO“OPO]Jliscﬁ]fllglposi
around the working farmers and [1.11:"3 o the
small businessmen. At least 80 per c€
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strial and white
e than

R

interests in commo ;

. 7 ! 4 n with the 4
ocialist policy would set oug | y rule,
into an irresistible force (o Can? organise
tion, peacefully if Yy through

: at all p()ssih] i
{ ; sible,
olence if the monopolists resort to fr‘:;-‘ctntl

rship of the proletari

' ssia,.ruled Il:)'y feud;?taigi?ai’? Y"?}:s
_assailed by the armed forcesy of li
When"thls failed, they tried to star
the “Cordon Sanitaire”, Spies‘ar‘nﬁ
into the Soviet Union right u
Eisenhower's illfated U2 spyin,};
today try to frighten people

Communists want to follow
ence of the dictatorship of the
ercised in Russian conditions
vention and savage hostility.

changed today. It s

1sm to wage war to crush
is most dramatically il-

d out their own
arises from the
forces.

ﬁdﬂlﬁlm" » Says:

!



transferring the basic means of production
hands of the people.

“Under these circumstances the working class oy,
defeat tl}e reactionary anti-popular forces, h'('(:ln-‘-l
firm ma;grity in parliament, transform l)al"fllillll(‘1|l|
fm:p an instrument serving the class interests of (|,
capitalists into an instrument serving the working
people and on the basis of the mass movement, .sm;nl;:
resistance of the reactionary forces and creacc the

necessary conditions for peaceful realisation of (]

- . - ]‘ .
socialist revolution,

“All this will be possible only on the basis of broad
and ceaseless development of the class struggle agains!
monopoly capitalism. 4

‘ » o .
If the ruling class resorts to violence against the

people this will have to be countered by superior
force.

“Historical experience shows that the ruling class
never gives up power voluntarily. In this case the
degree of bitterness and forms of class struggle depend
not so much on the desire of the working class as on
the resistance put up by reactionary circles to the
will of the majority of the people.”

All the great democratic traditions and gains made by
the Australian labour movement will be incorporated in
socialist democracy.

The People’s Government will dictate only to the mono-
poly capitalists, who will try desperately to restore then
rule, which the labour movement is united in solemn
pledges to end.

; oncep!

Mr. Calwell speaks with repugnance of the conccp
o the “dictators]hip of the prolclar:at", but he forgets

4 i . i Iready exists in
that the dictatorship of monopoly capital already oy
Australia. Mr. CaI;well himself speaks of non-parlia
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0 the

hip can cloak itself in a democratic garb
a) or drop the cloak (as in Nazi Germany,
n, South Vietnam or Verwoerd's South Africa) .
aked, its character is the same: the rule of a
of monopolists over the majority.

1rﬁ-hip of the proletariat is still the rule
but is qualitatively diffe.rent. It is the rule of
" over the minority of monopolists, the rule
'ng class, working farmers and othe.r formerly
ople. As such, it is one hundred times more
an the dictatorship of monopoly. It further
ture, that it is a temporary and passing class
‘will end when class differences have been

mmunist Party believes this is the only way
Australia. Despite all good intentions and
about Socialism, we fear that Mr. Calwells-
n only end in still another failure by a Lab(?lll
rent to carry out decisive social changes.d stll1
lisappointment for the working class and the
' socialists.
events, whatever differences exist on how to
ocialist Australia, there is mo reason why the
abour movement should not unite in a great
1 to expose monopoly capitalism and spread_the
' Socialism. This should be done all the time,
ith the practical activity of fighting against mono-
d Menzies for the economic and social needs of
orking people and for democratic rights.
is in the practical experience of joint activity,
ation and campaigning that the working class will
e what ideology, what policy and what methods of
truggle it must follow to bring Socialist Australia into
e o
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FOR POLITICAL UNITY OF THE WORKING CLASS

In whatever way the people’s struggle achieves Social;.
Australia, the essential pre-condition is unity of th oy
ing class. The working class is the decisive cf’nyf‘m‘k-
pumbers, organisation and opposition to monopol (-‘fbb‘ o
ism. thn firmly united it attracts other chZ 'tipflllll
people to its side and can gain its objective, o

This political unity may be built in many differe
ways. The Communist Party believes that the best w:nl\L

would be ; _
f’finciples.one party of the working class based on socialist

We recognise there are many obstacles to overcome
before such a party can be formed. It is necessary to
accumulate much more experience in the struggle against
monopoly capitalism and for all sections of the labour
movement to study, discuss and debate the lessons of such
experience.

