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It is proposed that this important article be used as basic study
material in study classes in all States. See footnote: ‘Historical
background to Jacques Duclos’ article.”’

For international solidarity
against opportunism

Reprinted from Political Affairs, April 1977, theoretical journal of the
Communist Party of the USA.

by JIM WEST

The Communist Parties of France and Italy are among the greal working-class
parties of the world.

It is not only the size of these parties which make them outstanding.

It is also their history of struggle against fascism, in defense of the

interests of the working class and oppressed peoples, their proletarian

internationalism (one may cite Algiers and Vietnam), their struggle for

" peace, which have brought them to their present size and influence among

the working class and masses of their countries as well as their international
prestige.

Communists of the United States, studying the creative application
and development of Marxist-Leninist science in France and Italy, experience
joy in every gain and sorrow in any setback of these, our brother
parties.

We recall with gratitude the invaluable contribution rendered our Party
by the historic Duclos article which strengthened the position of the
Marxist-Leninist forces opposing Browder revisionism. We regarded the
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Duclos arncle as fraternal assistance, the h:ip “which class hrStl-'ie_r“giTcr;_
class brother.  On the other hand, the revisionists angrily and arrogzinlly
rejected 1t as “'gross interference and a violation of the right to indcpcndeml-y
make our own decisions.””  Needless o say, it was not Duclos, but the
U.S. Communists who decided o expel Browder. And our Party is
indebted 10 our French comrades for their help in difficult time. (See explanatary
note at end of article).

It is in that spirit of proletarian internationalism that we write these
words.  We agree with Enrico Berlinguer, General Sccretary of the Com-
munist Party of Italy, who said, *‘In the present conditions, the ideas
and potental of internationalism are more vital and effective than ever’
and we find ourselves in accord with the declaration of the French
Yarty’s 22nd Congress, which said, ““The importance ol our national tasks,
the significance we attach to the interests and well-being of our own country
in no way detract from our internationalist duty.”

Of late, certain views emanating from the French and lalian Parties
have thrust themselves onto the U.S. scene and have given rise to guestions
among Communists as well as non-Communists.

We refer specifically to the article, "*A New Policy of 4he French
Commuunists?" by Jean Kanapa, head of the foreign affairs section
of the Communist Party of France, which appeared in the January 1977
issue of Foreign Affairs, a quarterly published by the Big Business outlit,
the Council of Foreign Relations, with close ties to the U.S. State Department
and the interview given to the Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade
on October 18, 1976, in Florence, Italy, by Sergio Segre, head of the
international relations office of the Communist Party of laly, which has
been circulated in Left circles in the United States. Segre also wrote
an article, ““The ‘Communist Question’ in Italy” for the July 1976
Foreign Affairs.

We can not forget that it maintains military installations with atomic
weapons in Western Europe and around the world, and that the politics
governing the use of these instruments of death are directed against socialism,
in countries where the working class and its allies are already in power,
as well as against the working class and its allies in countries where they
are struggling to come to power.

We recognize that as a result of the shift in the world balance of forces
— the ever-growing strength and power of the world of creative iabor,
of socialism and national liberation, and the defeats and setbacks inflicted
on US imperialism, the latter is compelled to retreat and manoeuvre.
Wce know it has compelling self-interest reasons to adapt to the reality
of military-strategic parity between the USSR andthe USA.

But we also know that powertul circles, such as the Pentagon, represented
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by such figures as National Sccurity Advisor Brezezinski, Senator Henry -
Jackson, et. al., seek to mancuvre detente to gain some new advantages
over the USSR, to attempt Lo restore the balance in favor of US imperialism,
to frustrate disarmament and prevent limitations on the arms race. Witness,
for example, the result of their influence on the one-sided proposals
tabled by Secretary of State Cyrus Vance in Moscow on strategic arms
limitation, which the USSR had no recoursc butl to promptly reject.

Tﬁe_ U.S. imperialists want a Western Europe which is anti-Soviet anti-
socialist.  No amount of concession (o them by anyone calling h'imselt'
a t“ummnqisl will satisfy them until they have positive proof that one
Is also anti-Soviet and anti-socialist, that is, until one ceases in faci 10
be a Comimunist,

Scgre holds out the prospect before the United Siates of Italy becoming
“an element of democratic progress and stabilization within the ~Uantic
Alliance.””  Kanapa advises the U.S. transnational corporations that
“‘businessmen are the first to know they have nothing o gain’ by the
breaking of ‘‘the bonds — economic and otherwise — which have been
established among the Western countries.”” These bonds, he affirms,
would not be broken by the Comununists coming into the government.

Both reinforce their assurances to big capital by avowing that their
countries would not leave NATO should Communists come into the govern-
ment.

Kanapa, in his Foreign Affairs article, pledges that a France with
Communists in the government would pursue an up-to-date defense policy
“ready to face any eventual aggressor’’ (emphasis in original). What
meaning does he intend for the State Department and Pentagon to place
on this special emphasis? Doesn’t this smell of the anti-Sovietism that
U.S. imperialism is looking for? -

Among veteran U.S. Communists, these articles cause no special problems.
Having gone through the experience of Browderism, they recoguize the
essential revisionism in these documents, even down to the similarity to
the non-class terminology used by Browder. Nor are they taken by surprise
that it is possible for individual leaders to expound such views. They
express their full confidence in the fundamental soundness and working-
class character of the basic cadre and membership of these two great
Parties. This is not to say they are unconcerned or indifferent, for
they have learned at great cost the harm which revision can inflict,
a damage which can take years to overcome.

Among some younger comrades and Leftward moving youth and adults,
the Kanapa-Segre views raise many questions on the positions of the
French and Italian Parties which give rise to confusion on some Mayyist-
Leninist principles. '



Fhe French and Ttalian Parcties speak for themselves, of course; we can
not speak for the specific, national features of their policies and will not
nresume o do so. We do hold to the view, however that Kanapa
and Scpre bend and distort their Parties” histories and traditions (o point
of opportunism  and revisionism.  We shall discuss their concepts ag
they impinge on the policies of our Party and on our understanding

Both Kanapa and Segre proceed from the fact that their countries
are inoa ““deep and lasting crisis.”” Neither sees any connection between
the erisis and the general crisis of capitalism, neither speaks of i, Both

cpeak of solving the erisis within the framework of the ““Atlantic community.”’

Fach holds that it is in the terests of the United States that their
countrics come out of the crisis. Why ouly of the United States?
What kind of “solution’” would be in the interests of the United
States, and more to the point, to whose interests in the United States?
These questions are ostensibly unanswered.

Yet the articles as a whole provide the answers.

We U.S. Communists can not forget that we live in a class sociely
in which state monopoly capitalism exploits and oppresses the working
clags, the Black, Puerto Rican, Chicano, Native Armerican Indian and other
minoritics and other social siralta.

We can not forget the avowed aim of our ruling class to be Number
One in the world at the expense of the peoples of the world as well
as at the expense of its imperialist rival/alliecs.  We can not forget
ils brutal wars of aggression, its propensily to violence at home
and abroad, the flact that it was the first and only power to use the
atom bomb against civilian populations, its racism and anti-Communism,
etc.

Segre, for his part, pictures an [talian government with Communist
participation which preserves the ““military-stralegic equilibrium between the
two blocs” (NATO and Warsaw Pact). He maintains that Italy’s withdrawal
from NATO would ‘““‘damage or destroy one of the premises on which
the whole process of detente rests!”’

From this, one must conclude that the cause of detente and world
pcace would not be strengthened by the withdrawal of Italy (and France)
from NATO! But without strategically located France and Italy, how
long would the anti-Communist, anti-working class NATO last? In fact,
excepl for the threat posed by NATO, there would be no need for the
Warsaw Pact, which was created as a defensive alliance in response
to the formation of NATO. The Warsaw Pact countries have repeatedly
proposed the simultaneous dissolution of the two alliances.
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Clear, one would think., But when one forgels or jgnores the essential
difference between NATO and the Warsaw Pact, when one discards the
class approach and reduces cverything to *‘the confrontation among the
greal powers’” equating the USSR to the U.S., then, of course, one finds
it casy Lo justify NATO and “*maintaining the equilibrivm.”’

It is not for nothing that this equilibrium has been called *‘the balance
of terror’ by its proponents in the United States. And this is regarded
as u favorable condition for the peaceful road (o socialism?

To be sure, this equilibrinm is one of the lactors which necessitates
detente.  But the object of detenle is to move EBEurope and the world
bevond ihe military confrontation to an end to military bloes, the arms
race und atomic weapons. In a word, detente is a bridge away from
the cold war to a state of peaceful coexistence.

Surely Segre must have lorgoiten something when he can speak of the
“confrontation among the great powers” and the cold war in a way thal
makes it appear that the USSR is equally guilty with U.S. imperialism
for the “‘change in the international framework and climate in 1947
when the Communists and Socialists were excluded from the government.”

Again, neither Segre nor Kanapa refer to the general crisis of capitalism
and the shift in the world balance of forces away from imperialism
and toward national independence and socialism.

