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The Fraser
Years

by Alec Kahn

5 Australian trade unionists

brace themselves for another

three years of Liberal Govern-

ment. it is worth looking back
over the industrial scene during the last
five years of Malcolm Fraser's reign.
After all, it is generally agreed on the
Australian left that Fraser was brought
to power by the Auvstralian ruling class
with the speeific purpose of cu
and living standards, and taming the
unions, after the wage explosion of 1973~
74,

When Fraser ascended 1o power., the
forebodings of doom on the lelt were
universal, “Plans to smash the unions™

- “lLegislation to jail officials and
outlaw picketing” . . . “A police foree 1o
ban strikes™ . . . These were some of the
grim predictions we made at the time in
The Batifer, and we were by no means
alone on the left in our pessimism. Such
predictions were entirely justified when
considered in the light of stated Liberal
policies in 1975, But. unlike Margaret
Thatcher in Britian, Malcolm Fraser's
actions have not quite matched his early
rhetorie. To what extent, then, has Fraser
suceeded 1n his mission for the million-
aires?

To what extent has the Australian
warking class blunted his onslaught? And

Alec Kahn was Editor of The Baftfer 1978-80
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what new developments ?"" opporiuni-
ties arc opening up onthe industrial frant
for the revolunanary fefl? The aim ofthis
artick is to review the industrial struggle
of the last five vears in an aiempt to
answer these guestions

Prelude: 1969-74,
The Confident
Years

In arder ta fully understand the strugele
of the last five years. il is necessary first
10 explan some of the main features of
the immediately preceding period. After
the long, dark trough of the Cold War
period, the years [968-69 were a time of
upsurge in the cliss st ruggle throughout
the western world, Australia was no
exceplion. The tempo of sndustrial
strugele started Lo pick up in \%H‘, and in
1969 a development occurred which was
onc of the most significant in the
country’s industrial history,

The penal powers, the anti-strike laws
which had been in force since 1904, and
whieh had imposed erippling fines on
union action right through the filties and
sixties, were smashed by a gencral strike
of hall a million workers. The impact on
the level of indusirial struggle was
spectacular and immediate, During the
five years 1964-68. the average time lost
due to strikes was B4EEIE working days
per annum. After the victory over the
penal powers, the [igure almast trebled o
2.393.700 working days lost in 1970, and
it climbed even higher in 1971 (sec Table
1). Warkers had not only won the “right
Ao strike” they had also gained the
confidence to use

I'his new conlidence was both rellected
inand reinforeed by developments on the
politigal front. Australian unions hawve a
Tung tradition ol mvalvement in pohitical
campaigns. a tradiwon which includes,
for example, both the maritime ban on
pig iron bound for Jupan. after the
dupanese invasion of Manchuria in 1935,
and the bans on Duich arms shipments
during the Indonesian independence
struggle. During the Cold War, however,
the labour movement's teeth were drawn
by the emergence of Cold Warriors
within its own ranks  the infamous
Giroupers.

e fate sixties and early seventics saw
Grouper influence finally on the wane,
and a1 the same time rank and file
warkers began 10 reassert their political
musele. Thousands of unionists beeame
B__BI\M i the siruggle against conseription
and the Vietnam War, and the AcTu
also plaved a prominent role in the 1971
vielory over South African sporting

he six years between 1968 and
ve of disputes over equal
In New South Wales. the
n opened

taurs, 11
1974 saw a wa
ay [or wamen.
Eu’ildcn [abourers Fedurat 0
upawhole new arca of upion intervention
with their now-famous “green-hans
And the advent of Rabert James Lee
Hawke to the ACTU presidency, Wi h im
brash, apgressive style and his grandiose
scaunt stores all

plans for umion-run diy !
over the country. might 1_1;|\c heen a
dubious blessing, but it ce ninly
epitomised the new asseriivencss of the
Australian working class.

To cap itall off. the Labor Party won
power in 1972, This paved the way for
come notable gains; big, pace-setling
wage rises throughout the public servic
Jegslation providing lor equal pay for
women (provided the work was of “equal
valug®), and the introduction of a 363
hour week for most government
industries, The last sunny rays of the
post-war hoam still warmed the economy.
and the umons were making hay whilst
they could

But from 1973, the storm elouds began
(o gather. Post-Viernam inflation became
« major problem in the world cconomy
and its effects were felt here in Australia.
The Labor Government tried to hold
buck the mounting wage push with a
referendum, in December 1973, 10 give it
wage and price lixing powers, The unions
broke from Labor to def
referendum, and the following §
drive [or wage increases unprecedented in
Australian industrial history, A record 6
million working days were lost as union
after union followed the militant lead of
the metal workers in winning a $30 wage
increase.

the

Clarie O'Shea in police custody

As the economy dived into e

ruling elass hostility to Labor mou,
the point of apoplexy. The
profits in Gnp
traditional 13-15 per cent to under 10 per
cent. The ruling class response way
massive ideological offensive angd
virulent anti-Labor press
around the “dole bludgers”, “wag
tion”, “lraqi loans™, and “jobs for
boys" themes.

Whitlam again tricd 1o stem the wag
tide in mid-1975 with a desperate ney
scheme of class collaboration w
indexation. Aimed initially at the 1975
Metal Trades Campaign (which, i
successfu

a
npaign, buil
nfla

could have triggered a new
rush of wage increases such as
gceurred 0 1974}, wape indexatio
played off the weakly nised and right
wing unions against the militant lefi-wing
unions, by offering all an equ

tion every three months
¢ rises. in return for class peace. The
intention was o unite the employers, the
Arbitration Commission, and the right
wing unions (for exa

the lron
workers, on whose co-operation the
Metal Trades Campaign depended) in an
unholy allian sirikes,
whilst gradually introducing loop-he
to reduce the 30 shekels of silver paid
each guarter to 29, then 28, and so on
It was that was to work
brilliantly. Within a few months, even
that lion of the left, Laurie €
was persuading oil workers 1o dre
wage action because ol indexat
unfortunately for Labor, the indexatior
scheme couldn’t produce the quick
brutal results the employers require
Noyember 1975, Governor-Gene

an ides
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retrenched Gough Whitlam, Malcolm
Fraser parked his Ducati in the Lodge
and the stage was set for all-out war, O

S0 1t seemed

The Medibank
Defeat

U der the first five years of the Liberals
a curious rhythm was to emerge in the
class struggle: not the the cataclysm that
was first anticipated. but rather an on-
going tension, with major eruptions
occuring regularly about every 12
months

Struggles by individual shops and
indusiries were 1o continue at much the
same level as in the early seventies, but
with an added political edge. Every wage
claim now invalved adirect assault on the
wage indexation “guidclines™, cvery
industry that went out now took on the
Government as well the employers,
And in the latter half of each vear from
1975 through to 1979, the pathering
tension exploded into a major showdown

in November 1975 the Kerr Coup. in
July | the Medibank General Strike
in Scptember 1977 the Latrobe Valley
strike, in August 1978 the Horror Budget
upsur and in June 1979 the Western
Australian Police Aer General Strike.

Each of these showdowns ultimately
ended in defeat for the working class, due
largely to the ‘compromises’ designed hy
Hawke, the actu, and key sectors of the
union bureaucracy. But these struggles
had another, more positive side. Each
time, the rank and file was sent home with
the feeling that it hadn't yet really tesied
the Fraser Government. So rather than
inflict a decisive defeat on the unions, the
warst the Liberals were able 1o do was to
drive the ranks back to the struggle on the
fuctory floor. Until the next opportunity
for revolt.

Let us now examinc a little more

closely each pulse in this rhiyithm of

last five years. and in particulas

shifting balance of for
Despite his landslide election vietory in
December 1975, Malcolm Fraser hardly

had a carte blanche in commencing his
drive against the working class in 1976
The Governm
three fronts: wag

uld attuck on any of

ation. s

ing. and indusirial

Arhitration

wom form
on two out of the three

Commission was stll battling to rein in
les and establish the authority

pay strug

of indexation. and itcould now, therefore
be used openly to cut real wages

As lor industrial gislation.  the
the historic defeat ol 1964
still haunted the nightmares of T
class. To enac
reviving the penal powers, abolishing

memories ol
ruli

the Liberal policies o

compulsory unionism. setting up an

“industrial police force”, and placin;
union elections under government
control. might well prove more bl
than it would be worth. In particular, a

revival of the penal powers would

inevitably involve jailing a union official.
with the probable consequence of a
massive, retaliatory general stoike, as

soon as some union decided to follow
Clarrie OShea'’s example in relusing (o
pay penal fines. In addition. Hawke's
success in preventinga general strikealter
November 11 only meant that hundreds
nists were still
spoiling tor a fight in carly 1976

ol thousands of un

So Fraser advanced on the only two
paths that were open to him. In early
1976., he tried 1o introduce the least
offensive of his industrial proposals. that
for government-controlled  ballots in
union elections. Hawke had little
difficulty in achieving a suitable
the ballots went postal,
but remained under union control. But
much more importantly, Fraser also set
about attacking the social services that

“compromise”

Frascr made wl
take. Ins
weaker

rganised proups, such as pensi
ind students, his G
t for Medibank, thi
¢ Whitlam years. No dc
he was anxious both to pay his debis to
the medical profession and to dramalt
Iy reduce the budget deficit. But it was
1ssuc on which uniomsts could
rally against him with massive public
support

And r

Aborigine

wenl sira
reform of tf

c

they did. The W
Hall Council called a
the state’s shop stewards, at
which Ken Stone and John Halfpenny
spokespeaple

clorian

mass
mecl

respectively for i
and the left of the Couneil, tried to se
them a token 4-hour protest ppage
The stewards demanded more — a 24-
hour stoppage, and ongoing national
action. When the i arrogantly refused
to accept this call, and continued with its
original d4-hour protest, rank and file
outrage was such that the left officials
were forced to break from their united
front with the right, and throw their own
weight behind the 24-hour motion, These
developments, and a similar planned
stoppage in Wollongong, forced the
ACTU Lo take a stan

A Special Union
205-7 {with only a few Groupers
opposing) to hold the coumtry’s [irst
official general strike for 24 hours,
on Monday 12 July, 1976 It was a
massive victory for the rank and file that
the strike ever took place. Bul the
officials’ overriding aim was 1o re-
establish control over the upsurge. Even
before the strike day, Hawke entered inta
a guibble with Fraser over whether the
Liberals' proposed levy for Medibank
should be ol the
“only™
General Strike itsell as linle mare than a
public holiday: it was held on a Monday

m

Conference voted




‘p"snbyhm!dmgwmkcn.- were al|
wn over the next 12 months, O,
o e, the most powerful sections of the
ng class challenged i
d themselves running
So tight was the discipline of (he
tration Commission, that the Fy))
even took to repealing
ns of its softer members, as
Commissioner Walker's award of
rise 1o Victorian public transporg
Is.

rim turn in the wage strugglc had
immediate effects. Firstly, 1he
umber of wage disputes dropped
amatically, from over 800a year for 1he
alfof the decade, to 476in 1976, and
in 1977. The number of strke days
977 was in fact the lowest for (he
e (sec Table 1). Workers realised
at in order Lo win a pay risc, they had 1o
y out for several weeks, not just a few
asin the boom times. And even then
might go back empty-handed
- Secondly. managements became much
confident about launching counter-
tlabk! on their employees. The number
i disputes over management policy
nchments, victimisations, speed-
cete ) reached a new high in 1975 and
e (see Table I1), in contrast to ihe
dramatic fall in wage actions. In parti-
. numerous militant shop stewards
found themselves battling to save the
«own jobs. And savage losses wereinflicied
on shipyard workers in Newcastle and
* Whyalla, and later Chrysler carworkers
delaide, as their industries ran dowr
‘and “rationalised”.
Thirdly, we began to hear the most
unuﬁprﬂpnsalsyw:l fora wage freeze. In
mber 1976, Bob Hawke proposed o
freeze in return for tax cuts
'S eansistent position up 10 that
been for wage “restraini” as a
e-0ff for tax cuts (although Hawke
‘seemed to specily preciscly which
il government spending were 10 bo
ged to finance the tax cuts). This
ficant step backward
. After a gencral owtcry
unions, Hawke's proposal was
pudiated by the rest of the
{ uuve But it encouraged Fraser
torian premier, Dick Hamer, Lo
plan for a wage, price freezc only
anths later.® Like Hawke's idea,
raser/Hamer proposal never b
rious chance of acceptance — the
d not been brought that low
heless, it was a sign of the ruling
ing self-confidence that such
now being openly touted in
Ils of power.
10 these major inroads intd
iberals also moved on Lo 11¢
of their industrial legislt
21977, they established thelr
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much talked about “industrial police
foree”, the Industrial Relations Bureau
(1mp), with a charter of protecting scabs
and cracking closed shops. Again, Hawke
defused opposition to the move, by
accepting the legislation onee a few minor
changes had been written into it.