The Communist Party’s policy remains as stated by
Lance Sharkey 12 years agozp i B

“The‘Communist Party stands for the broadest united
front with the A.L.P. rank and file, and also with those
ALP. leaders who fight for a progressive policy for the
labour movement. In existing conditions, the most fav-
ourable starting point for united activity is the defeat
of the Menzies Government and putting an end to its
disastrous policies.

“Our aim is not the ‘smashing’ or ‘disruption’ of the
A.L.P. according to the crude ideas of the Leftists, the
old-time anarcho-syndicalists and the like. Nor, like the
sectarians, do we regard the A.LP. as a single reactionary
mass. Our aim is unity with the A.L.P. membership 10
the struggle on the broad base of the interests of the
masses; of a progressive policy.

#Our aim is a united front leading up to & united
workers' party based on socialist principles.
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timate aim of the Communist Party, in regard
P, is to form a united workers’ pa;ty ongth(c
defeat of the rightwing and its ciass-c’o'llabora-
and the adoption of Marxist scientific socialist

g forward its views on working class unity,
mist Party by no means claims to have been
ays and in everything, It has made mistakes,
impatience and sectarianism, which has some-
ered the Communist Party playing its full
labour movement.

example of these errors is the policy of
oup”, a tiny faction which split away from
unist Party ot Australia, refusing to accept the
> m Elority after a thorough discussion of the

sue on which they split away was the
conspiratorial effort to force upon
ews of the leaders of the Communist
Insofar as any important Australian
in the Hill group’s factional activity,
ce with the Communist Party Over
ty.

the Party, they said that the Party’s
“not revolutionary enough”; that
pism” in seeking to unite the maxi-
nonopoly, Menzies and Santamaria,
election of a Labor Government
_pro-monopoly Menzies Government
reformism”. These views were
went ahead with its work of build-

y, the group dropped their mask
o criticise from the “left’, they

rst, the Communist Party, and
eir journals devote 75 per




cent of the space given to Australian affairs to ateacy;
the Communist Party, 20 per cent to attacking the '1(- ;:1
Party, and hardly anything to Menzies, monopoly e
D.L.P. ot 1

Indeed, their priorities in attack are similar
D.L.P., which thl::y also resemble in inféﬁiijgmfc b
language and disregard for truth, and in refusing %
accept the will of the majority of their [.onucl"n%l‘l(.)
While calling for “revolutionary struggle” and "nl1i‘li1.l§5'
action”, their journals have never mentioned the W:c;t
Australian general strike or many other vital strike
struggles of recent months. Nor do they even t;‘)- to
come to grips with the real problems of unity, the struggle
against monopoly and the fight for socialism.

This group is another enemy of unity of the labour
movement, under a “left” guise. They reject the Marxist-
Leninist analysis of the Labor Party as a two-class party,
and instead declare it to be merely “another capitalist
party”. All its leaders are equally bad, whether left,
centre or rightwing. Their theory and practice can be
summed up as: the only thing necessary to achieve working
class unity is to “expose reformism”, abuse and smash
the A.L.P.

The Communist Party rejects the Hill group, a5 the
vast majority of A.L.P. members reject the D.L.P. Their
extreme “right” and “left” attacks merge together; the
main difference is that the Hill group has neither mass
base nor influence in the C.P.A. and never will have, while
Santamaria has some base and has powerful agents within
the A.LP.

Nonetheless, all attacks upon unity
they run counter to workers’ experience ar
will triumph. bosy

TWO ESSENTIAL FEATURES OF ONE PARTY

OF THE WORKING CLASS

While the nature of one party would of cours
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will fail because
d needs. Unity

e be decided

imating to form it, and influenced h
mditions, the Communist
necessary.