In effect, both seemn to be staking the ltalian and French roads to socialism
on a static (or escalating) equilibrium of military power as between (he
USA and the USSR. DBut nothing is static. What emerges is a kind
of inside-out version of the Maoist two super-power concept which, to
all appearances says, ‘‘A plague on both your houses.”’

In both articles one may scarch in vain for a critical word about
U.S. imperialism.  On the contrary, one finds some laudatory remarks.
On the other hand, they are laced through with falsehoods and distortions
which slander and misrepresent the position of the Soviet Union and thc
world Communist movement.

“There 1s really only one country in the world that did not turn to
the right following the crisis of 1929, and that was the United States,
with the New Deal,” says Segre. In this one sweeping assertion, Segre
negales the socialist Soviet Union as a country with a form of democracy
far superior to any that capitalism has ever produced.

Further, he falsifies U.S. history, covering up Roosevelt’s initial moves
to the Right, moves which were defeated only by the mass upsurge in
which the Communist Party, USA played a decisive role and which com-
pelled Roosevelt to inaugurate the progressive New Deal mcasures. lgnored,
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too, i1s Roosevelt’s aid to Franco undcer the spurious *‘neulrality policy,”
the support for Chamberlain’s Munich policy, the active support to Manner-
heim, and the tremendous struggle that had to be waged to turn the
U.S. in the anti-Axis, anti-Tascist direction.,

Such omissions, combined with the attribution 1o the U.S. ruling class
of democratic motivation, arce not accidental. They Mow {rom underesiimation
of the role of the working class and overestimation of the strength
of the ruling class, especially the U.S. ruling class.

In providing an overall framework and justfication for the positions
they develop, Kanapa and Segre pul lorward the idea that democracy
is the curcall to all problems.

The democracy that is projected s an abstract one; it means all things
to all people. The class essence of democracy is entirely missing,

At one point Kanapa speaks of the Common Program on which both
the Communist Party and the Socialist Parly stand in France as ‘‘being
a great step forward on the road (0 democracy’ (emphasis added),
as though no democracy whalsoever exists?

And what kind of democracy does Kanapa have in mind when he says
he wants 10 ‘‘take back from their [the ‘barons’ of big industry and high
finance] the main levers of control””? Who had these main levers before,
who would Kanapa give them ‘“‘back’ to?

Kanapa writcs ol a “‘socialism which must be authentically democratic’
(cmphasis added),  What is authentic? By what class standards is it
measured? He doesn’t say. He says, ‘“‘Democracy is the sole machine
that will make France move forward.”” When you say machine, you
usually refer 1o a mechanism of some specific shape and form. What
structure, what mechanism? The existing stale machine, or what?
Kanapa doesn’t say.

But he does say what kind of *‘machine” and what kind of democracy
he does not want — the dictatorship of the proletariat! In fact, he
speaks of it in the same breath with totalitarianism and personal power!

Kanapa makes it quite clear that he means abandonment of the very
concept — not just the phrase — of dictatorship of the proletariat.
To make it appear that this is not such a big thing after all, he casually
remarks thal it is ‘‘classically considered by the communist movement
as a condition of socialism’ (emphasis added). But no, Comrade Kanapa,
it is not a condition of socialism; it is the essential condition of socialism,
the guarantee of the development of the maximum democracy attainable
in a world where classes still exist.



In turning his back on the dictatorship of the proletariat, Kanapa
repudiates the great heritage of the French working class, the Paris
Commune and its profound bequest to the international working class.

In the Kapapa view, democracy is a non-struggle concept, an idyllic
peaceful road to socialism which is paved only with the ballot box.
We are so committed to this abstract democracy, says Kanapa, that we
have decided there is only one way to socialism, the peaceful way of
universal suffrage.

“France of 1977 is not Russia of 1917; only the small ultra-left
groups dream of the D-Day of armed rebellion,”” Kanapa proclaims.

‘““What basically has happened is that several communists parties in
industrialized capitalist countries...have come up with similar answers...
outlining a socialist perspective strongly marked by a common con-
cern for democracy,’’ says Segre.

This ‘‘common concern’’ for democracy is put forward as though it is
a newly-found revelation, and as a rejection of the experiences of the
Soviet Union and the Eastern European socialist countries!

Segre writes of a ‘‘fundamental choice”” made by the Italian party
in 1944 and 1945 “‘in favor of a democratic republic, based on pluralism,
a multi-party system,”” and of a ‘‘search for a type of socialism that
would be quite different from the socialism that has developed in Eastern
Europe.”’

Every party has the right and obligation to work out its own road to
socialism. History shows that such far-reaching decisions are made in
consultation with the masses in struggle and drawn from their history
and experience, nationally and internationally; and not ‘‘decided’’ upon
exclusively within Party circles.

No Party, of course, sets itself up as the sole authority as to the road
another Party should take. To imply that it is necessary to repudiate
the experience of other Parties in order to work out one’s independent
course is a sign of immaturity among other things, to say the least.
It is a kind of reverse dependency instead of independence.

To impute to other parties and to Marxism-Leninism matters which
are simply not true in order to justify one’s own position is not only
slander, it is also cause for concern about the motivation and purpose
of that position.

The Leninist decision to carry out the October Revolution by armed
means. for example, came only after the historic moment had passed

——
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whien @ peacclul taking ol power was possible. Lemin saw this possibility
and the Bolsheviks did all in their power to materialize it.  Bul the
histodcally flecting moment passed.  History records that the revolution
tselt was practically bloodiess. It was the Civil War and the indervention
ol T4 capitadist states which brought violence and bloodshed.

Lo compure Fenin's Party 1o the small ultra-t eft groups, and the Great
October Socialist Revolution, the greatest cevent of the century, to an
sarmed rebelhon” s wvile slander indeed.  All the more so in the face
ot the welb-known struggles waged by the Bolsheviks against ultra-Left
appotunism and pulschisng,

It iy false to present Lenin and Leninism as being opposed to democracy.
fenin's works are veplete with the call to struggle for more and more
democracy as the road to socialism.  Bul Lenin never mocked common
sense and history, as Kanapa does. It we are not to mock common
sense dand history,”” Tenin wrote, “‘it is obvious that we cannot speak of
‘pure democracy” as long as different classes exist; we can only speak of
class democracy. " (Collected Works, Vol 28, page 242),

{t is false to make it appear that Lenin wanted only one party in Lhe
Sovict Unfon. The impact of the Revolution had smashed the bourgeois
and vrzarist partics whose leaders had ted the counter-revolution or fled
the country.  The Social Revolutionaries, as a middle strata party, existed
and operated in the early years of the Soviet Republic. 1t brought
about its own demise, losing any meaningful mass support, by going over
o the side of the enciy.

In almost all other socialist countries of Eastern Europe, pcasant,
agratian, small-holder and other parties exist and cooperate with the Com-
munist and Workers™ Parties.  What would be so different in France
and Italy?  That they would permit parlies to exist which would work
for a return (o capitalism?  We are conlident that the French and Ttalian
workers and peasants, remembering the lessons of the Paris Communc,
of Chile, of Crechoslovakia, of the civit war in the young Soviet Republic,
will have the final word on this score, and not Lhe advocates of a
non existence Ypure’” democracy,

it is false and slanderous (o wmply, as Kanapa and Segre do, thal
Al Castern Luropean counlries, on  cslablishing  socialist  governments,
“pationalized @/l industrial and commercial enterprises and collectived
tamily farmers.”’

When Kanapa writes «that “the French Cornmunists do not i‘nlend to
wnitate the experience of the countries of !"uslcrn Europe in this rc_u‘;.u-d
(religiony or any other,” he is misrepresenting 1_hc lrulh.' _ For_ scparalmyn:
of church and state, which he calts ““the republjcan tradition in l*rzmgc,
same about in Russia only as a resull  of lhev()cl_()bcr Revolupo‘n,
wnd Treedom of religion as well as from religion exists in alt the socialist
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countrics.  In some, the socialist stale even assists i the restoration
and building of churches.  And Kanapa, we are sure, knows tlus very
well,

The young Soviel Republic encouraged the landless peasants to expropriate
the big landlords and come nto possession, Tor the first time, ol Family
siced tarms. The movement toward collective farms, a superior systens,
stacied more than ten years atter the Revolution, i the German Democratic
Republic and  orher socialist lands, nationalization of only fhe bippest
monopoly enterprises took place to begin with, in most cases these having
belonged 1o war ariminals, and small and medium businesses continued 1o
operate for many years,

1t a8 false o claim, as Kanapa does, that the French Communist
Party in 1934 “‘conceived of the keynote of the Popular Front despife
the opposition of the Communist International,” (emphasis in onginal),
The fact s thal within six wecks of the projection of the Popular Front
concept by Maurice Thorez, the Executive Committec ol the Communist
International endorsed the rench Party’s intnative with only a minotity
oppoused (Lozovsky), and the leadership of the CPSU “expressed™ satisifaction
al the bold policy ol unity " (OQutline History of the Communist International
Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1973).

“We are a nalional party with an international vision,”’ says Segre.
But what Communist or Workers” Parly — or for that matter, what
political party in general, is not?

The question is what kind of national party, whal kind ol international
vision? 1 one rejects proletarian internationalism, what kind of internationalism
is left? T

Segre rejects Marxism-Lenjnism as a “‘closed doctrine.”” But who closed
it?  Did not Mars and Lenin declare that it must grow and develop.