The culmination of this period of
defeat came with the monumental
Latrobe Valley power strike of August-
Octoher 1977 After the repeated assaults
on wage indexation by some of the most
powerful battalions in the working class,
came this climactic strike, a strike that
shut down half of industry in Victoria,
one of the country’s two main manu-
facturing states. It was a heroic, |1-weck
attempt to smash through the “guide-
lines”, and its significance was not lost on
the rest of the Australian working class.
Despite massive stand-downs, donations
to the power workers' strike fund poured
in from around Victoria and the rest of
the country. Victorian premier Hamer
was forced to pull back from the use of
emergency legislation and strike-
breakers, in the face of the almost certain
prospect that the rest of the state (and
possibly the country) would come out in
the power workers” defence.

In the end, only the abject cowardiee of
Hawke and “left militant™ John
Halfpenny {who had been urging the
shop steward leadership to surrcnder
from the seventh week of the strike) got
Hamer off the hook. Running the line
that support from other unionists would
be withdrawn as stand-downs widened,
leaving the strikers ultimately isolated
and liable to be smashed, they finally
persuaded the shop stewards to drop the
struggle and aceept arbitration.

The results would have been farcical,
had they not been so tragic. Workers who
had lost $2.000 in wages received insulting
$2 and $3 increascs. The effect was justas
shallermg on the rest of the working class
in Victoria, The number of stnke days in
the state, usually almost equal with Nsw,
dropped to less than half the nsw level in
1978 (see Table 111), a sign of massive
demaoralisation after the Latrobe Valley
failure,

The key weakness in the Latrobe
Valleystruggle, the weakness thatallowed
Hawke and Halfpenny 1o spread
pessimism amongst the strikers, was
ironically the workers' isolation from
rank and file militants in other unions.
For, whilst much support flooded in
almost spontaneously, the strikers did
little to go out and win further solidarity
for their struggle. Rather, the vast
majority of the shop steward leadership
spent most of the ume of the dispte
listening to the dreary legal wrangling in
the Arbitration Commission. After wecks
of this, they were easy prey to the

prophets of doam.

Significantly, it was the few shop
stewards who did got out to win support
who were the most optimistic about
victory, and whao led opposition to the
sell-out, In fact, when in the 1th week of
the strike two stewards, who had
previously supported a return to work,
were finally dispatched to Newcastle and
‘Wollongong to raise strike funds, they
were so overwhelmed by the support they
received that they immediately tele-
grammed  back urging their fellow
waorkers Lo stay oul.

The Shift to Politics

Thn long period of defeat in the
cconomic struggle, which lasted until
mid-1978, did not however mean a
downturn in the class struggle. Rather, it
meant the appearance once again of a
phenomenon observed many times before
— a shift to working class struggle in the
palitical arena. The General Strike over
Medibank, though unsuccessful, was
followed by a string of other political
campaigns waged by the trade unions.

Even before the Medibank campaign,
the Australian Railways Union had
staged, in May 1976, the world’s first
strike against nuclear development, a
national 24-hour stoppage in defence of
Jim Assenbruck, a Queensland shunting
supervisor who had refused to load
material for uranium processing in line
with union policy. In the next two years,
uranium was to become a major issue for
the Australian working class. The Portof
Melbourne was closed down by mantime
workers after police brutally broke up a
picket against aship carrying yellowcake,
and bans were imposed on nuclear
development. Hundreds of unionists
became active in the anti-nuclear
movement, and rank and file pressure
kept the actu opposed to uranium, at
least verbally, despite furious attempts by
Bob Hawke to abandon this stand.#

In 1976 and 1977, Victorian unions
took on the Hamer State Government
over another environmental issue, the
building of a power station at Newport
which would pollute nearby working
class suburbs, After nearly a ycar of
unsuccessful attempts to get the Vietorian
Trades Hall to hift its ban on the project,
Hamer introduced several hundred scab
labourers on to the site to commence
work under a massive police guard. At
this point, the left officials who had voted
for the ban then either dismissed the
struggle as “unwinnable” (the Communist
Party's largely sel(-fullilling prophecy) or
blithely assured their members that
“they'll never get the skilled labour they
need”. Either way, the mass pickets that

Table 1: Working Days lost due to
Industrial Action,
Australia, 1969-78

Days
Year (000s)
1969 1.958.0
1970 23837
1971 30686
1972 20103
1973 26347
1974 6929.5
1975 3,509.9
1976 3,799.2
1977 1654.8
1978 2,130.8
1979 3,964 4

Source; Australian Bureau of Stalistics,
Indusieial Disputes, 24 Oclaber 1974, 4 March
1977, and 2 Seplember 1980.

Table Il: Number of Disputes
over Wages and Management
Policy, 1971-79

Management
Wage policy
Year disputes  disputes
1971 880 699
1972 881 736
1973 1,038 720
1974 1,152 764
1975 820 836
1976 476 847
1977 461 835
1978 516 858
1979 575 735

Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics,
Industrial Dispules December Quarler 1975
and Year 1875, p.\4; Industrial Dispuios
Dacembar Quarter 1976 and Yaar 1976, p.13;
Indusirial Disputes Ausiralia December
Quartar 1979 and Yaar 1979, p.17-19.

Table I11: Working Days lost due
to Industrial Action, Victoria and
New South Wales, 1974-79

Year Days (000s)
Victoria NSW
1974 2,386.6 26650
1975 12217 1.477.8
1976 1.420.0 1,456.5
1877 586.1 538.2
1978 4681 970.8
1979 1,486.1 1,369.9

Source:  Australian  Bureau Df sm.s:us
Industrial Disputes, 4 March 1
September 1960
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were the only way to stop the scabs were
never organised, and rank and file
unionists were never given the oppor-
wmity to become more than passive
supporters of the campaign.

The single most spectacular example of
politial resistance to the ruling class
offensive was almost certainly that of the
Queensland civil liberties campaign
against the Bjclke-Petersen State
Government's ban on streel marches
Although the initial stages of the
campaign were buili primarily in the
universities, rank and file union militancy
(particularly in the maritime unions)
forced the Trades and Labor Councilinto
an increasing involvement inhe struggle.

The 1Lc Executive co-sponsorcd a
civil liberties rally in December 1977,
andan upsurge of working class militancy
during 1978 forced it to organise a march
for December 7 1978, which atracted
over 4,500 people, and resulted in the
arrest of over 380 marchers, the vast
majority of whom were bluecollar
unionists * Mare recent developments in
ihe campaign are dealt with in detail
elsewhere in this issue of Jarernational
Socialist (sce the article by John Minns
on page 17). But we should note, in
passing, that the Queensland civilliberties
struggle took on a very real national
significance for the labour movement:
even John Ducker, the lerociously right-
wing secretary of the ¥sw Labor Council,
was obliged 1o attend the December 7
murch.

At the national level, the wave of
political struggle against the Liberals
reached its peak after the Horror Budgen
in Auvgust 1978 In all the major cities,
unionists staped spontancous walk-offs
and marches. The Labor Party and the
unions called 10,000 strong rallies in
Sydney and Melbourne, and a break-
away march from the Sydney rally, of
about a thousand workers, broke into the
Stock Exchange and inflicted $6,000
worth of damage on some of the Budget's
major beneficiaries.

A mass meeting of shop stewards in
Melbourne considered action, but despite
a call from the Latrobe Vallcy for a one-
week national general strike, Communist
Party and left union officials managed 1o
contain the meetings 10 a decision for
half-day protest stoppages once a week.
T'his rather novel way of introducing the
35-hour week never came to fruition
however — as the upsurge subsided, the
ACTU was able to bail out with a pathetic
Day of Protest in Canberra, three months
1) after the Budget.

Political struggles against the Liberals
E\ol!lmucn inte 1979 with the General
Strike against the wa Police Act, and
even into 1980, with the bans against oil
drilling on land owned by blacks at
Noonkanbah. But the 1979 Police Act

inst the arrest oflunionists for‘
holding meetings in public. w.a;_h\::i;‘
much o tame re-run of the Medi 4
fiasco. The AcTu had learned its lcssunIk

1976, and ealled a 24-hour national slrl”c
__ sufficient to head off the !-an!t “df ile
UpSUTEE, but certainly not to inflict d‘c m::
the Western Australian State
G“R;T:i:lm were no mllics._ nor even
the wild card of shap stewards’ mectings
this time. The acTU exemp!ccll AUMErous
wecsential services” from striking and not
surprisingly the right-wing umi ns felt
free to scab. As a result, less than one
million unionists took part in the 24-hour
stoppage, compared with over 14 million

strike, agai

on

in the Medibank Gencral Strike."

Perhaps the most remarkable feature
of this wave of trade union political
struggle was its occurrence at precisely a
a time when the Labor Party, the
traditional conduit for workers’ political
dissatisfaction, was at its lowest ebb in
years. Crushed in successive cleclions in
1975 and 1977, Labor virtually dis-
appeared as a force of opposition between
December 1975 and November 1980,
Many on the left expected these electoral
defeats to result in widespread demoralis-
ation in the workingclass. It is instructive
to observe the way in which, instead,
warkers regrouped around the unions to
organise the political defence of their
class. Even bourgeois commentators
could riot help but raisc their eyebrows at
the way in which the unions had “taken
over” from the ALP as the “real force of
opposition”.

Sadly, none of these struggles was able
to halt the Liberal tide. Moscow-line
maritime union officials had the uranium
bans lifted on the wharves in Sydney
(after all, Russia needs uranium}, and
once this had happened, the Melbourne
bans became irrelevant. Hamer's scab

Ouiside the Sydney Stock Exchange — afier the 1975 Horror A

operation at Newport proved a hum iy,
ing success, the 1978 Budget went (f 3
undented, and even the 1970 ¢
Strike only achieved
draw — despite obvious discomfipy,
within the ruling class (large sections of
the capitalist press objecied 10 q)
behaviour of the Court Governmenyj
wa ban on public meetings was |ify,
union meetings afone. The Que
civil liberties campaign did force a pajy
retreat upon the Biclke: rsen Goverg
ment, but it proved much less thar
victory. After the d

dishono

Picking off the
Scabs

Allhr.)ugh the Liberals hadn't realisec
at the time, their introduction
Industrial Relations Bureau in mid
had in fact opened up a Pandora’s Bo
industrial uncertainties. During the
year or 5o, a procession of right-wir
would-be heroes came crawling out, ¢
hoping to bring down the instit
compulsory unionism and the
shop. The parade of scabs |
Krutulis, Noel Latham, Frank Kane and
Barbara Biggs were the most promin
— became so monotonous that
unionists suspected it was alla co
by the Liberals

But it is hardly likely that the Libera
would have picked stooges as cas!
diseredited as Krutulis (a member
nuity, extreme right-wing W
Party), Biggs (deported from Japan ¢
dope conviction), Latham (hated by
workmates), or Kane (twice saved by
union when sacked for drunkenncss)
far more likely explanation is that !
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atmosphere the Lil s had er
the e and their anti-u
simply
me out one by ane

Whatever the motive, it set the sce
for a string of notable victorics that not

ated with
n propaganda
¢ glory-seekers Lo

ncouraged the

only scnt the scabs packing, but also
reduced the ks to an ineffectual paper
tiger, Inthe Kane case, the one case where
the e actuall d up the
courage to prosecute on b [ ol o seab,
a  five-week  strike by Melbourne's
municipal maintenance workers totally
halted garbage collections, and reduecd
the eity to such a stinking mess that not
only did the courts rc
Kane and th
employers dlso
hefty pay 1

SUmmon;

s¢ (o back up
1. but his City Council
nded up handing over a
the strikers,

This string of victories was so d
that. to the time of writing. it has
halted the Liberals’ march 1
reintroduction of the penal 1
almost as importantly, it
unianists. particula
marale had fallen most. that they could
still go ot on strike and win if they
remained solid

During the last hall of 1978, two other
victories, hoth autside the mainstr
I struggle. helped 1o restore
working class self~confidence. The first, a
long strike by 2000 of Utah's coal-miners
in Central Q
595 a we

ards the
ers, And

Iy in Victoria where

m of

industri

ensland, won a stunnir

rise. Of e
s attached o the increase, but
nonctheless it n ned a noteworthy
victory. Then, so alter
technicians, the most organised
powertul group amongst the ¢
government sector unions ol
sevenlics, won a major compromisc from
the Government aver the introduction of
new technology, 1t was the hirst real
glimmer of hope in the hattle over
computensation and automation. and it
added to the fecling that the Government
could be beaten

The tide linally turned in November
1978, It turned despite the temporary
sethack ol the defeated Budget pratest
defeat tempered by the fact that
workers expected victory anyway), and
the introduction of six-monthly indexa
tion, which was aecepted by most with
weiry eynicism. The straw that hroke
arbitration’s back was 4 campaign by
~sw oil storemen. and the S8 rise they
received [or "inereased work value™ was

urse, th

CW

1o become the figure that every union
official set their sights on (although, for
understundable reasons, most rank and
filers were interested in something a ot
higher).