\Views and Ideology.

len y the
opimion is that

Party su‘ﬂ(‘.rs from the grave disability that
e opposite ideologies, policies, outlooks '||‘1d

e party. It lacks scientific theory rm;f a
which unites all its members for Social

ell can say:
time for the spurious distinctions drawn
alled rightwingers and leftwingers.”

nces do exist, they are sharp, and they
[ urgent issues. How can there be unity
nuine socialists and militant unionists
, Maloney who oppose socialism and
ipenal clauses to prevent strikes, in
A L.P. Conferences? Or between those
sation objective and those like Hef-
es the main objective of outdoing the
lling their State to monopoly?

e unity between genuinc Labor men
ecretly working for agreement with,
maria's men?

ely explains the dilemma
lifference in outlook:

jur being at the same time a props
and a party which seeks power
difficulties, for in such a party there
Bme members who will wish to place
on one or another of these respon-
uffer more than any other from the
"ﬁttween principle and the needs ol
(p. 52, “Labor’s Role in Modern
BN L

that arises
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And he spells it out more clearly still:

“On other occasions, changes which the Laboy
Party, or a section of it, would like to bring ahout
were not even attempted because it was known, o
believed, that the time was not opportune.” ‘

In fact, this basic division is between the working class
base of the Labor Party and ils reformist outlooklwhz‘c'f‘p
is an adaptation of capitalist ideology. This is the under-
lying cause of qll the splits which have continued since
the very formation of the A.L.P. 70 years ago.

The Communists believe that a genuine working class
party must have a genuine working class ideology. It
should not be governed by political expediency or rule
of thumb methods, but have a scientific understanding of
society and politics, which includes an understanding of
the demands of “practical politics”. ‘

The Communists are supremely confident that scientific
socialism—Marxism-Leninism—is such a guide. They by
no means try to force it down the throats of Labor Party
members but are always willing and eager to discuss and
debate Marxism-Leninism and reformism, both in theory
and practice.

The aim of such a debate is to decide what is the
correct ideology to guide the struggle for socialism and
the other aims of the working class movement.

Acceptance of the basic principles of this ideology
ensures firm unity on aims and the basic method of
realising those aims.

This unity of the basic aims and outlook does ot
mean stifling of discussion and dull orthodoxy. On thc;
contrary, debate and new ideas are freer and more welcome
in the Communist Party than in the Labor Party

2. An Active, Disciplined and Organised Party- (i

A working class party needs organisation and disciplin
to reinforce its unity of outlook.
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fiiscip_vline will be firm and comradely precisely
it springs from the voluntary union of like-minde
‘who are prepared to sink their differences for the
cause and accept the rules and constitution of
ty.

ommunist Party, encouraging debate and discussion
-anks, believes that such democratic life encourages
. of its members. That is another essential for a
socialist party—activity in the constant struggle
orking people.

type of working class party would not tolerate
ures of A.L.P. organisation which weaken it so
., These include open flouting of A.L.P. policy
erence decision, especially in N.S.W., and actions
members in cooperating with the N.C.C. in the
nions (as recently in the case of the Melbourne
Hall Council), along with which go draconic
s against A.L.P. members who want to build unity
out A.L.P. policy.

there are many hurdles to jump before a united
an become a question of practical politics, these
nist Party views on the requirements of a united
party are put forward for discussion.

ecall that the Communist Party was in fact affiliated
the Australian Labor Party for a short time in the

920's. In 1943 the N.S.W. Labor Council carried
tion favouring Communist affiliation to the A.L.P.
are other precedents, Australian and overseas, ?or
d cooperation between the two partics, which
d to one united workers’ party.

P other forms of cooperation and unity can be
The Communist Party lays down no hard-and-
ies or pre-conditions of united action. g

because we know, beyond the shadow of a doubt,
y political unity of the working class can achieve
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its great goal of abolishing forever monopoly capitalis
war, poverty and injustice, the goal of Socialist ,\m{.--n;"‘
A Sildlld,
That is why we present our views on the greai issue
before the labour movement today—to take the voad :
the Left or the Right, g
'l_‘he answer is crucial for the working class and (e
nation. The Communist Party's answer is: i

y I_i’;;ject tZo;e in the labour movement who would follow
airfax and Santamaria onto the rightist road
and disunity! 3 ooy
Take the rvoad to the left, to united '
, struggle aga
monopoly, for Peace, Democracy and Sociaiis%ﬁ.’ i

would like to keep abreast of political
events in Australia and abroad
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Room 35, 3rd Floor, 366-68 Bourke St.,
3rd Floor, 171-173 Queen Street, Brisbane.
180 Hindley Street, Adelaide.

75 Bulwer Street, Perth.
Box 282C., G.P.O., Hobart.
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