What kind of nlting at windmills is this, and for what purpose?
Far from being “‘closed,”” Marxism-Leninism is being enriched and devcloped
in all directions based on the multi-faceted experiences of victorious socialism
and working class and liberation struggles on all continents.

Sepre quotes Palmiro Togliatti as saying, ‘‘No theory has ever succecded
in becoming a universal theory.”” Evidently, Togliatti did not say a theory
could not become a universal theory. Certainly, no theory of sociely
belore Marxism-Leninism could become universal because they all camc into
conflict with reality. Only Marxism-Leninism is based on reality, and has
no slake in obscuring the reality of class domination and exploitation.
Nothing has happended to show that it is incapable of being a universal
theory. To the contrary, all development moves in the opposite direction,
What should be added is that it can be a universal theory in fact only
by the struggle to uphold and develop il in all directions and in the struggle
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against ievisionism and Kight and Left opportunism.

In the science of nutrition, it has been established that protein is
essential 1o human life everywhere on earth. This is everywhere recognized,
hence it can be called a universal scientific truth. But the scicnce
of nutrition does not say you must take protein only in the form of beefl.
[f beef doesn’t suit you, take lamb, or pork, or fish, or cges, or cheese
or some other form of protein.  But, please, just because you may not
like beet, do not reject all protein and go on an all-carbohydrate diet
for you will find, despite ils swecet temptations, that it is suicidal!

What runs through the Kanapa-Segre documents is a lack of confidence
in the working class, both in power and those contingents still fighting
for power. On the other hand, there is an unwarranted trust and confidence
in U.S. imperialism.

“Basically, it scems to me at least that the tri-polar policy with the
United States has been carrving out [with respect to the USSR and
China} has been a responsible policy.”” Segre uses the word *‘responsible™
without spelling out for whose benefit and to what ends. One must
be wvery maive or trusiing of U.S. imperialism not io recognize U.S.
imperialism’s effort to exploit Maoism not only against the USSR but also
against the working class and national liberation movements in all lands.

Kanapa is so confident that the only road to socialism is by way of the
ballot box that he gratuitously and graciously offers to abide by the
verdict if, after having come to power, the Communists and their electoral
partners are oted out of office. This may sound hke an expression
of confidence in the working class and people (but, then, why should
they vote them out of office?) but what Kanapa is saying is ihat he has
confidence that the monopolist ruling class would abide by the election
outcome which first placed the Communisis and Socialists in power, and
that U.S. imperialism and its transnational corporations in Europe would
also abide by such an outcome.

History tells us that a Thiers called in the Prussian army to crush
the Paris Commune. s Kanapa assuring us that the French ruling class
has changed its stripes, that there are no more Thiers? And that the U.S.
impenalists, the would-be destroyers ol the popularly-eiected Allende govern-
ment ol Chile, the would-be assassins of Fidel Castro, etc., etc.,
would calmly accept the popular electoral will of the French people?

LS. imperialism and its class brothers in France need no assurance
from Kanapa that they will have the democratic right to maneuver a
Socialist-Communist government out of office by means of the ballot;
they will attempt (o use whatever means are needed in their view to
bring about the downfall of such a government.
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Phe peacelul road (o socialism is not a new idea, It alon. o i"renich
or Halian idea. It is a possibility Luuin foresaw as far back as 1917
Aud Marx and Engels indicated, even eatlicr, certain conditions in which
this might be possible

_ It 1s an idea which has laken on greater possibilities of  realization
it the wake of World War H, with (e deepening of the general cerisis
of capitalism and the shift jn [hc world balauce ol Torces. 1t is an idea
which has possibilitics for any countiy dependiag on time and citcumstanee:
not the feast ot which ig tht cohesion and international soltdarity of tln
three components of today’ s revolutionary process: the socialist countrics,
the national liberation muvulu.nh and the working class movements in the
capitalist countnes.

The peaceful road to socialisin is not, however, a non-struggle 1oad,
nor s it exclusively the electoral road. The electoral struggle and elecioal
victory is a major component of it, and at given moments the decisive
elemient, but it cannot be the sole element in the strugele (o end monopoly
capitalism’s reign.

Vimaost a guatter of a century ago, in 1953 (in the midst of the McCuarthy
Iira) the Communist Party, USA, wrote:

No minority can bring socialism into being; it cannot be imported and
it certainty cannot be forced upon the people against its will.  Actually,
it can come only by way of fighting lor more democracy  a higher
degree of economie sceurity, and a world of peace. ...

The governmental form of socialism in our country, and the ::athods
whereby it arrives, will be determined by a combination of many factors
such as the historic traditions and institutions of our country, the expericnce
of the people themselves in the fight Tor social progress, and the
conditions in which the new society is born. It is in the pcople that
all power resides, and it is the pecople who will ultimately decide these
questions. ..

As 1o what the Communists prefer and favor — whal we would like
to see — that is a matter which is clearly established in the record.
Communists a/ways prefer the least costly way for the people, the way
ol the maximum good for the maximum number, the road along which
it is easiest and best for the people to move forward. ..

Because Communists do advocate the least costly and least painful
road lorward to sociahsm — the most democratic road and the only ounc
that can be successful — do we favor the working class to develop
alliances with the 17 million Negro people, the millions of poor farmers,
and the lower-income groups of the city middle strata — so that a grand
alliance of all pcople who are oppressed by monopoly — the vast majority
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may be lormed to facilitate the whole democratic movemeni forward,

Communists reject and condemn any and all atlempls of any small
minority to lfoist its will on 1the majority — that’s why we oppose capitalism
and its hideous oftspring, fascisn .

Steel kings and big money tords who murder striking steelworkers seeking
umon gecognition and a lew cents wage increase will nol hesitate 1o usc
the nimost foree and violence to keep thete rotlen system alive. Warmakers
who pun their hopes on the atom-bomb as the ‘new diplomacy’ government
relonons o the fanddy of nations are simply (clling the world that it is
they who have conbiraced force and violence. . .

Fothis sense, the Communists deent 10 a0 solemn duty to warn workers

foobe ready oo detend themselves —  that while we hope and work for
the best e eastest way Lo social progress, to also be prepared to expect
the worst Asoworesponsible and truth-speaking party of the working

cliaes, we van doono less. And for this, we cnjoy the hatred of the

caprtalise class (AT emphasts e original.  Sieel Labor’s Road, paves
'H-749)

Plhese poinciples sull hold We are, then, nol dealing willi new discoveries
I ||||i-='|. v lrench i Ieatian '-'|"-.'li:'l!-:'l'.‘-. \'\'IIHIII we o o fae il] |||\
koo LpHL prresent ANIRIAN] Vool 'i;.-i.l'il und therelone e it wew of the o
Py seaciin ) sm
I el mideed whoen  the leader ol o Party stoops o shandes
achother oty o onder o qostily Tos own appartist posifions
IRILAT 1u|,' sy i;_-,' K '\"'3'”""" about riu_ !'ﬂ'r:-.'.ibi;l.l'- ol | |(|;'__|:':
opnartonist dimger in his oparty, asked of him by a Lincoln Brigade

veleran, Sepre could do no more than make this slanderous  retort:

worttt to ot oeysell 1o the situation of o few countics, incliding
e i one: Some Comununists Parties; including some big ones.
e vinnunist Parcties count very little or not at all in the actual
polttieal bives ol thor countries. Why don’ they count?  Becaunse these

that i the Iast 30 years have simply done nothing but make
propoeanda for socialism, and have never really given an answer (o Lhe
nrablemys of their countries Basically, they were parties thal very often
cemed 1o be nothing but sounding boards tor the Soviet Unton and its
probicns in Pastern Burope,”’ so says Segre.

When Sepre speaks of a big country, he isn’t talking of Denmark.
Wl other party bat the Communist Party, USA, is he talking about?
Vind the best he can bring himsell to say is to agree with the T,
Fdoar Hoover-Birchite-ultra-Right slander that the CPUSA s but a mouthpiccee,
annsirument of Soviet poliey!
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When Kanapa, withng ol what he calls the French Party’s intolerance
of “Toreipgn interventon” says that he s “‘cven arvogant on this point,”
e was surely voicing Segre’s Teelings as well.

e would be vary casy 10 make out a case ot “loreign interfercnee”
o the attairs of the CPUSA by the Kanapa and Scgre docunments.
But we are not anlerested in making such a charge, and, in fact, welconme
comradely discussion ol differences as an cxpression ol working- inss
internationalism and fraternal assistance.

But we resent and reject as a slanderous Te (the forcign agent calumany,
whether o ocomes from outright class cnemies and rcactionaries or [rom
“comrades 77 The whole system of McCarthyite repression in the carly
vears of the Cold War was erected on this big lie and slander.  Under
the hysteria cecated by such calumnies, Communists were jailed and driven
off thewr jobs.  Gus Hall, our General Secretary, spent 8 years in prison
and Heney Winston, our Chairman, lost his sight due (o oflTicial governmen
neglect while serving a long prison term.