Why did this crick open up in the
previously impregnable wall of wage
indexation? To a large exient. the
Arhitration Commissian had “crueled its

Noel Lathary

own pitch” hy resorting to six-manthly
indexation. The employers may well have
made an immediate saving of three
Tour dollars a week on wages through the
langer delay, but its ultim:
dramatically to weaken the disciplinary
power of the indexation system. The

o

e elfect was

ACTU now only had an excuse twice a year

1o tell strikers, " Go back to work or you'll

jeopardise the cri rise for everyone.™
In any case, the surge was now on

Afier the quicscence of 1978 on the wages
front, unionists were ready for battle

n. The reeession Had cased, man.
1L attacks dropped back, and in 19

nd high
ble ). The

strike figures soared to the seee
level of the decade (see T
Arhitration Commission wa

retreat, and it quickly became apparent

e

that the judges had agreed to hold the line
al SX.

Eight dollar rises for “increased work

value™ were awarded in strugg

s as
diverse as a Pilbara log of claims dispute

a demand by journalists for a Vb1

coa workers
ck. When
lim Staples hroke
n Court discipline by awarding
wool storemen the unheard-of sum of
$16, hc was publicly tarred and
feathered by his fellow judsge

Bench dr:

as the Full
d the figure bhack to the
mit. The irony of the situation
was that, cighteen months after the
Latrobe ¥ d

wri

lley workers

hole

The Upswing
Continues

Thu upswing in industnial struggle
continued inta 1980, A resounding victory
came when Victorian State Govern-
ment tried to bring down highly

restrictive amendments to the waorkers
compensation laws. The most important
of these would have required employees
to prove that their jobs had “substanti-
ally™ contribu to any injury before any
compensation could be awarded
Previously, employees merely had to

prove that their jobs had made some such
contrbution

Hamer'’s atl:
coneeived exercise. In th
bwilding unions in Nsw and
were already involved in a very militant
and successful campaign of snap
occupations of insurance offices, in
protest against existing inadequacies in
the compensation system. And rather
than “divide and conquer”, as did wage
indexation by buying off the right-wing
unions, Hamer's legislation did exactly
the opposite. It penalised right and left-
wing unions alike right-wing
officials were esp )
the proposed amendments struck right at
the heart of their entire “service club”
approach of building umion empires
based on credit co-0peralives, cOMpensi-
tion cases, and the like

So, for once, we witnessed what could
be achieved il only the union officials

rkahly ill
first place, the
Vietoria

ck was a
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ild act 10 lead a struggle.
IMW%MWMIWE@“]
i strikes, involving
::ynﬁmdiu?hlzlmlﬁm bmu:hl H;T;:
i i tter of weeks, an
mMWIMIme. The
cort of militant lead that could have
‘stopped Fraserin 1975, and turned back
his numerous subseqent attacks, finally
— bt only in response to &
threat to the officials’ own immediate
ml;rn::‘lhe national point of view, an
even more imporiant development was
the launching in earnest of the 35-hour
week campaign by the metal unions.
Weak-kneed leadership from the I_:I'l
officials in the amwsu, combined with
wrelched scabbing from Laune Short
and the right-wing F1A, ensured that the
campaign never got beyond monthly -
hour stoppages. except in a few shaps.
But the political content of the campaign
remained significant, since 1t marked the
most radical response yet from the unions
to the problem of mass uncmployment.
But more of this shortly.

The Bureaucracy
Moves Right

W in the ¢bb and fow of the indust-
rialstruggle of the last few years, there has
been one consistent trend. that of the shift
to the right by the union bureaucracy,
under the impact of the recession. The
easy gains of the late boom years, when
the troops could be brandished like toy
arnies (and, if necessary, called out for a
couple of days) are no longer available.
Dhuring the last five years, waging a strike
has meant going out for several weeks,
and many of the erstwhile “militants” in
the bureaucracy have pulled their heads
in rather than propose the sort of action
needed to win. This retreat has been
reflected in both the industrial
and the explicitly avowed i
individual bureaucrats.

Thus, for example, we have seen John
Hallpenny desert the Communist Party
and head towards the aLr. Norm
Gallagher, having smashed the left inside
the Nsw BLF. now fights the Ironworkers
for the right 1o build the Omega Us spy
base that he once reviled. Amongst the
moderates, Jack Egerton has departed
clutching a knighthood, while Bob
Hawke, who took the AcTn presidency on
the voies of the cemre and ghe left
departed this year hated by those who put
Bim in office and culogised by the nec,
which used to foam at the mouth at the
Very mention of his name,

Furthermore, & number of other

Juck Egerton, Par Clancy, Laurie Carmichael, John Halfpenny, Norr
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figureheads of the left have made their
EXils, leaving no suitable replacements
behind  the; Ted Bull and Clarrie
O'Shea, of the Maoists, are gone, 5o too is
Elliot V. Elliot, of the Socialist Pa y. and
Pfar Clancy's departure cannot be long
postpaned. Only Laurie Carmichael and
Hughic Hamilton remain, leaving the
three fragments of the old Communist
Party with their most tenuous Erip on
bureaucratic power yet.

But the abdication of individual left
bureaucrats is only part of a much more
important trend, a trend most eraphically
illustrated by the demise of the amwsi as
a militant, campaigning union. In 1969,
the aMwsu (or, more accurately, the three
unions which later amalgamated to create
it) played a major role in the “rebel
unions” in Victoria, and helped to lead
the national strike that both threw off the
shackles of the actiand freed O'Shea. In
1974, the them Amwn spearheaded the
historic wage push, and as late as 1975 it
helped to arganise, again independently
of the AcTu, the 4hour general stopp:
in Victoria in protest against the sacking
of the Whitlam Government

But as a result of the recession, on the

one hand, and the decline of the Nec, on

the other, unity with the right, no matter
what the cost, increasingly took
precedence for the left burcaucrats. By
1977, Halfpenny, for example, had lined
up with the right over Newport and the
Medibank stoppage, sold out the Latrobe
Valley workers, and helped to bury two
successive wage claims in the metal
trades. From that point on, amwsu
officials have maintained their left image
mainly by militant posturing on issues
about which they know they will never
have to act.

AMWSU  publications, such as The
People’s Budger and  Australia  Up-
Rooted® have been long on rhetoric
against theinulti-nationals, but decided ly
short on proposals for action. And when
the amwsu officials finally poked their
toes back in the water with the recent 35-
hour week campaign, they just as quickly
pulled them out again when the right-
wing metal unions, led by Laurie Short,
ermined to drop even the token action
ally embarked upon. This time, a
by the amwsu rank and file
stopped the retreat, at least tempaorarily.

‘We have chosen the aMwsu as an
example because itis widely recognised as
one of the country's most militant and
influential left-wing unions, But the same
basic problem applies to the whale le
wing of the union bureaucracy. Faced
with an acTu and a centre-right that has
consistently refused to stand up to the
Liberals, they have had a choice. Either
they could go it alone, as the rebel
unions did in Victoria in the late sixties,

and organisc their own struggle, aiming
to win the rank and file of the cent e right
unions into action alongside them despite
their officials, Or they could cave in to the
ht, and justify their capitulation
in the name of “unity” the unity of the
graveyard. Clearly, they have, in fact
consistently chosen the latter course.

The
Militants

But what of the militans, the rank and
file unionists who are inevitably found in
the shop floor leadership of any strike
that ever erupts? For Marxists, their
morale and consciousness is of para
mount importance, since it is in this thin
layer of the working class that any
revolutionary party in Australia will
begin to be built

In terms of ¢ nised groupings of
militants, broad rank and file groups,
small action groups, and the like, there
have been a couple of major scthacks
during the last flive years. The two most
significant and best-cstablished rank and
file groups of the mid-seventies, those at
Chrysler in Adelaide and in the nsw
Branch of the BLF, have both effectively
ceased to exist, On the other hand, we
have seen the emerg of a national
rank and file metwork in the Federal
Public Service, and rank and file groups
that have led impressive campaigns both
in the Municipal Employees Union and
the Public Service Association in
Victoria. And. as is to be expected, a host

of smaller action groups and reform
groups hav
last five rs, in areas as diverse as
teaching, nursing, postal industry
public transport, the steel industry, and
journalism

he downfall of the Sydney-based
Builders  Labourers  for  Demoeratic
Control, the most recent of a series of
rank and file groups in the Nsw i
epitomised a common weakness in many
such groups, that of clectoralism ® A
rank and file group emer,
NSW BLE after Norm Gallagher's federal
intervention into the state branch 1o
smash the Mundey/Owens/Pringle
leaderhip, perhaps the most demoeeatic

so risen and fallen in the

ed inside the

and miltant union leadership in recent
Australian history

From the outset, the anti-Gallagher
group had widespread support in the
industry. Several major building sites
supported it, and delegates sympathetic
to it led numerous important strike
campaigns on their jobs, which placed in
stark reliel the tamecate |e dership of
Gallagher's men. After a long campaign
lor a democratic ballot in the union, the
BLs for Democratic Control finally went

o the courts Lo secure an election. Their
activists placed all their hopes on winning
the ballot, and when Gallagher's men out-
organised them, they were tharoughly
demaoralised.

Their failure to use the clection to
spread their organisation, and to build
any campaign other than a campaign for
voles, meant that they had nothing left to
fall back upon once they had lost. Within
a few months, the group had effectively

collapsed

15 the paper of the Inter
Sucialists 20 cents
* the best industrial cover-
age on the left — written by
workers in the thick of it
* the arguments and infor-
mation we all need to fight
the lies of the bosses and the
treachery of the union
officials
* a revolutionary analysis of
the world capitalist crisis
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The Maoist-influenced Chrysler rank
and file group met its end through almost
exactly the opposite, ultra-leftist error of
“dual unionism”. Based inside the
Chrysler Tonsley Park factory in
Adelaide, the group had an impressive
organisation on the floor — sometimes
calling their own stopwork meelings —
but failed to stand candidates against the
right-wing officials or shop slel.vn(ds
inside the Vehicle Builders Union itself,
Ineffect, they tried to set up the rank and
file group as an alternative or “dual”
union

The day of reckoning inevitably came:

Chrysler and the veu officials used a mass
lay-off of 700 workers to clean out the
whole rank and file group. Because |_I|e
rank and file group had failed to build
any serious opposition to the officials,
outside Chrysler, and because cven inside
Chrysler their dual union approach had
allowed the officials, although widely
despised, to retain their power and status,
the militants found themselves left high
and dry.

These strategic mistakes were com-
pounded by a major tactical error. When
the sackings were announced, there wasa
near-riol in some sections, as workers
smashed up cars. But the rank and file
group failed to organise an occupation on
the spot, and insicad allowed its
supporters to go home. By the time they
returned after the weekend, the anger had
dissipated, and the company had placed
securily guards and police on the gates,
vetting those who went back in.