Can this be unknown o Segre?  To revive this big lie at a time when
it Is fast losing its credibility in the U.S. is a strange thing, indeed.
Certainly, i 15 not comradely, [fraternal assistance. Rather, it has more
in common with strike-breaking, with the breaking of ranks m deference
Lo the class enemy,

Segre’s assessment of the CPUSA shows he knows little or nothing
aboul the United States.  Putling up a [lierce show ol resistance against
following the models or 1oads of any other country — which no one
i~ forcing on him — he evidently believes thal Italian experience is
sufficient to measure the sitvation and problems 1 all other counirics.

But our Party had an opportunity 1o lollow Segre’s concepls when
Browderism temporarily prevailed in our ranks.  Had we nol cleansed
oursclves of thal opportunisim, our Party would have been caught totally
unprepared for the cold war-McCarthyite onslaught. It would have becn
completely wiped out, as were so many other ““Left’’ and progressive
groups which could not go beyond bourgeois liberalism and accommodation
to capitalism,

As it s, the Communist Party survived the era of repression and
has re-emerged as the strongest force on the Left in our country, whereas
idividuals and groups which ecmbrace Right or Lefl opportunist and revisonisl
views, including  “Tarocommunist’ and Maoist views, are stuck in the
guagmires ol stagnation or have gone out of existence altogether

Our Party exerts an influence far beyond 1s as yel relatively small
numbers. [ 15 enough to recall its roles in the mass siruggles
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avainst the barhane war agamst Vietnam, 1w the struggles against MoCarnthyism
and tor democratie righis, in the strugegles against racism and for'full
caquality: of Black, Puerto Rwan, Chicano, Native American Indian and
other oppressed groups, its role m the delense of the hiving standards
and job condinons of the working cass and for the democratization of
the trade untons on the basis of class strugele policies, its vole in the
ight Tor detente and an end 10 the arms race, tor democratizing the
clecioral process and opening the road 1o a new anti-monopoly  party
based on labor as dhe political expression of a2 grand anti-monopoly

albance
We behicve we pnderstand the dialectical selanonship between qualuy
and  quantis In scbuildiee our Parly under difficoll conditions, we

stiess adlierence 1o Marvisi-Leninist principles and  flexibiluy in tactics.
A pew generation of Marxist-Leninist is coming into Party leadership.
Fopcther with the veicrans, they will produce thar Commumist Party of
miass mfuence which our couniry sorely needs.

Naturally, woe are dissatisfied with owur size and imiluence. We know
we have weahpesses and shortcomings 1o overcome.  Bu thery s mothing
wrong with ws that vevisiopism and opporjumism can cure. . We have
woeen whar rovisionean did 10 our Party when it had 100,000 mcmbers.
Wo have poid a wery heany price for w, and # has taken many years

FANRAY W ERA(E ]

Phot i why we oxpress our concern when we recopnize the hallmarks
of revisionist oppormnism an the Kanapa and Segre articles.  Nomnetheless,
we have g confidence 0 the working classes of France and lraly,
and in therr ability and capacity 10 clear away the cobwebs of fuzzy,
obscurantist, non-class ideas and concepts and 10 uphold thewr gocat Marxist-
1 eninist iradinons

We know the spirit of the Communce lives mn the Jand of s birth.
The French workimg class will never renounce its binthright.  Neither will
the halian working class. Both, we are confident, will renounce opportunism
and revisionism.

*HISTORICAL
BACKGROUND TO
JACQUES DUCLOS’
ARTICLE ON
BROWDERISM

At the cad of Werld War Il a marked right oppostunist rend was developed by the
General Secretany of the Communist Party of the United States of America, Farl Browder.
His theory was based on illusions arising from the level of co-operation achicved beiween
the USA. Britain and the Soviet Union in the war years.  Browder held the view thal
progressive Features of the Teheran wartime agrecment would be implemented by the imperialist
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countries.  He advanced the (heory that the imperialists would work with the USSR tor
the complete eradicution of Tascism und wounld co-operate with the Soviet Union, the newly-
einerging  socialist cowntrics and the working class Tor social advance (owards a befter
world without the need tor class strupgle.

In the cuphoric conditions of the immediate aftecmath of Allied victory over Fasciso
by the joint forees of the socialist Soviet Union and the capitalist democracies, Browder's
cancepts won certain sapport in some other partics.  DBrowderism developed some influence
in the Communist Party of Australia but this was rejected in Party discussion; a rejection
confirmed by the 14th National Congress in August, 1945,

A fandamental error in Browder's “new theory™ was that it blurred over the realifies
of  class  strugple., Actually it fapsed into old dlusions that hasic social  change (o
1 new sociely free Yrom the exploitative features of capitalism could be wchieved through
sonte Form ol chws collaboration with “hiph minded ' capitalists.

As W7, Voster, Teading Amcerican Communist, who strongly opposed Browderism, puot
e U Browder's opportanmisim had o it the tvpical right Socinl-Democratic policy of class
collahoration, which mceans the subordination of the working cluss (o the dictation of the
capifadist chass. He pui the whole control of sociely in the hands of intelligent capitalists,
he working clas< had na revolutionury role nor had the Convmunist Purfy '

Rrowder put up a view thut the Party be ligaidated and reorgunised into a “politicst
T and despile strong opposition the May, 1944 Convention of the U
Party carricd the Browder line,

cducation association’

Intense ideological debate continued in the CPUSA and also within fraternal parties,
inclnding Anstralia.

hicques Duclos, seeretary of the Communist Party  of France, made an  historicalty
decisive contribution 1o this debate in an article puhlished in the French Party journal,
Caltiers du Communisme, in Apri} 1945, Duclos wrole the article primarily in reply
to an article lauding Browderism in the Communist paper, France Nouvelle and because
Browder's dissolution of the Communist Party in the Unifed States was encouraging liguidationist
tendencies in the Frenceh Communist Party.

The Duclos article had an “electrifying cffect  as W.7Z. Foster records in his History
of (he Communist Party of the United States and the CPUSA was reconstituled with a
cevolutionary line based soundly on the scientific principles of Murxism-Leninism,

Above we publish un important article from an American Comnnmist ra
on what has come 1o be populurly called **

g some fraternal

criticism of “‘mew theori urocommun

The article appeared in “’olitical Affuirs™, the theoretical journal of the CPUSA in
April and the writer while paying trihute to the Communist Parties of France and laly
us great working class parties, takes up views expressed recently by leading representutives
of these parties.

The Socialist Porty of Australia considers this article is a very important contribufion

towards clarity on the **Furocommunism™ question and recommends its study by all SPA
members and supporters.

W.J. Brown
On behalf of the

Central Committee
Education Committee



Job democracy and socialism

by PAT CLANCY

Based on notes for an address to a seminar on democracy in the workplace.

The demand that workers have a greater say in all questions that affect them

is a basic demand which, properly developed can be an important part
of the struggle for socialism.

The strugele for workplace democracy and exiension ol rights in the
workplace i1s an essential part of the general struggle for greater democracy
in our social life.

This question of workplace democracy 1s often presented extracted from
life and dealt with as something in itseli and I think, consciously and
deliberately so as to distract the attention of workers from other aspects
of hfe and to concentrate their attention in a narrow field.

Workplace democracy and the struggle for it need to be seen as part
of the overall struggle for improved social and economic conditions
and for the sirengthening of trade unionism.

The right Tor greater democratic rights in the workplace s part ol the
whole general struggle for the essential aim of the workers, that is,
for a new society, for a socialist society.

No matier how we tinker with the capitalist system under which we
live and no matter what improvements we get, these improvements can’t
be lasting unless they are part of the overall struggle for a new and better
life, that is the essential part of my concept.

IT our horizons are limited to some concept of more worker participation

in management, job enrichment and similar ideas then such gains would,
m my view, be small and illusory.
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Over recent years Lhere has been a lot spoken and writlen aboul (he
experiments in worker parlicipation in Germany, Sweden, Norway and
Yugoslavia.

We should examine experiments that have been undertaken and to draw
the most positive aspects from them for application here i Australia.

However, we should also cxamine the motivation of the main proponents
of the scheme of worker-patticipation and involvement of workers on
the boards of directors ol such schemes.

Our sociely is dominated by huge capitalist enterprises many of them
multinationals, and (he existence of such large scale indusiry with such
enormous power in the hands ol monopolies limit the elfectiveness
of workers' representatives on the boards of management.

There has been a lot written aboul the indusirial aspects of human
relations and industrial relations and all of the other sociological cliches
thal have been developed over recent years.

One such book was wrillen by (wo Uniled Stlates sociologists named
George Strauss and Len Sayle called “‘Personnel problems of management.”’

In it there is this little gem:

“The purpose of business is not to make people happy (though soime have
argued otherwise) but (o achipve ils overall goals of productivity and
profitability and the purpose of human relations is to help management
elicit the co-operation of people in working towards these goals. ™

Another statement is that of an American sociologist Peter Drucher
in a book called ““The New Society’” and this particular writer makes
no secrel of his adherence to the ideals of capitalism and the goal
of grealer profits.

In this book he says:

“The self povernment of the plant community can only be justified
if it sirengthens management, ils functions are not only limited, they
are also strictly subordinate.”’

We have had some experience of workers’ representatives on boards
in Australia and that experience has showir that representation of workers’
representalives on boards of directors hasn’t markedly changed the policy
of the particular enterprise.

John Egerton represented the ACTU on the Board of Qantas and the
unions representing Qantas workers put forward a log of claims on Qantas.
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John Egerton called all of the union repres-utatives together insisting
that only top level union leaders come to the meeting by special invitation
and the aim of that meeting was for him to harangue the unions about
their wrongness in making these demands and to convince them that Qantas
couldn’t afford to meet any of the demands from the unions.

Later events showed that he certainly was not a workers’ representative
at all, but that event took place while he was still 2 member of the ACTU
and acting as a workers’ representative on the Qantas Board.

] am not indicating that we should not have as part of our demands
the right to representation on boards of directors and influencing management
and taking away f{rom management some of the rights they now have.
However, 1 believe that we need to approach the question of industrial
democracy on a working class basis; thal “‘tokenism’ as expressed in
worker participation is not an effective way of cxpressing our concept
of industrial democracy.

My concept of the direct application of workplace democracy is to extend
the ranpe of democratic rights the workers have achieved.

[his starts and remains w.ith the sirengiheuing and cxtension of the role
and rnights ot job delegates.

It moans strengthening the role of the shop committees, building and
extending shop committees in ever% possible enf ""j)l’is? it means strengthening
job organisation so that it is able to take out of the employer’s hands

certain important rights.

Take the question of safety. How many workers have been injured
and lost their lives as a result of management neglect of safety regulations
and why should management have the right to determine questions of safety
when i1 should, in my view, be solely the prerogative of (he workers’
organisations.

Strengthening unions is basically linked with increasing the percentage
of workers drawn into unions covering their work. In West Germany,
which is often presented to us as the ideal, both of union organisation
with a small number of unions and the participation of workers on
management boards, there are only aboul 25% of the workers in trade unions.
it trade unions.

While the number of unionists in Sweden and Scandinavian countries
is of very high level, never-the-less, it is quite noticeable that in America
with abou' 25% or 26% of the workers in trade unions, in Great
Britain wi{ & somewhat similar percentage, that the development of workers
participati;i: can be and in some instances is, an alternative to development
of unions and a mea~ . of drawing the workers closer to the management.
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We should be extending the rights of the workers on all social and
welfare questions of the enterprises. There should be regular consultation
with the unions before any significant questions affecting workers is made.
That goes to all of the questions affecting workers including job design,
job enrichment, the question of security of work and all of the other
tactors with which we are concerned.

It is my view that the essential aim of the employers is (0 use
the concept of human relations to weaken the class consciousness of
the workers and to weaken the trade union movement.

The improvements we have won have only been won by unremitting
struggle, whether that struggle be concealed or open, whether it we active
or passive, it is only as a result of struggle that we have been able to win
any improvements. It 15 only as a result of struggle we have been
able fo win any extension of democratic rights.

It is very interesting to look at the way in which the concept
of worker participation has been floated in a number of countries
with the altempt (o hold down the struggle of the workers, 10 see
what has takcn place in the world over the past period.

In the period between the (wo world wars the average number
of workers on a world scale engaged in strike action was 3,800,000
a year.

In the period from 1946 10 1963 the average was 12,000,000 per year.

In the rest of the 1960s, 53,000,000 cvery year and in 1970 alone
70,000,000 workers took part in strike action.

The figures indicate the rise in the organisation of the working class on a
world scale and it indicates the willingness of the working class to take part in
struggle to defend their rights, to advance to a higher level of living
standards and democratic rights.

While giving every support to every advance of democratic rights no matter
how small and to in every way take advantape of opportunities to assert
the rights of the workers, it 1s only by our strength as an organised
trade union movement and the use of that strength that we will be
able to, in any substantial way, extend the democratic rights we have
won in (he workplace, and socially.
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Whither the Australian
Union of Students?

by BRUCE HEARN

Recent developments in the internal struggle within the 250,000 member
Australian Union of Students have reached crisis proportions and left A.U.S.
impotent in the face of proposed cuts in this year’s education budget
by the Fraser Government,

Why is A.U.S. currently tearing itself apart? Who are the factions
which are conducting the battle? What can ordinary students do 1o bring
this catastrophic situation to an end?

For the past several years the leadership of A.U.S. (elected democratically
at A.U.S. Council) have become increasingly isolated from the mass of
Australian students, What led up to this situation?

During the Vietnam war, most people recognise the radicalisation which
occurred on campuses in Australia and other countries. Australian youths
(aimong them students) were being forced to fight, possibly lay down their
lives, in an immoral war, many thousands of miles away. Students
reacted against the imperialist policies of the United States and Australian
governments and were at the forefront of the anti-conscription and anti-war
movements.

Australia from 1949 until December 2 1972 had been ruled by the most
conservative and reactionary government in Australia’s history. Tertiary
fees were asironomically high, there were no allowances for students,

qnd educational irlstjlutiOxls were generally authoritarian structurcs, providing

litle scope for choice of assessment or a student voice in course conlenl.

The combination of there factors tended (o radicalise a significant

section of students. Australian students were also influenced by student
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emenis 1 other countries, particularly the French and Italian student
riols of 1968 and the student movements in the U.S. culminating in the
massacre of students at Kent State University.

The late sixties saw the growth of the ideas of the ‘New Lell,’
Trotskyism, Aparchism, and the spread of Maoism. Overall, these jdeas
(largely emanating from the U.S.A ) tended to emphasise the revolutionary
role of students and the need to radicalise them as a vanguard in advanced
capitalist countries.

The main propoenents ol these ideas on Australian campuses war, up
mtil the last few vyears the Communist Parly of Australia (through
qarious loosely formed communist clubs), the Maoist C.P.A_-Marxist-
Leninist (whose front organisation led b% Albert lLanger was the Worker-
Student Alhiance) and the embryos of Trotskyist organisations of which
he main one today 1s the Socialist Youth Allance. The Young
Labor Association was not a stable organisation with consistent policies.
The YLA approach tended to depend on who was most influential from
ampus [0 campns.

As this radicalisation process continued, the leadership of A U.S.
increasingly came under the influence of the C.P.A., until even their
ypportunist line (one of jumping on bandwagons and supporting trendy
campaigns) was no longer considered to be *‘left”” enough. The upperhand
is now held by the Socialist Youth Alliance in conflict with the Maoists
(now calling themselves Students for Australian Independence).

The election of the Whillam Labor Government in 1972 immediately
brought to an end conscription and Australian involvement in the Vietnam
war. Immediately this dissolved one of the main issues which united
the radical student movement and on which it was almost completely
based.

The introduction of the Tertiary Education Assistance Scheme, the abolition
of tertiary fees, and the huge increase in government expendilure on
education, all contributed to dampening discontent among students. In
many respecls students now had it better than many other sections of
Australian society. More importantly, they knew it,

This de-radicalisalion amongst students from 1972 onwards did not result
in a consequent moderation of A.U.S. policies (whose leadership under
ultra-left influences did not alter their approach in the face of changed
circumstances and conditions).  Ultra-leftists were still the most active
on campuses, while the majority of students became apathetic concerning
A.US.

This situation possibly could have continuted for quite a while but for the
1975 coup.
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['he constitutional overthrow of the Labor Government, the reactionary
policies ol the Fraser Government, the economic crisis, the altacks on
ihe trade union movement, the real cuts in education cxpenditure (coupled
with increases in military expenditure), proposed re-introduction of tertiary
fees, the proposed loans scheme, and the loss of value of T.E.A.S.;
all this has contributed o a renewed radicalisanion amonest sindents

In the face of the current siluation, students have turned to A.U.S_. 'I'or
sound leadership only to find A.U.S. more concerned with po!mcal
infighting than genuincly defending and struggling for students rights.

Because of the power bases built within A.U.S. bv the various ultra-
left factions (the organisation of A.U.S. with various semi-aulonomous
departments lends itself 1o political misuse). They have been concerr}ed
only with pursuing their own organisations (be it Maoist or Tl'glskylsl)
wectarian views, without regard to what student support there is for such
policies.

For insiance, policies were passcd at 1977 Annual Council supporting
the Kurdistan Liberation Movement (barcly a known, much less a popular
movement in Australia); opposing alleged Soviet altempls 1o take over
Australia by lending money (0 a company (0 build flats in the Sydney
suburb of Wooloomooloo; declaring that all males are CO'T]PUC” m the
act ol rape; arguing for the abolition of the entire Capnalls.l system
(a worthy ideal, but hardly appropriate Lo Auslralian‘ S'luden!s m 1977)
One molion was passed opposing the USSR Itom building port facilities
on atiny island in the Pacific ocean.

Regardless of the rights or wrongs ol these motions onc musl askv
how relevant they are to the role of A/U.S. and o the aspirations of
the majority of Australian students? This last question docs not concern
the sects in control of A.U.S.: all they are concerned with is getting their
organisalions policies passed at annual council.

The current infighting is largely between the extremist students for
Ausiralian Independence (Maoists) and the Trotskyist Socialist Youth
Alliance, the CPA and other Trotskyist clements.