The positive side of the balance sheet,
cludes the rise of rank and
file groups in the acoa, the vesa, and the
Victorian Mev. We will, however, defer
discussion of public service unionism for
the moment. In the MEU in Victoria, there
has been a quite remarkable upsurge in
the last twelve months, an upsurge
triggered, initially, when three leading

oup eventually
mﬁ:d’:‘:u:\:ediﬁlﬁ cflf}lcinlufor the
duration of the Waverley dispute. As it
turned out, this ennhlgd the officials to
regain the initiative, whichiin turn madeit
possible for them to sell out the dispute.
At the time of writing, it remains to be
seen whether the rank and file group will
re-establish iis independent organisation,
and whether it will then prove capable of
recapturing the initiative within the

on.

u“We naturally expect rank and file
formations to be in a constant state of
flux. But, looking at the overall picture,
we can clearly sec that Australia has still
barely begun to developa broad spmd of
rank and file militant organisations, let
alone a national rank and file movement
of militants, such as would provide the
best apportunity for building a mass
revolutionary party in the working class.

In the traditional shop-floor strong-
holds of militancy, the recession has also
brought about some quite serious defeats.
The Latrobe Valley, Chrysler, and the
Newcastle and Whyalla shipyards, have
already been mentioned; but there have
also been severe reversals at the Redfern
mail exchange, Pagewood GMH, and the
Tooths Brewery in Sydney. On the other
hand, the increased strength shown in the
Central Queensland coalmines, the Port
Kembla steelmills, amongst the Telecom
technicians and in some white collar areas
balance the scales somewhat,

The outcome of the last five years could
have been a lot of worse: the Australian
working class has not yet undergone any
staggening defeat such as that which
occurred, for example, at British Leyland,
in England.

In fact, the last two years have
witnessed a generally much more
determined attitude towards the running
of disputes on the shop floor, which
stands in marked contrast to the
i of the union

officials outraged the p by
taking a junket to Europe, paid for by a
contractor trying to take over members’
jobs, in order to “investigate” new
F %

Tt

that were actually already in use in
Melbourne itself.

Led by a rebel woman organiser,
militants oecupicd the union office, and
formed a rank and file group which led a
5,000 strong mass meeting in barricading
the officials inside the hall until some of
them  signed ignati

bureaueracy. This is evidenced not just in
the revival in strike figures, and in the
recent emergence of the occupation
tactic, but also, and most imporiantly, in
the renewed emphasis on picket lines in
disputes.

By comparison with the early seventies,
wll'cn workers normally went home and
waited for the employer to collapse,
pickets are now an almost mandatory
Teature of strikes. Moreover, picket lines
themselves are_becoming much more

(which were later annulled in the courts),
The rank and file group then initiated a
Melbournc-wide strike of the wnion
against the introduction of a contract
operation at Waverley City Council, and
led successful mass pickets to close dows

seriously - There is a greater
tendency to picket around the clock, 1o
physically prevent trucks and scabs
getling through, a greater use of the

(85 an organising centre for the
collection of strike funds from other

outer suburban tips.

kplaces, and a greater of
[lm:linmdirpum.mnin.cmaingm:nl'

picket lines has an additional significq e,
for the left; it gives us both an increaseq
OppOFLUNILY (o SUPPOTL Workers'siy
actively, and a point of contact whey
can discuss our ideas with militany

Layoffs — End of the
Paralysis

thn the first effects of the recessior
were felt in Australia in 1974-75, th
consequent layoffs left most unionists
effectively paralysed. The routine answe
ta an employer's attack, that of bans and
strikes, was obviously inadequate whep
the employer sought preciscly (o cut
production. Not surprisingly, the firs
reaction was onc of disorientation
Retrenchments were passively accepted
whilst a Labor Government handed over
massive sums 1o companies such as E7
and APPM in order to persuade them 1o
keep their plants open

Onee the initial shock and inertia had
passed, numerous union leaders turned to
the traditional snake-oil remedy of
protectionism.  The Seamcn's Union
fought for 409 Australian labour on
Utah vessels, the shipbuilding unions {or
Iocal construction of Australian ships
and the meal unions against overseas
slaughter of Australian livestock. The
once-proud AMWSU scraped rock-
bottom when it joined the metal bosses in
& ‘Buy Austrahan’ campaign.'® Needless
1o say, a Government intcnt on
‘rationalising” Australian capitalism
remained distinctly ummpres:

Other unions accepted the inevitability
of retrenchments and, following the
example of the wharfies’ response i«
containerisation, coneentrated their
efforts on securing ‘golden handshakes
for their members, But the wharfies had
achieved their deal before the end of the
boom, in anindustry all set to take a giant
leap forward in productivity. The boom
had naw broken, and in industries facing
rundown, such as the car industry and the
conerete housing industry in Victoria (the
scene of a protracted retrenchment pay
struggle in 1977), the pickings were lean
indeed,

During this entire period, only the
miniscule revolutionary left had
advocated the class struggle responsc (0
sackings: the tactic of occupation, and the
demand for a shorter working week to
create more jobs at the employers
expense. Neither of these were exactly
new ideas. The 35-hour week had beer
ACTU policy since 1931, whilst occupa
tions were a traditional tactic, in the
mining indusiry in particular (the first
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Top: The Sanyo occupation org
Boitom: The Union Carbide picker.

occupation of the current recession was in
fact staged by four goldminers at the Al
goldmine, near Woods Point in rural
Victoria, when it was closed in |
1976). So. given the failures of 19
was fairly inevitable that, as mass unem-
ployment persisted, workers would once
again turn to them

What was surprising was the way in
which the turn came, not at onc of the
traditional bastions of militancy, butin a
1v factory, employing numerous
Country Party volers, in a provincial
town on the Nsw-Victorian border. The
work-in by Sanyo employees at Wodonga
in 1978, which occurred after the third in

anising commitiing meets in the

a scrics of retrenchments at the factory
attracted widespread attention in both
Victoria and w~sw. The work-in itself
resulted in a rather dubious compromise
but it planted in the minds of thousands
of unionists the idea of staying in the
premises and locking out the boss. Unlike
the trail-blazing Ucs work=in in Britain
Sanyo did not, however, inspire scores of
imitators.!! Rather, the leap to straight-
out occupation came almostimmediately,
and in the last eighteen months major
occupations have been staged at Union
Carbide and ami in Melbourne, Act
Pilkington in Geelong, and Cook
Engincering in Ad c

This rediscovery

of the occupation

tactic s of L osignihica
revolutionary alists, and not merely
ise workers are now beginning o

I a measure we have advocated. In

nuch

rst place, an occupation ean

a passive sit-in, playis
wiiiting game with the employers. It

become centre for the

str

s that they
1er),
ure of a factory also implicitly

not only the hosses™ ‘right to

ilso their yve

oeeupitic
temporarily
Of

recession have
ol militaney
14k

with twor purely
15, those of keepi

usal 1o
heir juh

v
o and Asi

after several

ys 10 resume normal picket siyle
tics. Thas is not inany wiy Lo :
the occupation attempls to date, but (o
point up the directio i which
revolutionaries must now wark todevelop

the tactic in Australia

The Threat of New
Technology

Cosely allied to the fight for jobs has

been the growing ¢ ol the last live

vears over W wlogy’. Th
mergeniy chip technology
from  the sp he aistics
combined wi reCessinn
1 roseek
labour-saving lorms of production, his
created a new threat to jobs, over and
ahove the ‘normal® fctory elosures o
business slump. With this new threat has
come i nol-so-new set ol problems (o
Ausirulian unionisis
Perhaps not entirely by chance, the

Hirst battles over new wehnal came in
one of the industries lcast equipped Lo
resist, the newspuper industry. Thestrikes
by printers on the Melbourne dailies in
1975, and at Sydney's Fairfax press in
1976, both hecame trials of strength 1o
determine  whether  the  workers  or




"
Pulice thiggs on the Fairfax picket fine

management would dictate the terms for
the introduction of “Visual Display
Terminals’, computers that did much of
the traditional printing compositor’s joh
as soon as a journalist tvped an article
On both occasions, the printers were
beaten, after bitter picket-line battles,
largely hecause the employers were able
to play on i divisions 1o
keep journalisis al work writing the
stories whilst cxecutive scabs ran the
presses.'?

In a sordid arbitration casc that
followed., the journalists received their
blood moncy  the right to operate the
vDTs at the expensc of the printers’ jobs,
The printers were able to salvage a little
from the wreckage, in the form of in-house
agreements that stall reduction would
come from ‘natural wastage’ rather than
actual sackings. But the ultimate effect
will be the same: a massive blow 1o the
musele and organisation of the printers.
In a sequel as pathetic as it was
predictable. the journalists themselves

the Lrap that their union has fallen into.
and in Victoria a reform group has in fact
wiped the slatc in the asA branch
elections.

The next major struggle over new
technology proved a litile mare
promising. In late 1978, Telccom
technicians took on theiremployer over a
plan to centralise and computerise the
maintenance of telephone exchanges.
The plan could have cost Hiterally
hundreds of technicians® jobs and
pramition opportunitics. The technicians
fought back with a bans campaign that
produced  hundreds of thousands of
dollars worth of free phane calls for the
public (making it one of the most popular
union eampaigns in years).

Telecom was ultimately forced o pay
hack-pay 1o 70% of the 4,000 workers it
stood down during the dispute. and to
agree Lo a two-year trial with the union
before the introduction of the new
system. For a weakly organised umion,
with no history of militancy. these were

were betrayed by the emy s last year,

As a result of the rili between
journalists and printers that the journ-
alists themselves had done so much 1o
preparc. the newspaper companics were
able to sit out a long journalists” strike,
this time using the printers 1o keep the
presses rolling while the executive scabs
wrote and edited the stories. Despite their
impressive organisation, which included
the production of their own

le gains in the grim days of
197K, The struggle made a deepimpact on
unionists around the country, for by now
the ‘new technology” was widely perceived
as 4 threat, and the Telecom (echnicians
had shown that it could be suceessfully
resisied.

Mare recently. we have witnessed two
further protracted struggles over new
lu:hnujogy.‘ We have already mentioned

H e i

the journalists werc only able (o raise the

owners’offer toamiserable S 10allowance
for operating the vbrs. Mention must be

le. of course, of the fact that many
sournalists have now come to recognise

the council
arbage collectors against the intro-
ducl.mn of contract garbage collection
[whu_:h‘ makes use of trucks with
mainhan_u:llplak‘upl.apemledhynsingﬂe
driver, instead of the traditional crew).

Some aspeets ol the campaign’s orpy, .
it n werc indecd impressive, ¢ ounc
depots were blockaded, soligy,
stoppages were held in other siares, g
strikers eflectively trounced | iberal
couneillors at public meetings held
discuss the new system. and ther
fights with police outside Lips.
involved up ta 200 workers. Nanei}
previausly apparently discredited
leadership has proven capable of
flanking the militants and effective
selling out the dispute

At the same time. bank
around the country have been (and ar
being) led to the slaughter by their union
over the introduction of computerised
telling machines. To date. the only
respunse by the officials of the Australiag
Bank Employees Union has been
advertising campaignimploring 'Bar g
is peaple. not mackines'. in an attempt 10
turn public apinion against the move
Thus far the advertising campaign has
proved as spectacularly unsuccessful as it
15 expensive. and the Bank of New Sou
Wales has alrcady opened up an afie
hours telling service. As with most su
appeals 1o an amorphous, middle ¢
‘public opinion”, the ABEUs ¢ A P
his. intheabsenceofanystrong industriy
action, proven entirely ineffcctual

A common thread runs through all
these disputes, from the militant sirug
of the printers to the lame pleading of 1
bank union officials. 1t is the me
defensive approach to new technol
adopted by Australian unions, ar
approach which simply opposes o
intraduction. and makes no attempt (o
challenge the employers for its fruits. Th
isnot toderide such struggles as‘Luddite’
as does the capitalist press. Clearly
absolute ban on new technol
infinitely preferable to retrenchme
Bur employers armed with shiny, new
labour-saving machines have two great
Strategic advantages over any union that
SImMply tries 1o block their introductior
forever. Firstly, they can choose the time
and the place in which tointroduce them
and ean thus gradually phase them into
the more weakly arganised sections of the
industry. And secondly, with an increase
in productivity assured, the employer car
afford 1o bribe o section of the workforee
(Sueh as the journalists) or the public
the banks fre doing) into accepting the
new machinery.

Thus, as the struggles over new
technology eontinue, socialists have
clear responsibility to try 1o shift
unions away from a merely defensiv
strategy. Socialists need to agitate
Aheir unions 1o demand that the b
of new eehnalogy go to the workers
the workers — in the industry, in the form
of shorter hours. This is not merely 4

avish

The Fraser Years Page 15

matter of job protection. ar of contesting
with the employers for the [ruits of
production, as socialists have tended 1o
represent (L. More impartanily, such o
demund will scrve so as o wiire (he
workforce, and will make it increasingly
difficult for the emplayers to use hribes to
split off such groups as the journalists

The 35-Hour Week
Campaign

Fm[un.:rul\- for the left, the emergence
of the 35-hour weeK campaign during the
last year apened up the possibility for
agitation, rather than mere prop.
around the demand for shorter hours,

This campaign. based initially in th
metal trades, has been timidly led to date
Butthe amwsu officials have at least done
an effective job in spreading far and widc
the arguments for a 35-hour week. As
result of the ac107s suceessful negatiatior
of shorter hours for the al
brewing. and Victori
there will be a widespr
a flow-on amongst other
ever, the ACTU approach is to n
3S-hour week anly in those industr
“which can afford it™. This will guite
rightly create anger and impatience in
industrics, especially those threatened by
new technology. (n which the employers
insist they are not ready as ver. In these
industries, socialists will be presented
with a golden opportunity ta build rank
and file organisation around the 35-hour
demand

injum
n power industries

nists. How-

JusT
oNE
AND

— e

But one important problem already
laoms ahead inthe 38 hour struggle. s a
problem that sacialists in other countries,
especinlly Britain, huve had 1
recently, that of the praductiv
the current wa 15-he
Victorian sec workers hav ¥
been duped into accepting a 37% hour
week in return for na loss of production,
that 15, at no cost to the employer. Such
productivily e

deals arc

precedd

Felecom 1

stal aindustry which
received a no-strings attached 36% hour
week un
techniciins
productivity
waorking we

the Telecom
147, increas

the

same

the Telecom techn)
miserable cc

Arhitration

Tpromise
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Within the unions, a string of aclivist
and union reform groups sprang up i@
organise resistance: the ACOA Reform
Group in Melbourne, the Grey Callar
Group in Sydncy. PSAG in Canberra, and
Gerafa in Brisbane. The oldest of these.
Melbourne’s acoa Reform Graup, was
originally formed in 1976, in opposition
tothe Grouper leadership of the Vietaria
acon, It has since succeeded, not only in
deposing state secretary Alex Magner,
bul also, in conjunction with the lIUALE
of the Nsw union, in gaining clear-cul
control of the Federal Office. In add
to these electoral successes, all four
graups have also sueceeded in winning
motions for strike action and bans,
apainst official opposition, At mass
meetings called against the Liberal
attacks.

This volatile situation in the public
service, and the impressive level of
organisation  achieved by militants,
naturally presents the revolutionary left
with some important apportu &
Activists in these unions have not fallen
under the influence of any af the threc
splinters from the old Communist Party,
as have many in traditionally militant

[T
in the Seamen's Union, the cka m
seciions of the AMwsU) At the same time,
many of the most militant acuvists are
former students who have already
received a grounding in radical politics
from the student movement of the late 60s
and carly s

On the other hand. socialists still fa;
some major ohstacles. Among the general
membership. faith in arbitration is still
widespread. And inside the rank and file
groupings, therc arc other problems. The
seoa Reform Group is dominated by an
electoralist faction, the primary aim of
which remains the election of more leli-
wing officials. The Grey Callar and
GEkara groups. which are much smaller.
are obliged 10 operate in branches that
are already run by left ar 7
therefore have 1o contend with wide-
spread illusions in the role of those
olficials, And in all the groups, there isa
continual tendency to try to get positions
adopted in the union by appealing 10
lowest common denominator politics,
sather than by organising the militants 10
win around the rest of the membership

One of the most promising public
serviee rank and file formations has
emerged in the Victorian staie public
service umon, the vesa, Beginning as an
J-uranium group, the visa Reform
Group guickly developed into a full scale
challenge to the union's extreme right-
wing olficials, When it stood its own
candidate. & revolutionary  socilist,
dgainst the ancumbent president, he

S

1 7, of the VOLE
mt:;lv:‘lia:;.‘l:or members of the R:.-Inrhm
Group since then has been to lur: 1l a:
passive volc into |:1_d|:pcnd1-m ran .-ml
file action, and despi gcpraled mlsmpf
1o drive them out of cxistence, they have
succceded in initjating several campaigns.
The Reform Group Vims I[nugh: an
undemacratic retructuring of the unum:
it has called its own rally against State
Government-impased staff ceiling an..{
campaigned for mileage rates for the use
of private cars on government business. It
also took over a mass MEeling, a_rt;-r the
officials tried to close it, during the
Victorian worker's compensation,
struggle. and succeeded subsequently in
petting o strike motion carried by the

meeling.

Conclusion

Dcspilz the political and industrial
defeats of the last five years, Australian
working class morale and combativeness
remains high. This is attested to, not
merely by the strike statistics, but also by
the way in which the Australian bour-
geoisic has clung for so long to wage
indexation, which for all its dishonesty,
has heen the most timid wage-cutling
scheme employed by any western ruling
class.

The union bureaucracy. especially its
left wing. has moved noticeably right=
wards, and has taken some of the more
traditionally militant sections of the rank
and file with it Left behind has been a
smaller. harder, militant minarif hich
has recently been augmented by a new
laver of militants forming in previously
hackward areas. Whether or not ihis
widening gap between the left bureau-
cracy and the mililant minority will
produce anercasingly independent
urganisation by militants remains 1o he
seen. But the objective preconditions for
such a development do appear 1o cxis!

What is certain is that important new
avenues arc apening up for socialists in
the white collar unions, and in the
struggles over both the working week and
new technology. The test for the
revolutionary lelt in the industrial areni,
during the next five years. will he its
ability to seize these apportunitics,
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QUEENSLAND:

The Last
Two Years

by John Minns

_ln September 1977, the political situation
in Queensland was transformed, in a
matter of weeks, by a single statement
from Premier Joh Bjclke-Petersen, It
was, of course, his now famous remark
that

The following two vears wei
for activists on the Queens!
Suddenly it became possible for us to
organise marches of thousands, and (o
address me gs of hundreds

now over. Thisarticle is

Those days a

anattempt to draw up a balance sheet on
the civil liberties campaign, and to look
seriously at the two years since it died a

quiet death, But, in order to do this, we
have to understand what the fight was all
about in the {
One impo of the first few
months of the campaign was a fairly
pread insist on the need for an
planaiion of the State Governmen
ampdown on democratic rights, After
all, why was Petersenapparently prepared
it out® on the street march
question? There were a number of
available liberal explanations: that
Queenslanders are diff
crazy, and in any case
happen ‘down south’. that the
mander ma Petersen so invulne
that he simply doesn't care what
public reaction 1s, and so on. But these
explanations were hardly adequate




ested By police during @ 1977 ani-urarniim

who were perhaps prepared to
public meetings, sign petitions, and s
but who were not prepared to take |h
chance of getting arrested. Associated
with this argument was the thesis that
there were important palitical [orces that
could be won to some form of action
apawnst the march law, but which would
not be prepared to defy it, in particuls
sections of the Liberal Party, the Young
Liberals. and various church groups
‘Those in favour of marching (whe
consistently won the argument and the
wates al meetings of up to six hundred)
argued that the vast majority of
Queenslanders, and in particular the
working class, were already passivch
opposed to the march law, and that the
task was to provide a focus around which
o mabilise that opposition. And it b
be a focus for action: pas oppositic
r even a vote against the Government,
“was simply insufficient.
~ Wealsoargued that the marches would
provide the mevement with a focus, and
‘would attract the attention that would
ep the issue alive, We were insistc
o, that the ‘middle ground’, sections o
the ruling class sympathetic o the Libera
Party and middle class layers in the
" churches and elsewhere, could no!
provide the basis for an effective
E}mynign‘ The urgent task was (0
. miohilise a layer of workers, and to
ise them around clas-;.n:uunu”l""'

prgn the cnmpaign up to a pmm but
ey would attempt to direct it towards
gctable, parliamentary action

viously, they could not possibly
mass action against their own
enl. They may well have been
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opposed to some of the extremes of State
Government policy, but their own abjec-
tives were essentially the same as those of
the National Parly, to bolster the
capitalist elass and to crode the power
and living standards of the working class

Finally, we argued that the aLe and
union officials would never provide the
necessary leadership for the campaign
against Petersen. Committed to  the
maintenance of eapitalism and to
parliamentary selutions, they would have
to be dragged, kicking and screaming,
into any militant action, or even mass
action, that would develop. Nevertheless,
it was important to do the dragging, and
Lo use those officials to get to the workers
they represented. Within the civil liberties
campaign, there was never any disagree-
ment about whether or not the union
leaders were wanted. Everyone agreed
that they were. The disagreements arose
about how exactly to involve them: by
organising a ‘lowest common denomina-
tor’ response to the march law, inarder to
Eel their support; or by organising
militant action, on a sufficiently large
scale and with enough workers involved,
to force them into the campaign hy
pressure from below.

The Ilatter strategy proved effective.
‘Worried by the number of their members
that were taking to the streets, and
complaining that their union officials
would not do likewise, Ti.c officials, such
as Harry Hauenschilde (11 President),
did eventually march at the head of illegal
demonstrations, and did eventually get
themselves arrested. The TLC found itscll
obliged to ncgotiate with the leaders of
the civil liberties campaign, to sponsor
marches and rallies, and to call non-
compulsory stoppages.

Despite the long debates, and the test
of practice provided by the civil liberties
campaign, the last two years in
Queensland  demonstrate  that  these
questions have been far from resolved
amongst the groups and organisations to
the left of the aLr. The most persistent
line of conflict has in fact been that
between the Communist Party and the
International Socialists.

The period since late 1978, which
roughly coincides with the effective end
of the civil liberties campaign, might best
be characterised as the “Casey years', as
far as the labour movement is concerned

When Ed Casey became leader of the
Queensland Labor Party, almost his first
statement was that, ‘the government of
Queensland will not be won by brawling
in the streets and the paddywaggons'. It
was a clearsign that Casey would attempt
what the Bjelke-Petersen Government
had failed to do with thousands of police,
toisolate the civil liberties campaign from
the ALP and the trade unions, and hence

to destroy it. It would be mistaken 1o see
Cascy as the main force behind this
strategy, or even as the first to urge ils
adoption. But he did articulate this view
very clearly and very publicly, and thus
lent decisiveness to an already existing
hostility to the campaign, its militancy,
and its radicalism, among the trade union
and ALP bureaucracics.

Since  then, Casey’s strategy has
cffectively dominated the aLg, and also a
whole layer of political workers. Casey is
a country man, the latest in a long line of
Queensland ave leaders who came from
the country, or from small provincial
centres, and whose main base of support
remained located there. The politics of
the small farmer and the small business-
man are crucial to the understanding of
Queensland Labaor politics.

Of course, in the days of Hanlon and
Theodore, the country base of the aLr did
at least enable it lo win clections.
Canecutters, shearers, drovers and
thousands of relatively improverished
small farmers voted Labor. But a high
degree of mechanisation and concentra-
tion of farming has replaced the rural
labourers  with combine harvesters,
hehcopters, rail links, ete., and the small
farmer with the much larger farmer.
Nevertheless, Casey appears commitied
to the idea of winning back the country
vote to the Labor Party. Significantly, his
proposal for an electoral redistmbution
still includes an effective gerrymander in
favour of the country.

Casey voted for the amendments to the
Justices  Act, which granted virtual
immunity from prosecution to State
parliamentarians. He exemplifies the
normal ALP preoccupation with respect-
ability and responsibility, but pushed to
extreme form. Casey's strategy to under-
mine Petersen’s support is to appear even
mare ‘respectably right wing” thidn does
the Premier himself. Thatis, heintends to
win over the existing, conservative base
of the National and Liberal Parties.
rather than to use the ALPs working class
base to provide a polarising alternative.

Casey is entirely predictable in this,
When the state’s power workers struck,
initially without official support, for the
35-hour week, Casey's response was to
condemn the strike as ‘irresponsible’, and
to urge an immediate return to work.
Casey refused to make any comment on
the Government’s possible usc of the
Essential Services legislation to smash the
strike. As at turned out, Petersen was
prevented from using the legislation by
the very strength of the power workers®
action. Despite all of Petersen’s bluster,
he was forced to back down over the usc
of strike-breaking legislation, and
eventually to concede a 3715 hour week.
Here then, was a case in which a workers®

struggle defeated Petersen, but in which
Casey's ‘opposition’ was directed, not at
the Government, but at the workers.
Casey is not particularly liked within
the ranks of the labour movement, and
many union officials, and others, have
attempted to distance themselves from
him. Bur, at the same time, there is also a
widespread wariness as to the dangers of
taking him on; and perhaps more
importantly, an equally widespread
confusion as to their own ideas as to how
exactly to get rid of Petersen, Casey’s
opponents within the ALe and trade union
bureaucracies are mo more prepared 1o
take serious action to oust Petersen than

is Casey himself,

Ed Casey

In mid-1978, a Socialist Left wassetup
in the Queensland aLe, It grew quickly
around the personality of Senator George
Georges, and was at first an impartant
force in the civil liberties campaign.