The maoists power base within A U.S. is the media department, within
the newspaper ‘National U’, and the Overseas Student Service (whose
connections with Asian maoist parties link it with the Australian maoists).

The ‘Students for Australian Independence’ was responsible for cowardly
bashing of opponents at Melbourne University and Maoists attacked the

Mclbourne May Day march with poles sending two people to hospital
on May |

‘National U’ this year under S.A.l. control, has been used to attack
A.U.S. and to provide a propaganda machine for the maoists. Large
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articles have appeared on “A_U.S  Boreaucrais,” “‘Soviet hnperniahsm,””
“Blinky Bill.”* “*Austrahan Independence,”” and there have been reviews of
maeists publication.. Lule snention has been made of the needs of student
thave they forzotten the stmdents?y, of AULS s education campaign
for mcreasing T.EAS | fighing educaiion cuis, the loans schenie, the
mtroduction of 1eriuay fees, elc

The Trorskyists who hold the upperhand in the leadership of A LS.
are almost as muach 1o blame for A 1S s current dilemma.

Fhey tanh g0 recogiise the mood of Ausirahan students (reflecied in the
Direct Blections Debaie), fail 1o moderate A US s more extseme policies
and invohe rank and file students in A US. They attempt 10 mainiain
a pewcr base and push sectarian views through A US Despite thes
however, the SV AL was instrumental in formulating this vear’s AUS
education campaign which was a move along the right lines

Prosently the <ruggle between Maorst and Trosskyist Tactions i« eaining
moment. No end 10 the internecine conflicts is i sight

A complote change 1s needed ia leadership, approach 1o methods of work .
Stracture and policies in A_ULS.

Despite the Tact that the argowments i favour of direct clections of
otlice bearers for A US. sound very valid and democratic, they n fact
are invalid, undemocratic, and represent part of a nght-wing attack on A US.

AUS. s a Federation of student bodies (organisations which exist
al cach campus) not a union of wmdividual members. A national ¢lection
by all students for office bearers would hand over A .US. w0 students
with party machine-backing (namely Liberal, ALP, or DLP forces active
in siudent politics) — who else conld afford 1o conduct national cleciion
CAmpPAigns once a year?

Nevertheless i 15 important to recognise that the majoniv of siundents
in Australia are in favour of such reforms. The reason s many
students wani 10 reform the electoral sysiem of A U.S. is not because they
deeply behieve it is undemocratic (most studenis wouldn’t know how A U.S.
officrals are elected), but because they are dissatisfied with the policies and
current leadership of A.U.S.

The issue of elections was completely clouded in the debate and both
sides contnbuted to this. Michael Darby spoke about “*commos’™ running
A.U.S. and attacked A.U.S.’s policies, while A U_S. in defence, accused
Darby of being a lascist, policy spy, and 100l of the state. Liule
about etections was discussed.

The violent atiack on Darby and the alleged use of violence at A U.S.
executive meetings by the Maoist S.A.l. has resulted in widespread
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recogmnon amongst students that the S.A1 are nothing but a bunch
of thugs who are hell bent on destroying A U.S.

Students politics has no place it for violence and so the S AL
st be isolated and exposed.

The actions by the various sects running ALU.S. are lecaving ALLLS.
wide open (o attacks by Darby (and his “coalition to reform AU ™)
the  Liberal Students Federation, the Murdoch press (which frequently
features large articles altacking A U.S.), and other reactionary forces,
wluch must be resisted by all students concerned with and  commiitted
to butlding a strong sound national student wmon.

To date, the debale around AUS. (reflected o the Monday Conference
program carlier this year) has divided students into cither supporting the
AU leadership (under Trotskyist influence), the maorst grouptig within
A U.S., or Danby’s ‘coalition to relorm A U5

In Victoria the ‘Democratic Students for Socialism’” (established this year
on several campuses, largely as the initiative of Young Socalist 1 caguc
members) arc opposing all there factions and is seeking to end the political
infighttng,  Students need to create a strong, uniied, students union
which will be a militant, dynamic, and powerful force capable of leading
students in detence of their rights.

I cver such a students union was needed it is now, in hight of the
reactionary cducation policies of the Fraser Government which are direcied
towards maintaining higher education alimost exclusively tor the privileged
clite.

However, if A.U.S. continues on ils present course ic will sell-destruct

within a short period of time, leaving siudents ab the mercy ol Praser,
Carrick and Co.
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“The Fastest growing
economic area in the
world...”’

by JACK MCPHILLIPS

The above description was recently claimed for the Council for Mulual
Eeonomic Assistance (CMEA), frequently referred (0 in Lhe capitalist press
COMECON. CMBPA was founded on a decision made in January 1949
by a Moscow Eeonomic conference ol FKuropean socinlist  conntries
altended by represenfatives ol Bulgaria, Ceechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland,
Romania and the USSR, Albania joined the Council in February 1944,
the German Democratic Republic (GDR) in September, 1950, Mongolia
in July, 1962, and Cuba in 1972, In 1961 Albania withdrew from he
CMEA and is not now ¢ member countiry,

Yugoslavia while ot @ “full member of the CMFEA is a “‘member”

in a special category and parficipates actively in the organisation on ai
agreed bul limited Dasis.

Some socialist countiies of the Asian wea atiend meetings of the CMEA
bodies in an “observet’” capacity.,

Thus the CMEA involves tn several ways not less than thirteen socialist
nations in three continents viz. Europe, Asia and South America,

The CMEA was formed (o facilitate the development of the economies
ol the participating socialist nations, to strengthen the economic position
of the bloc of socialist countries and to cope with the imperalive
international division of labor made necessary for the most advantageous use
of skills and resources and tor the effective application of new techniques
arising from the scientific and technical revolution.
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During the period of its existence the CMEA has developed an extensive
and sophisticated apparatus including fully representative policy-making,
administrative and execulive bodies and lwo hanks viz the I[nternational
Bank of Economic Co-operation (IBEC) and the International Invesiment Bauk
(1IB).

In addition to being fully representaiive of the member countrics these
various bodies and the two Banks function on Lhe basis of complete
equality with each member countlry having one vote. Thus the newest and
smallest member country, Cuba, has the same say in the CMEA organisations
as does the largest and most powerful of the members i.c. the USSR.

This contrasts sharply with capttalist international organisations in
which voling rights are uneven e.g. the International Monetary Fund (IMF)
in which a small number of larger nations out-vote a greater nurnber, the majority,
of members.

An inlegral part of the CMEA apparatus is a council of Heads of Govern-
ments whose periodical meetings assist to further ensure that the CMEA
proceeds with the full approval and backing of cach country’s elected
Government.

The aims of the CMEA have been consisiently pursued with outstanding
success and without break since its formation.

The publication which recently described it as ‘““The Fastest Growing
Economic Area Of The World’” backed that claim with some statistics and said:

“In the preceding five-year plan period, (1971-75), the national income
of the CMEA countries increased by more than 36%, as against
14% in the industrial capitalist countries.  The gross industrial output
of the CMEA countries went up by 50%, as compared with 9% in the
industrial capitalist slatcs. The CMEA countries now account for about a third
of world industrial output. Efficient utilisation of reserves for inten-
sifying production and accelerating scientific and technological progress
increased industrial output in 1976 as follows: Bulgaria 8% ; Hungary 4.1%;
GDR 5.9%; Mongolia 6.9%; Poland 10.7%; Romania 11.5%; USSR
4 8% and Czechoslovakia 5.5%."

These are the seven longest standing member countries of the CMEA.
some othei sources provide statistics emphasising the dynamic nature of
the CMEA area.  In 1974 the national income of the CMEA countries
mereased more than six-Told compared with 1950, while that of the Common
Market countries merely trebled in the same period. In the same period
mdustrial output grew more than nine-fold i the CMEA countries agains(
3.4 fold in the EEC countries. 1In 1971-74 the volume of i.dustrial
production in the CMEA countries increased by 35% against 14% in the EEC.

26



Such facts, and others, enabled CPSU General Secretary Brezhnev
to claim early last year that “CMEA member countries have become the most
dynamic indusirial area in the world and in rate of growth are ahcad
ol any other group ol states.”’

However comparisons of economic growth and of production levels between
the CMEA and the EEC do not mean that the nature and functionings of
the two groupings of countries are similar.

The dis-similarity between the two groupings stems from basic differences
These are pointed up in a recently received publication “CMEA Today”’
by Ninel Bautina in the following excerpls:

“Under capitalism, with its principle of private enterprise and private
ownership of the means of production, the reproduction cycle is geared
to further private economic interests and as such cannot be a uniform
structure.  In a similar way, distribution under capitalism is subordinated
to private econormic interests. Under capitalism the pursuit of profit
is the driving force of production but it also keeps the capitalist class
disunited. Each component of social production under capitalism, person-
ified in the capitalist owner or in a group of owners, is geared to
making the biggest possible profit, even at the cost of harming the other
components of the system. The society itself is disunited and does not
have any comrnon socio-economic interest.”’