The sre machine reacted.  After
Georges had publicly attacked Casey
for voting for the lustices Act amend-
ments, it was anly a matter of time hefore
the burcaucrats of Breakfust Creek and
Trades Hall moved tinsl him
Disciplinary action was taken against
Georges, Joe Harrnis (an official of the
nwit and a member of the Socialst 1elt)
and Peter Beattie (State Scerctary of the
Queensland  Railway  Station  Officers
Union and the main leader of the Centre
Caucus in the Party). The Socialist Left,
which was bound together by both
carecrism and a healthy reaction to the
night wing, did not meet the challenge
very well. Despite a huge public outery at
the action inst Georges. who had
almost beeome a falk hero and symbalof
the resistance to Petersen, the s wantcd
to keep the dispute within the party. In
the end they staked all ther hopes on
Federal intervention,
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Brishane abortion demonstration,

May 1980,

When intervention oceurred in 1979,

the result was to split the Queensland ALF.

a division that is still reflected by the

cxistence of lwo Labor Parties in

d with scparate organisational

headquarters and officials, Key positions
in the mew official party organisation
went, predictably, to the centre caveus.
The Secialist Left has never recovercd
Incapable of acting as a coherent foree in
campaigns outside the party, such as the
abortion campaign, and uwnwilling 1o
mount a serious political challenge to the
atr leadership (as distinct from
manoeuvring for positions), it Tost ils
carlier momentum and gan no longer be
considered as an important force on the
Queensland left.

The Socialist Left ceased to be a
significant force at almost the same time
that the most important campaign in
Queensland since 1977 broke out: the
pro-abortion struggle.

In Scpiember 1979 Casey publicly
challenged Petersen to close the
Greenslopes abortion clinic, the only
one in Queensland, A picket of Casey’s
office soon alterindicated the divisions in
the campaign that were soon (o become
apparenl. Many people opposed the
picket on the grounds that it would split
the labour movement’, This position
overlooked the rather obvious facl that
the labour movement was alrcady
disastrously split, if its parliamentary
leader could agitate for even more
restricied ahortion rights for Queensland
women, in distinct contravention of party
policy. In the end the picket was a success,
though many activists were extremely
hesitant about it.

At ance the coalition Government, not
about to be outfanked on the right by the
ALE, announced it would introduce
further anti-abortion legislation. After
months of scerecy and rumours about the
contents of the proposed bill, Liberal
member for Salishury, Rosemary
Kyburz. leaked its contents 1o the press.

It was worse than anyone imagined.
Vhe proposed bill would legislate for long
iail sentences for doctors, nurses, social
workers and even friends who helped a
woman get an abortion. The only legal
£rounds for an abortion were 1o be the
imminent death of the woman. Kyburz
also revealed that the government was
considering closing down abortion
referral centres in Queensland

These revelations caused a major
public outery and hurried EOVErnment
changes to the bill. In April 1980, the
Unbarn Child Protection Act went forits
first reading in parliament. Four Labor
members voted with the Government,

B —

including Ed Casey. After the first
reading hard campaigning was carried on
by both pro- and anti-abortionists. The
end result was that the renamed
Pregnancy Terminations Control Bill
was defcated on the floor of the House.

The campaign against it once again
reflected in many ways the crucial debates
«on the Queensland left. To begin withthe
debate centred on the attitude of the
campaign to the official trade union
bureaucracy. The Trades Hall was forced
10 oppose Cascy on this question. Union
officials were at least friendly — (o a
point. They were prepared to give a little
money to the Women's Campaign for
Abaortion, the most radical of the pro-
abortion organisations, and to allow
leallets to sit on the front counters of
union oifices

There was no question of them really
rying to mobilise their members for
demonstrations and pickets, let alone
industrial action against the bill, Yet this
limited support for the campaign from
Trades Hall produced marked timidity
amongst some pro-abortion activists,
1o the point where even asking the
Trades and Labor Council for concrete
support bocalm:‘ A matter of controversy
mh the campaign. The question was
:I( ullh:r the campaign should settle for

he level of support the Trades Hall was

prepared 1o giv, y
et e g e i

Soon the onginal perspective
orienting towards the organsed
union movement hec [
aruments about the desirability «
bringing the ‘male dominated’ unio
movement inta the campaignand whett
the prospect of militant action wo
alienate the less radical sections of
campaign and the public.

By late [979 three organisatio
fighting the bill were in existence
Wamen's Campaign for Abortion (wea)
the most radical of the groups; Childrer
by Choice; and Labor Wor
Organisation.

Children by Choice had never had ar
arientation of building in the
movement. It saw its job as one
publicity against the bill and lobbying o
State parliamentarians on both sides o
the House. Consequently the declarce
appasition of Rosemary Kyburz to the
bill had an enormous effect on then
They saw the campaign as a suppor!
group for Kyburz and her attempi (o
defeat the legislation by traditiona
lobbying tactics in parliament

Given the history of Children by
Choice and its methods this was to be
expected. But the divisions created insid
the ruling National and Liberal partic
over the bill held out the tempting
prospect of orienting to the anti hil
sections of the government to all the
Organisations in the campaign, includin
SOme on the left.? Kyburz, of course, |

Queensland.: The Lasi Two Years Page 21

no interest in  huilding a  militant
campaign outside parliament. A
campaign that actually threatened to get
out of the control of moderate pro

abortion campaigners and pose a political
challenge to the Government would work
against the Liberal Party, including its
‘liberal’ wing, as wel Bjelke-Petersen.

In this context the argument about
using ‘alienating’ militant action hecame
crucial and eventually led to decp
divisions in WA ranks. In the last couple
of months of the campaign wea members
frequently differed on guestions about
the militancy of the campaign’s tacties. In
two instances the disagreements became
public when the arguments were about
whether or not to march from pro-
abortion rallies to Parliament House. 1t
was actually on the evening of the second
of these marches that the bill was
defeated. Petersen later said publicly that
the marches to parliament were the major
factor in the defeat.

The abortion campaign illustrates the
most persistent theme of politics in
Queensland: the degree to which sections
of the ruling class and their political
representatives in the National and
Liberal Parties differ on strategic
questions. Earlier in the article I said that
Petersen had been trying to play a
vanguard role for the bourgeoisic
throughout Australia and convince them
that confrontation was worthwhile, There
is abviously a section of the ruling class

that remains unconvinced. Under
pressurc from movements such as the
abortion campaign or the cvil hberties
movement  open  differemn in the
Government ranks can be seen.

1t is these riftsin the ruling class and the
Government parties that create pressures
on the lefl to onent to (and in practice to
section. The

capitulate 10) the ‘libe
pressures are felt at various levels. In the
abortion campaign the key debates were:
whether to campa for the more
radical, class oriented demand of ‘Free
Abortion on Demand' or to put forward
an opposiion only to the bill under

consideration; the question of militant
tactics; and the desirability of building
the campaign in the labour movement. In
the civil libertics campaign the debates
were along cxactly the same lines

In both cases the Communist Party
capitulated 1o the pressures of the
‘liberal’ ruling class. This was maost
evident at the start of the civil liberties
campaign. in the debate on whether or
not Lo organise marches in opposition Lo
the law, and in virtually the same debate
in the abortion campaign. Certainly in
the abortion campaign the CPA seems 10
have drawn the conclusion that not to
orient 1o ‘liberalism’ is sectarian. Thusen
May 28, 1980, Tribune summed up how it
saw the campaign

feature of the mass
st the bill was the

"An outstanding
campaign ag

ary diversity of forces

n common: nutra
WoOman, anti-d

Other articles labelled criticism  of
Liberals and the asa as ‘se an’ and
provoked letters in reply such as this one,

from 4 non-party woman unionist
invalved in wea:

In the previous paragraph she fa

memher writin

¢ drawn on broad

sections of the community, including
doctors, lawyers, all of Liheral
ind muddle of the ro. Surely for
Marxists (as | th toof t 0

the Liberal Pary
1on the side of the
be working
their trade

the ama
it was us

the Liberal
who argued for

it was militancy which

The International S
Queensland have always arg
subordination of the movement fo
sections of the ruling class is dangerous

and self-defeating. It means demobilising
the movement in favour of ‘respectable’
tactics, and its means ideologically
disarming the workers” movement

The struggles in Queensland are far
trom over. Activists will have to choose
hetw the two strategies: class struggle
or class collaboration
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Rather, what we observe, during the b
~ years, is the emergence of an n:s\cmmn‘:::;‘.‘l
economic order dominated by wo supgr
powers, Russia and America, pre. g aver
~an advanced capitalist scctor inhabited bya
whole series of states that can he graded on o
continuum of greater or lesser politico.
economic power. The most imporiang
eeanomic relationships, measured in terms of
hoth trade and investment, are those which
exist wi this advanced capitalist sccioy
And outside this sector there remains 5 vast
Third World whose underdevelopment i the
product, mot of penetration hy capitalis
nvestment, but rather of capitalis
indifference, of precisely a lack of swch
investment.
Australia quite clearly occupies a position,
mewhere on this continuum, within the
advanced capitalist sector. This suggestion
‘st at all difficult to demonstrate, Tom
quotes  Lenins description of the grent
(imperialist powers as those possessin
“colossal wealth™and “powerful armed forces
A1) In Lenin's view, the six main imperialist
powers were Britain, Russia. France,
- Germany, the usa, and Japan, but he noted
the existence of minor imperialist powers
Belgium, Holland, Italy, and Portugal, for
example).
Now, easily comparable contemporary data
in wealth and armed forces is available for all
these states but Russia (the Russian staie
ipitalist bourgeoisie usesdifferentaccounting
g:ooedun:s to those of the private capitalist
urgeoisies, and is also much less prepared 1o
publish such information — so, as a result,
‘eomparison hecomes rather difficult). Each of
these states, apart from Ru: is ftoday a
- member of the oEcp (as is Australia), an
organisation which produces a regular flaw of
‘comparative statistical information
‘Table | shows the 1979 gross domestic
oduct and the 1979 figures for military
expenditure for all oFch countries except
leeland, We can clearly see that, in ahsolute
the Australian Gor is greater than
h ' Holland (which once maintained o
‘powerful colonial empire in Indonesia),
jum (which once possessed the mineral
termitdries that now make up Zaire) and
ugal (which maintained an extensive
n colonial empire right up until the
1705). In absolute terms, Australian military
xpenditure is higher than that of (wo former
olonial powers, Spain and Portugal
- When we take differences in populationsize
intoaceount, Australia's place as onc capitalist
WET, amongst many, situaied somewhere in
middle of a continuum of political and
lie power, becomes even clearer, Thus,
higher per capita GDP than
u‘ ltaly, Britain, Spain, Holland and
tugal, and levels of per capita arms
ture higher than Japan, ltaly, Spain
ugal, and not much lower than

imperialism. There is also the

of capital exports. Comp ve
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by
Andrew Milner

Lch Bjelke-Petersen and Vegemite
Leon Trotsky is one of those subjects it
difficult 1o be indifferent towards. Al
three have one thing in common: once
you've worked out who or what they are
you tend either to love them or to hate
them. So the world (well, Australia at
least) divides into the many who think
Vegemite an indispensable precondit
for civilised life, and the few who find
the national addiction to the stuff a clear
sign of collective insanity
And writing about Trotsky divides
between the many, Stalinist, social-
democratic, and liberal, commentators
who dismiss him virtually out of hand
as at best a crazed utopian extremist and
at worst a fascist agent, and the few
Trotskyist writers who have converted
him into the object of their own very
special ‘personality cult’, the lost leader
who was always right, rhe great
twentieth century Marxist, the prophet
in exile whose return would have made
everything O.K
So the publication of two recent

books! which promise a sympathetic, but
not uneritical, treatment of Trotsky's
Marxism is especially welcome. Both
authors are themselves revolutionary
b socialists, and both would claim their
politics to be inspired, at least in part, b
Trotsky. Ernest Mandel is a leader of the
B Trotskyist ‘United Secretariat of the
¢ Fourth International’, to which the
Australian Socialis
Workers Party be
and Duncan Hallas ha
been for many
leading member ol
the British
International
Socialists

University, Melt

Unharmed

ropher Unharmed ¥

Hoth authors scek to go beyond
simple eulogy to Trotsky. This is to b
expected, of course, of Hallas: the
International Socialists have never made
any secret of their essentially critical
relationship to the “Trotskyist tradition’
But Mandel, too, claims in his ‘Intro
duction’ to be both aware that ‘Trotsky
made mistakes' and wary of the dangers
of ‘writing hagiography®. Both books
promise much; to what extent is that
promise realised?

Chapters . ..

Thu two books share certain common
advantages: both are cheap, both are
ghort, and both are well written. Both
gonfine themselves to a general overview
of Trotsky's political thought, which
seems sensible enough in works which 2
intended as general introductions to t
subject. Trotsky's extensive writings on,
for example, art and literature,* to which
neither author devotes any space, are
undoubtedlyinterestingandevenexciting;
butthey are hardly central tothe structure
of his thought.

The two books are very differently
organised. Hallas pares down Trotsky's
thought into four main themes and
devotes one of his four main chapters to
each of them (there is also a fifth chapter
on ‘The Heritage' which points beyond
Trotskyand towardssubsequent Trotsky-
isms). These four main themes are: the
theory of permanent revolution; the
analysis of Stalinism; the theory of the
united front; and. finally, the problem of
the revolutionary party and its relation-
ship to the working class. By comparison,
the organisation of Mandel's hook is
much more complex. He has eleven,
rather than five, chapters. To his three
chapters on permancnt revolution, and a
chapter each on the other three of Hallas'
main questions, and on the Fourth Inter-
national, Mandel adds a chapter on
workers'councils, one on fascism, another
entitled *Against Imperialism’, and a final
ane on ‘Socialism”

The obvious question to ask is whether
ot not this greater complexity of Mandel's
organising structure is justified by the
materi eksto convey. In general, the
answer must be no. It is certainly valuable
to note or the record’, as it were, that
Trotsky's conception of socialism is that
of a social order based essentially on
workers' councils, and that Trols
not indifferent, as some Maoist writers
somelimes suggest he was, to the problems
of the anti-imperialist struggle, But it is

was

difficult to see why these two propositions
deserve a whole three chapters' worth of
Mundel's text (three chapters because the
final chapter on socialism contains little
ystance apart from a restatement of
importance of workers' councils to
Trotsky's project). For in both of these
respects Trotsky is not a particularly
original thinker (unlike, say, Gramsci on
workers' ¢

neils or Luxemburg on
imperialism). The theory of permanent
revolution apart (and that is discussed at
length clsewhere), he has little to add to
Lenin on either score

The chapter on *Fascism’ is different
however. As Mandel guite rightly ob-
serves, as an analysis of current social and
political problems, Trotsky's writings on
the rise of fascism in Germany are simply
superior toanything thatany Marxist has
ever produced, apart, that s, from the
‘possible exception’ of Marx's own
wntings on France 1848-1851.4 Hallas
does actually discuss Trotsky's work on
fascism as part of his chapter on the
strategy of the united front. But there is
more than this to Trotsky’s writings on
fascism. There is, in particular, a brilliant-
ly original account of the nature and
genesis of fascism, And here, by com:
parison with Mandel, Hallas simply fails
to do Trotsky justice. This is in fact very
strange indeed, since, over the last few
years, the question of fascism has been of
very real practical significance to Hallas'
own political organisation in its leader-
ship of the British Anti-Nazi League. The
oversight is difficult to understand, and it
is to be hoped that Hallas will expand his
treatment of the subject in any future
editions of the book

Quotations. . .

le‘ question of fascism apart, little
appears to be gained, then, from the
greater complexity of Mandel's organis-
ing structure. But if this overall structure
is rather more complex than that of
Hallas, Mandels literary style is in some
respects rather less complex. This is
particularly evident in his usc of quota-
tion. For wher Hallas makes extensive
use of direct quotation from Trotsky,
Mandel prefers to paraphrase or better
still 1o summarise. This makes for a
certain e nce of style: free from the
interruption of quotation, the argument
flows easily and smoathly. But unforty

atelyit alsomakesforasome: cav
treatment of the materials to hand: there
is such a thing as an argument which
flows too easily and too smoothly pree
ly because it avoids serious confrontati
with anything which might obstruct its

awn development

Consider one abvious example. Tn the
last of his three
revolution, Mand,
that th
decline

hapters on permanent
i careful to point out

poch of historical

concept of an
the capitalist mode of produe
tion does not necessarily coincide with
that of an absolute decli productive
Trotsky, headds, ‘wasnotalways
clear on this question — especially not in
the Transitional Programme of
1938, But, adds Mandel, in his 1921
Report 1o the Third Comintern Congress
and in his critique of the 1938 Comintern
programme, Trotsky states his position
in a more rounded and cor
of this is unaccompanied by apprapriate
quotations (in fact, there isnt cven a
reference to the Transiional Programme
in the footnotes). Actually, Trotsky was
perfeetly ‘clear on this question® in the
1938 Transitional Progranime:hethought
(wrongly) that capitalism had reached the
limits of its possible expansion and that
the productive forces could in future only
ate and dechne.’” In 1921 and 1928
d thought otherwise; in the mean-
he changed his mind
Now if only Mandel had presented the
reader with the appropnate quotations,
this would ha been self-evidently
apparent. This is not to suggest that
Mandel intentionally misleads the reader
It is merely that the failure to confront
Trotsky in his own words permits
Mandel's own, undoubtedly sincerely
held, assumptions about the nature of
Trotsky's Marxism to impose themselves
unwarrantedly on the material he is
And two assumptions in
firstly, that from 1917 onwards
Irotsky’s thought underwent no real
substantial changes; and secondly, that
that thought is in effect immune (o
criticism in all its essential features

time

...and
Assumptions

LL\ deal with the second assumplion
first. Mandel is undoubtedly sincere in his
desire not to write hagiography; but he
writes it nonetheless. And for the best of
all possible reasons: he really does believe
that Trotsky was nearly always right. His
very phraseology displays the intensity of
this underlying assumption. At one point
*history praved Trolsky to have heen
right on all counts’, *atanother ‘Trolsky
was perfectly aware ol the economic,
social and political constraints’.! later,
“Trotsky's role was truly prophetic’,' and
rotsky displayed one of his
1 outstanding theoretical achieve-
ments’.!!
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And so it goes on. Some of these

pmim]arsubmmiszgdg:menls,lhnu@
by no means all, are fair enough. Bul the
very tone in which they arc expressed
betrays in advance the fact that we should
not expect 100 much in the way of
eriticism from this source, How, afterall,
do you criticisc a writer who is right on afl
counts, and who is perfecily aware of
economic, social and politicalconstraints?
Occasionally, of course, Mandel has to
admit that Trotsky was wrong in certain
factual predictions for no other reason
than that they were not borne out by
subsequent cvents, But whenever that
happens, Mandel is able to explain that
*his general analysis made it quite possible
for him to aveid the crror, and in fact
implied the apposite™® ar that the mistake
is “in basic contradiction with some of the
cornerstones of his whole analysis'!® or
that, as we have already seen, Trotsky
simply was ‘not always clear on this
question’,

It's not surprising to find a Trotskyist
author writing about Trotsky in this
fashion. After vears of defensive struggle
against enforced political isolation in the
sectarian ghetto, itis entirely understand-
able that an ageing Trotskyist should find
it difficult to write in any other way. Not
surprising, mo, but it is disappointing.
After the promise of Mandel's ‘Introduc-
tion', the book turns oul to be hagio-
graphy after all, well written and well
informed hagiography. but hagiography
nonetheless.

But what of the first and more
important assumption, that Trotsky's
thought underwent no substantial evolu-
tion after he joined the Bolshevik Party?
It is, of course, well known that Trotsky
disagreed substantially with Lenin and
the  Bolsheviks about a number of
Important guestions (notably, the party

and permanent revolution) right up until
1917. 1t is equally well known that
Trotsky and the Troiskyists di

Ernest Mandel

career after Lenin’s death has to be seen
above all else asa stubborn and persistent
defence of Leninism against Sta
Thus it is Trotsky, rather than Sta
‘who appears as the orthodox Leninist.

Now there is much truth in the
Trotskyist account. Lenin and Trotsky
did indeed come to hold very similar
1 positions during 1917, and they
did indeed remain theoretically close
right up until Lenin's death. And it is
undoubtedly true that if Lenin does in
fact have a real successor to his ideas,
then it must be Trotsky, the embattled
revolutionary, rather than Stalin, the
burcaucratic tyrant,

But the notion that the underlying
structure of Trotsky's thought remained
fubd:

with Stalin and the Stalinists about more
or less everything of importanee from the
mid /late 1920s onwards. Out of these two
truths Stalinism constructed one *big lie”,
the lie that Trotskyism had existed as a
distinct and separate current, in per-
manent apposition to Bolshevism, from
the time of the split with the Mensheviks
until Trotsky's death in 1940,

In the face of this slander, the Trotsky-
518 constructed a counter-myth, the myth
that, whilst Lenin and Trotsky had
indeed often found themselves in sharp
9pposition 1o each other prior to 1917,
from 1917 onwards (when Trotsky ac-
cepted Lenin's theory of the party and
Lenin Trotsky's theory of permanent
revolution) the two held more or less
identical positions on all impaortant
Questions, and that, as a result, Trotsky's

iged after Lenin's
death is simply untenable. Like most
Trotskyists, however, Mandel remains
committed to the full text of the myth.
Thus, as we have already scen, Mandel
abli any th i lution
which may have occurred, between 1928
and 1938, on the question of whether or
not eapitalism had reached the material
I:rmts_uf its possible expansion, by simply
asserting that in 1938 Trotsky wasn't
“clear on this question’, whereas in 1921
and 1928 he was able to state his Position
n a ‘more rounded and correct way"
Mandel assumes throughout that there is
one correet Trolskyist-Leninist position,
about which Trotsky can be more or less
‘clear at various times. Not ange does he
consider the possibility thay Trotsky's

thought may have actually changed over
time,

This essentially static conception of the
nature of Trotsky's mature thought helps
10 explain one other important feature of
Mandel's book: its surprising lack of
historical awareness. Because Mandel
sees Trotsky's Marxism as a relative
permanent and unchanging set of ideas,
rather than as a complex of ideas which
are made and re-made preciscly as a result
of their encounter with a changing reality,
he devotes very little space indeed to both
the general and the immediate historical
contexts within which Trotsky lived and
waorked. Whereas Hallas’ book inclu
a whole series of brief, but nonctheless
thorough, accounts of the actual concrete
historical prablems which Trotskysought
to analyse, Mandel hardly ever gives us
these details. He is more interested in
explaining the permanent and cnduring
character of the truths contained in
Trotsky's writings; there is no need to
eanfront them with the realitics they were
designed to understand

This relative indifference to history has
consequences both for Mandel's literary
style and for the organisation of his book
Stylistically, just as the absence of
quotation makes for a certain elegance
80 loo does the absence of any sustaincd
historical ‘digressions: free from all
possible interruption, the account flows
smoothly on. Interms of the organisation
of the work, the consequences are rather
different,

We noted earlicr that Mandel organises
his book in a more com plex fashion than
does Hallas, preferring  many  short
chapters to a few long ones, The reasons

for this preference should now be clear,
Precisely because Hallas perceives a
continual dynamic in Trotsky's thought
he 15 obliged to deal with each of the
major themes in Trotsk
gome length, thus making it possible to
trace out the ways in which the
indecd change over time, And be
‘Mandel perceives no such  dynamic
(despite the addly illchosen sub-title of
his book), he is ablc to deal with cach of
Hallas' main themes much more
summarily, which in turn permits him to
incorporate into his text those additional
relatively minor topics which Hallas
excludes from his. In other words,
Mandel sacrifices depth to breadth, not
intentionally, but rather because he
genuinely does not sce the ways in which
Trotsky's Marxism changesand develops
during the course of the 19305

We have pointed to the significance of
Mandel's two crucial unspoken assump-
tions: the first that Trotsky's thought
underwent no substantial revision after
1917, the second that Trotsky is to all
intents and purposes mc o1 less always
right. Hallas, it is clear, sh of
these assumptions. And the differences
between the two writers’ approaches can
be brought out most clearly by consider-
ing their respective accounts of tl
key themes which Hallas identifics in
Trotsky's work (and also of the signifi
cance of the subsequent history of
Trotskyism)

s neitk

Permanent
Revolution

F' st, permanent revolution. At the
beginning of the twentieth century
virtually all Marxists were agreed that
soeialist revalutions were only possible in
the advanced capitalist countries and that
socialists in backward countries, such as
Russia, had no alternative in the short
lerm but to assist in the creation of
hourgeois-democratic republics.  Men-
sheviks and Bolsheviks disagreed on how
exactly to achieve this: the former argued
that the working class should confine its
elforts 1o pushing the hourgeoisie forward
into the struggle against the absolute
monarchy, the latter that, since the
bourgeoisic was in fagt inextricably ticd
10 the Tsarist state, only the workers and
peasanis would actually be capable of
averthrowing  Tsansm  and oo
through the tasks of the bou
democratic revolution. But both were
agreed that the coming revolution would
be bourgeois-demacratic, rather than
socialist, in content.