In contrast the author says: “‘The socialist form of production relat-
ions embraces a single unified pattern of production and the possibility
of developing it in the interests of society as a whole and achieving a
common economic interest. Economic relations between socialist countries
are, in their essence, international production relations. The community
of cconomic interests between the socialist countries is determined by
their similar economic base. This constitutes the public ownership of the means of
production, similar state structure, popular power led by the working class
and a common ideology, Marxism-Leninism. [n this sense the economic inter-
est of an individual socialist country is common to the rest of the soc-
ialist community.”’

This community of interests is not seen as a form of idyllic harmony
and there are some contradictions but the manner in which the common
concerns ot the CMEA countries works out in practice is shown by somic]
figures.

The share of industry and construction in the national income increased
in the 1950-72 period from 43.4 to 60.3% in Bulgaria, from 35.1 (o
55.41n Hungary, and from 40.9 10 63% in Poland.

That form of industrial development is further revealed in the structuie
of industrial exports. Finished industrial products as a percentage of
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lolal industrial exports increased, between 1950-73, lrom 3.7% to 53.3
in Bulgaria from 459 to 60.1% in Huogary, from 0.9 to 11.5%
in Mongolia, roughly from 20 to 63% in Poland, from 11.6 o 53.8%
in Romania and from 57.7 to 74 4% in Czechoslovakia.

In that same pertod Lthe overall volume of exports per head ol the pop-
ulation ol the CMEA countries has increased alnost seven-lold.

An associaled fearure of this development of industry in the CMEA countries

is a lowering of the gaps in their respective economic levels which was a heritage
from the past.

In the 1950-70 period, the maximum disparity in per capita production
of national income that exisicd within the CMEA decreased from a ratio of
3. | to .9 . 1; that in per capita industrial output decreased trom
46 : 1 (0 2.7 : 1 and that in per capita agricultural oufput from
2.1 1tot.65:1 :

sacntife-technological development levels have also been brought much
closer together, their maximuonm value in per capita estimation, not exceeding
asatioof 1.5 [ for the European CMEA countries,

Quoting those figures, a recently received publication dealing with CMEA
development observes: ““This makes possible more effective joint utilisation
of the achievements of science and technology.””

The disparity in the levels of production oi national income per head of the
population is currently much smaller between the Europcan CMEA countries
than between the United States and the developed West European countries,
between these and the medium-developed Mediterranean countries and between
the United States and Japan.

That state of affairs makes the CMEA one of the most uniform segments of
the world economy.

Another feature of the CMEA countries indicating their economic strength is
the capacity of their power industry. They are large consuniers of power
but have emerged as prominent exporters of solid, liquid and gaseous
fuel and despite those facts they are not atfected by forms of energy
crisis such as are facing the capitalist countries.

The ““Australian Financial Review’’ of June 16, 1977, reported on increased
cxporls of oil from the USSR 1o the so-called Western countries. The
'R noted the USSR as ‘“..now the world’s leading producer’” of oil
and reported that of the total output of crude oil and refined products of the
USSR in 1976 close to 30% was shipped abroad.

Those facts contradict the recently reported forecast by the Central Intell-
igence Agency of an imminent shortage of encrgy in the USSR.
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A CMEA session held last year considered a report on the creation of a single
perey system formember conntries interested in its ereation,

The CNMITUA crierey sapply ncludes extensive and inercasing use of nuclear fuet

Much o) the activiey of the CMEBA L Dut by no means all of i1, 1s concerned with
the orpamsing and development of reeriprocal foreipn trade amongst the member
countries, Since 1950 such reciprocal trade has accounted for 604,
of CMEATs Toreign trade turnover. By 1990 the volume of reciprocal trade
within the CMBEA 15 expected to increase 5.8 times on a planned mean
annual growth of 910 12%,

That trade i financed through the International Bank of Eeonomic Co
operation (IBEC)Y on the basts of a specially created currency ol ““Translerable
roubles.””  That currency, ¢ven thouph it does not exist in material form,
has o vold content and on that basis can be related o the national
currenctes ol the member countries but of course is not exchangeable.

Both of the CMEA banks i.c. the IBEC and the International Investment
Bank (I11B) carry out operations on behalf of the CMEA outside the CMIEA
area. e volume of TBEC operations carrted out on behall of the
socialist countries in gold and the currencies of capitalist countries more
than doubled between 1971 and 1974,

Both ol those banks are recognised by the leading banks of the capitalist
counirics and they are represented, i one form or another, in the capitalist
countries, including Australia.

A noteworthy feature of the relations between the CMEA member countries
is the ahsence ol ratds on one another’s currencies and the long termy
exisience of stable currency relations. Other features marking the
cconomics of the full member countries are the absence of currency
inflalion, of Budget deficits and of unemployment

The farther development of the CMEA proceeds in accordance with
the objectives of specialisation, co-operation and economic inlegration,

Planned devetopments along these lines proceeds in accordance with the
“Comprehensive Progranmumne ot Socialist Economic Integration’” adopted in 1971,

That Progratome .. delines the sirategy and tactics ol economic co-operation
within the CMUA both in the immediate years ahead and over a 15-20 year
period.” In accordance with that Program the CMTIZA countrics are constantly
seeking ways and mceans of extending mutually beneflicial economic co-
operation wilh the capitalist countries.

For that purpose the CMEA Council, immediately following the Helsinki
Conference on Luropean Security, and tn accordance with ihe terms of the
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Final Act of that Conference, submitted to the appropriate body of the
European Economic Community (EEC) specific proposals for extensive
co-operation in Europe.

The reply of the EEC was not quite in the same spirit but the
CMEA countries are maintaining their efforts.

As the publication we have already referred to puts it: *‘The activities of the

CMEA indicate that in carrying out their integration policy the countries of the
socialist community at the same time are working for a peaceful and
constructive future for Europe and pursuing, in effect, the twin tasks of
(1) extending international socialist division of labour and (2) consolidating
the position of CMEA countries in the system of world economic relations.”

Those objectives are assisted by the processes.of detente and the best interests
of the people of Australia are similarly served.

Publications avallable: “‘CMEA and Eurcpesn Economic Co-operation’ by Y. Shirayev
and A. Sokelov published by Novosil Preas Agency Publishing House Moscow, 1976.

CMEA Today: ‘‘From Economic Co-operatlon to Economic Integration’’ by Ninel Bautina
published by Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1978,
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© Labor hav an deal, It realises that there never can be social justice
under a caputalistic systent of production, distribution and exchange " W.G. Speuce,
Ausiralin’s Awakening, Syduey, 1909.

Labor and the Socialist
Alternative

by W.J. BROWN

There is no alternative (o the recurring economic crises that repeatedly
rack capitalism and plunge millions into mass unemployment and misery
except the Socialist Alternative,

This fact of lile needs 10 be raised with renewed and sustained emphasis
today in the midst of what the recent National Conference of the Australian
Labor Party in Perth correctly termed the worsi crisis to strike the capitalist
world since the Great Depression of the *30s.

Today all sorts of ‘“‘reasons,”” ‘‘explanations’ and ‘‘palliatives’” are being
put forward by big business spokesmen, economic research ‘‘experts,”’
cerlain university professors and various capital-serving politicians.

But how much s heard — even from the Left of the labor movement
— in fundamental and popular exposilion of (he basic causes and cures
of capitalism’s recurring malaise as set out quite specifically in the works
of Marx, Engels and Lenin?

The time is overdue 1o do much more throughout the labor movement
and the Australian community at large to bring to the [ore the too often
unspoken subject ol the Socialist Alternative.

Whalt is needed is (he launching of a sustained campaign to popularise
the basic, scientifically-established truths on just what is happening to the
capitalist system; why it is happening, what has been done about it with
such remarkable success in total elimination of economic crisis and unemploy-
ment in existant Socialist countries and what needs to be done about it
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in our own national conditions of Australia?

Developments at the recent National Conference of the Labor Party in
Perth showed thal it’s more than time that the basic causes and cures
of recurring capitalist economic crises became an issue of serious dialogue
in the Australian labor movement.

The Tundamentals of capitalism’s cyclical crises were specifically and com-
prehensively set out hy Marx and Engels in the middie of the 19th
century and creatively developed in the period of imperialism by Lenin
i the tarn into the twentieth century.

Yet, outside of left circles the basic works ol Marxist-1 eninist scicnee
clearly setting out both the cause for and solution of capitalism’s recurring
conomic crists are seldom even mentioned.

Silence of the capitalist class and their “‘experts’ in political economy
is understandable. But the question arises — what can be done (o break
the lack of discussion and action around the Socialist Alternative in trade
union and labor movement circles?

Take the Australian Labor Party’s National Conference in Perth in July.
l'ucked away in one report of the Conference was a small item indicating
the Conference retained paper reference to Labor’s stand for socialism,

Yel the debate at Conference was marked by a heavy retreat [rom even
important social reform goals let alone the shightest hint that Labor did,
i fact, recognise that the basic cause for the economic crisis was to be
found in the insoluble contradictions of capitalism and that the basic
cause could only be achieved by advance 1o Socialism — Labor’s own ultimate
objective.

Here 1 make no mindless suggestion that the Labor Party (or for that
matter we of the SPA) should put forward any ‘‘instant Socialist Australia”
alternative. While Mr. Whitlam was Prime Minister, the SPA put forward
concrete proposals for a realistic, immediate interim program to mitigate
the instability of Ausiralia’s capitalist economy. The program included
a comprehepsive plan for extended public works and a project for government
assistance Lo non-monopoly business sectors as measures to provide work for
the uncemployed.

Haowever, the ALP’s conference, while marked by strong condemnations
ol the current crisis as “‘world economic stagnation’” and the ‘‘worst
uncmploynient since the Depression’ and calls for “‘an end to the Fraser-
Lyneh recession’ advanced .no serious progrgm as to how the crisis
was lo be lackled. A~ general note struck was that Labor, it it was
to regain national government, needed to abandon any serious program of
cextending the public sector, postpone social reforms and concentrate on
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efforts to try and make the privale ealerprise scector work better in order
to overcome inflation, provide jobs and solve the econoniic crisis.

Here the two-class character of the Australian Labor Party was clearly
in evidence., On the one hand the Perth conference put forward a number
ot positive decisions in the interests of the Australian working people and
on the other came out for a policy of propping up and perpetuating
capitalism — the very system responsible for imposing recurrent econormic

rises and all its consequences on workers, farmers and all othier sections
of the working community.

A 1w

on all 1ty dec

SPA policy will be to work in unity with the ALP
sions which serve the people’s interests.  Among Labor policy
points the SPA will work In unity around Labor’s decision for indelinil
suspension of the mining and export of uranium, bringing to the fore
SPA policy to remove all aspecis of uranium from monopoly exploitation
and place it under democratic public management. But the central issue
remains — what is ¢ ne done about the economic crisis.

Criticisrn must be made of Labor’s line of moving away even from
its own program of basic social reforms to more clearly show themselves
as a Party concerned with ‘““making the system work better.”” A clear
majority of delcgates al Perth considered that this offers the best path back
to political power. But Labor has been through this all before. How many
(imes has capitalism got (o plunge Australian capitalism (and the world) into
economic crisis betore the lLabor farty — or, at least, substantial sections
of it come oul and openly say what any intelligent, objective person
should know.

Capitalisin will continue to inflict recurrent economic crises on the people
as long as il exists as a system.

Even supposing Labor’s attempt to present itself at the next elections
as a better Governmen! for capilalism than the Liberal-Country Party
does result in Labor’s return to power — what then?

The Labor Party, like all sections of the Australian community (yes,
even the capitalist class) need to face the inescapable facts on capitalism’s
chronically unstable economy.

The economic crises that repeatedly break out under capitalism are
inevitable because of the fundamental contradiction of capitalism — social
production of goods and services by the great mass of the people and
private approprition for private wealth by relatively small groups of individuals.
Private enterprise caused the crisis. Assisting private enterprise to endure
can only compound this system of recurrent instability.

Mr. Whitlam and other Labor leaders spoke at Perth with commmendable




“vigour in condemning Mr. Fraser. They charged Fraser with ‘deliberatcly
depressing’ Australia’s economy.

Fraser is indeed a particularly arrogant, deeply class biassed representative
of wealth and privilege. He is certainly setting out with deliberation
to make Australian working people, small businessmen and small farmers
pay for private enterprises economic crisis. But Australia’s current econoniic
mess arises not from the will of this or that man, or group of men
— e¢ven whole groups of “‘wicked capitalists.”” It arises from objective
laws which govern capitalism independent of the will of man. If Labor
is to povern the nation it needs to recognise the operation of these
objective laws and the inescapable fact that they will operate just as
inexorably under Labor as well as under Liberal-Country Party Government.

These are laws which lie at the base of unemployment, poverty, inflation
and general insecurity under capitalism. While they are the laws which
lie at the base of capitalism’s economic instability paradoxically they are
among the most unspoken subjects of our unstable times.

What are these objective laws?
1.et us restate some of them.

Production of surplus value is the basic economic law of capitalism.
Marx specified this in ‘“‘Capital,” (Kerr edition, Vol 1, p.678) when he
wrote:  “‘Production of surplus value is the absolute law of this mode
of production.”

The essential feature of this law is that surplus-value is that part of
the value created by workers in their daily labour which is retained by
employers as their private, personal profit.

Part of this surplus value extracted from the worker is added by
capitalists to the original capital thereby leading to expansion or accumulation
of capital. Lenin described this build-up of capital as ‘‘transformation
of a part of surplus value into capital not for satisfying the personal
needs and whims of the capitalists but for new production.”””

Defining the law of capitalist accumulation, Marx wrote: ‘‘The greater
the social wealth, the functioning capital, the extent and energy of its
growth, and therefore also the absolute mass of the proletariat and the
productiveness of its labor, the greater is the industrial reserve army
the relative mass of the industrial reserve army increases therefore with the
potential emergy of wealth. But the greater this reserve army in proportion
to thc active labor army, the greater is the mass_of consolidated surplus-

population whose misery fs in inverse ratia to its torment of lal?or.

This is the absolute, general law of capitalist accumulation.”” (Capital,
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After setting outl the whole process of objective laws governing capitalism,
Marx pointed out that “‘the ultimate cause of all real crises is the poverty
and restricted consumption of the masses as compared with the tendency
of capitalist production to develop the productive forces in such a way
that only the absolute consuming power of society would be their limit.”’

The foregoing represents of course, only bare extracts from the wealth
of data and analysis made by Marx, Engels and Lenin and subsequently
developed by numerous modern adherents of Marxist-Leninist scientific
approach to political economy.

It is set out in the hope (hat it may help stir as many as possible
to read and study more of Marxist-Leninist science for themselves in relation
(o the current economic crisis.

The fact the people of the capitalist world today need to face
is that this crisis now gnpping the world, creating mass uvnemployment
and mass misery among millions has been and will always be a repetitive
process while capitalism lasts. Analysis shows that before World War 1,
economic crises occurred about every 10-12 years. Between the world wars
there were actually three economic crises not just the Great Depression
('29-'33).  These crises occurred in 1920-21, 1929-33 and in 1937-38.

While there were a number of recessions since World War 11, the
fact that no major sustained crisis occurred in the capitalist world
up uniil now was aitributable to various factors. These only postponed
bur did not cancel the operation of the objective laws of capitalism
which inexorably lead to a renewed major breakdown.

(It is not the purpose of this article {o provide a comprehensive explanation of this period.
Briefly, factors deferring a major post World War 11 crisis Included the vast amount
of restorative and replacement work after the War and subsequent development of a huge
arms indusiry. While the arms race continues today it has turmed into an mggravation
ralher tham a so-called “‘cushion” of economic crisls. Other factors included relative
and absolute increase of imperialisi exploitation through remaining and abselute increase of
imperialist exploitation through remaining imperial holdings and through neo-colonialism side
by side with the fact (hat even in so-called ‘“‘boom’ or “‘affluent” (imes, millions in
capitalist countries were condemned to chronic unemployment and mass poverty).

Marx and Engels in the Communist Manifesto (published 1848) were
then drawing attention to the facl that economic crises were already
an obvious repetitive process of capitalism. -

“Commercial crises by their periodical return put the existence of the
entire bourgeois society on trial...”” they wrote.

Over 100 years since that was written the placing of capitalism on trial

is needed more than ever.
{

The complacent, attitudes of the Australian labor movement to the basics of
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tne struggle between capital and labor need to be more consistently
combatted.

Popularising of vevolutionary ideas are no substitution 101 revoluaouary
action, of course, but development of serious dialogue and the widest
possible popular discussion and advocacy of socialist ideas in a ‘‘Socialist
Alternative’” campaign can play an important, action-stimulating role.

To enumerate some things which might be done:
* Hold broad discussion groups between SPA members and all interested Labor Party
members together with other genuinely Interested forces including people of no particular party.

* Develop 8 forum in AMR pages and in trade unlon and labor movement journals
raising the Socialist AHernative.

¢ The SPA (o consider stickers, posters, leaflets and pamphlets on the “‘Socialist Allernaiive”
theme.

* Popularise the successes of existing socialist countries including periodical fact-finding
delegations from a cross section of labor movement forces, particularly with broad content
of Labor Purly representatives. These to be on a more serious economic study basis.

* Encourage of the Young Socialist League to take up their own forms of popular exposition
of the "*Socialist Alternative'’ (recognising Lenin's comment on how the younger generation
can effectively bring Socialist understanding to thelr contemporaries in their own way).

tronically, study of Australian history shows that discussion of the “‘Socialist
Alternative”” was a more lively process in Australian unions and the labor
movement generally in the '80s and ’90s of the last century. True,
it tended to be based on Utopian Socialist concepts. Yet it was vigorous
as well as visionary in expression, Then literature on scientific socialism
was scant. Today, the works of Marx, Engels, Lenin and modern
Marxist-Leninist writings are readily available. A qualitatively new situation
is the existence of a world Socialist system where, at various levels,
Socialist countries are functioning free of unemployment and economic crises.

The challenge is plain. It’s time to make the ‘‘Socialist Alternative”’
to capitalism and how it could be worked for and achieved in Australian
conditions a living issue for study, discussion and active policy consideration
in the Australian labor movement.

Note to contributors:
Acknowledgement and thanks to R. Clarke, G. Burns and B. Bunting.
All contributions accepted. Ed.
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