It was left to Trotsky, of course, to
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propound the startlingly original thesis
that the proletariat alone would prove
capable of overthrowing the autocracy;
that a pre rial in power would never
confine itself 1o the humble office of
su 15ing the development of bourgeois
democraey, and would in fact proceed to
the conmstruction of soeialism; that the
lemporary triumph of the socialist
revolution in one backward country
would provide a massive impetus to the
development of the international socialist
lution; and that moreover, since the
material preconditions for socialism did
not actually exist in Russia, the consolid-
ation of socialist power within Russia
would or be possible on the basis
ternationalisation of the
L was the theory of
permanent revolution.*

As one might reasonably expect, both
Hallas and Mandel pre
prehensive accounts of
But they differ considerably in the ways in
which these are carried through
represents  the theory of perman
revolution as a timeless truth, a socio:
logical ‘law’, and his exposition develops
much in the fashion of those academic
sociology and economics texts which
their own timeless truths, their
nal laws, It is presented as a
1al theory, consisting of three sets of
formal propositions (those referring
respectively to the possibility of socialist
revolutions in backward countries, to the
limits of socialist development in back-
ward countries, and to world revolution),
each of which is neatly boxed and
packaged in a chapter all of its own.

And then follows the happily uncritical
conclusion: a long list of twentieth
century revolutions ranging from Russia
in 1905 to Iranin 1978, and the comment.
‘Can there be any doubt that world
revolution is a basic reality of our
century, that we are living in the age of
permanent revolution”'* Well, yes, there
can, and Hallas does in fact outline some
of those possible doubts. But before we
turn to Hallas' reservations about the
theory of permanent revolution, let's
consider the way in which his actual
account of the theory proceeds. In
Hallas’ chapter, Trotsky's analysis
emerges, not as a timeless sociological
law, but as a theoretical encounter with
specific, concrete problems, and as part
of a theoretical struggle with rival political
currents. .

Thus Hallas establishes the context of
Trotsky's theorising with an account of
both Menshevik and Bolshevik posi-
tions,'* and tests the adequacy of that
theorising against both the Russian
Revolution of 1917 and the Chinese
Revolution of 1925-27,'7 which provide it
with respectively striking ‘positive’ and

precisely of
revolution

almost equally striking ‘negative’ con
firmation. In Hallas' account there is
history
Which explains why, in the end, Hallas
is unable to bestow 1 the theory the
same unreserved endorsement as Mandel
T'rue, the theory worked for Russia. And
true, the failure of the Chinese Commun
ist Party to develop a ‘permanent
revolutionary’ strategy in 1925-27 led to

5.
its defeat. But, asks Hallas, do the various
revolutions in Angola, Cuba, Vietnam,
Zanzibar, do they too really confirm the
theory? In his last chapter, Hallas returns
to this question, and finally answers it in
the negative.'®

In none of these countries did the
proletanat, defined, notinidealist fashion

as those who happen to agree with
‘Marxism-Leninism’, but in the Marxist

sense, as the industrial working class,

Buncan Hallas



etion which permits Mande) (o ting
tion for the theory of permaney
m in revolutions which oceyy j;
s 80 backward that an in

L

1

dustria)
1,

king

ipation, let Ieadershm
of H

clear superiori a
aver Mandel's, and given (he
0X nature of the former
it almost seems uncharitable |
hat Hallas could have developed
position further. But in ope
least, Hallas' position remins

permanent revolutions
the history of thi

- Russian pattern as normal,
Test as atypical deviations from
And yet Hallas® terminolo,

ibedded in their theorics cven
ctual substantive content of
ics has been so modificd that
‘Trotskyist starting-point has

Japan), industrialisation
0ssible on the b

gree of state intervention

my. This process arose out

th of the existing ca
ld, through imperialism,

cond generation Lo
roblems facing 1

countries, that is,

f the world, were only

But now the inhibi-

imposed by

were such that only a fully
momy would have any real
eaking out of the imperialist
Thus, in the twenticth
see & whole series of state
revolutions, led not by a
bourgeois class  (because
vate capitaliste do exist tend
olutely dependent on the

st nexus), but rather by that

Libya. Itis this process which
. Once only, in the most
ird World' country of them

a in 1917, did it come into
ith, combine with, and clash
e different process, that of a
volution in a backward

theory of permanent revolu-
tremely valuable as an
if this unigue development,

a theory of the exception,
of the rule. And a fully
cxplanation of the state
volutions of this century

cise Hallas for not develop-
fledged alternative theory;
ips, we should be grateful for
ith which he points out the

of Hallas’ key themes is
ism. Not too long ago, the
the word ‘Stalinism’ would
ufficient to indict one as a
wrecker’. Now, of course,
different. The Communist
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he combined effects of mates
s, civil war, and internation-
the Russian workers' state

gradually degenerated into a ‘bureau-
cratically deformed' or ‘degenerated
workers’ state’, in which the state bureau-
cracy, rather than the proletariat as a
class, exe cal power. Trotsky
saw this situation as inherently unstable:
the Soviet Union was a ‘transitional’
society poised mid-way between capital-
ism and socialism, a society which could
either go forward or backward, but which
could not maintain itself in its existing
form for any real length of time,

In the late 1920s, when Trotsky first
developed the theory, he saw the
bureaucracy as torn uneasily between the
proletariat on the one hand, and those
classes, notably the nNep-men and the
kulaks, which sought for a capitalist
restoration, on the other. Heargued, too,
that since the Soviet Union was still a
workers” state and since the Communist
Party, though bureaucratised,
represented the working cl then the
proletariat could re-attain political power
through a process of reform, rather than
one of revolution such as would have
been necessary in a properly capitalist

however, Trotsky shifted
position, coming to the conclusion that
the burcaucracy could no lonmger be
reformed and that it had to be over-
thrown by revolution. But Russia
remained, nonetheless, a degenerated
workers' state, because socialist property
relations remained intact despite the
supcrimposition upon them of a total-
itarian state apparatus. Thus what was
required was not a social revolution, asin
the capitalist world, but merely a‘political
revolution' which would destroy the
dictatorship of the burcaucracy. The only
long-term  alternative to that was a
restoration of capitalist relations of
production, & restoration which, Trotsky
predicted in the late 19305, sections of the
burcaucracy would make ever more
determined attempts to effect.! And that
remained Trotsky's position right up
until his death.

As with the theory of permanent
revolution, so here too it is Hallas, rather
than Mandcl, who traces out the dynamics
of Trotsky's thought, the way in which his
position shifted aver time, and it is Hallas
too who relates thesc shifts to the
changing reality (in particular, to the
growing wave of terror which the Stalinist
bureaucracy inflicted on Russian society).
Mandel, by contrast, once again presents
Trotsky's analysis as a finished, rounded
product which remains ess:nl[n]ly un-
changed. And the reasons for this should
be clear. The progressive changes to the
theory, necessitated by the changing
reality, in fact cast considerable doubt
on the validity of the original theory
itself.
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Consider, for example, Trowsky's
decision that the path of reform no longer
lay open in the Soviet Union. Now
‘Trotsky had originally been as clear as
Marx and Lenin that the working class,
unlike the bourgeoisie, can only hold
power through its own political organisa-
tions (since, unlike the hourgeoisie, the
proletariat can only exercise control over
the economy through the means of

irectly political institutions). But when
Trotsky came to the conclusion that the
party and the state had ceased to be
instruments of working class power, to
the extent that they had to be smashed by
revolution, he was obliged to redefine his
notion of the workers’ state so as to make
it possible for a workers' state to exist in
which the proletariat exercised no control
over state power whatsoever.

As Hallas points out, on Trotsky's
initial formulation, this must mean that
‘the workers” state no longer existed'.??
That is, of course, Hallas’ own con-
clusion, and it is the conclusion which
follows on logically from Trotsky's own
original analysis. But by aveiding all
mention of Trotsky's change of position
on the question of reform versus revolu-
tion, Mandel is able to avoid any senous
consideration of the theoretical problems
which are posed by that shift.

Mandel avoids other similar changes of
position, and the similar theoretical
problems that they pose, in similar
fashion. Thus, for example, Mandel
ignores Trotskys prediction that the
degenerated workers' state would provea
highly unstable social formation, quite
simply because it has obviously been
refuted by the continued and continuing
existence of bureaucratic power in
Russian socicty. He ignores too the fact
that Trotsky's early accounts of the
factional struggles within the cpsU
argued that the Stalinist faction. re-
presenting the bureaucracy, had no
alternative but to oscillate between the
Left Trotskyist faction, representing the
proletariat, and the Right Bukharinite
faction, representing the peasantry. On
this analysis, only the proletarian Left
Oppaosition or the capitalist restoration=
ists could ultimately win.

But, as we now know, neither the
proletariat nor the capitalist restoration-
ists (such as they were) emerged
triumphant from that struggle. It was the
Stalinist bureaueracy that succeeded in
smashing both proletarian and peasant
opposition to the regime. And that can
only mean that the burcaucracy wanls(?lf
a social class, with class interests of ils
own different to those of both worker and
kulak. Which is, of course, why Mandel
makes no mention of this (subsequently
discarded) part of the theory either.
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opular front is not. And for obvioys
s: as Hallas observes, whereas the
tion of ultra-leftism has become the
eceived wisdom of the Communist
~ Parties (including the cpa), the
“Popular Front is a diterent matter
ntirely. Allowing for differences of time
place, what else, in essence, is
“Eurocommunism” and the so-called
- “historic compromise” 7

arty and Class

fourth, and last, major theme is
of the relationship between the
tionary party and the working
Again the two authors cover similar

enin's conception of the revolutionary
‘was essentially mistaken, both
lain the need for such a party in terms
internal heterogeneity of the
 class, and both cmphasise the
ance to Trotsky of inner party
racy in the functioning of a
I, reciprocal, relationship be-
‘party and class. Once again,
Mandel's account centres on
theoretical propositions, and
the interplay between theory
1 political practice,

interesting, however, for
| a taste for controversy, are
ive treatments of the Fourth

. Once again, Hallas gives a
nt of the ways in which
position changed over time,
historical comtext in which
occurred. Thus, for
‘Mandel makes no mention of
rly arguments against found-
International. Mandel's
ntual decision to set up

tional is essentially

at in an objective situation
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on the one hand, hy
tico-economic crisis, and on

the total degeneration of the
st and social-d ratic

for the foundation of a Third Internation-
al.

But, as Hallas points out, the
G ivt M

w International was simply

e defeats of the 1930s were not
t, but only temporary, then
y that International  would
ith a rising revolutionary wave,
Hallas hassomesympathy.
Mandel, he is alert to the
the costs entailed in Trotsky's
ent to the Fourth Internation-
unlike Mandel, he pays close,
ntion to the actual arguments
‘advanced. Trotsky justified
hat revolutionary socialists

upport in any particular national
, on the basis of a compari

unist  Manifesto, and the
ld Left's decision to prepare

/ was actually the
manifesto of an existing German, not
international, organisation, and the
Zln::merwa[d Left contained within its
ranks one mass naliona
Bolsheviks.? LG
Unlike Mandel, Hallas also pays close
attention to the 1938  Transitional
Programme which served as the new
Fourth International's theorctical
charter. The major thrust of the analysis
which underpins that document can be
summarised thus: the capitalist system
has reached such a state of crisis that it
cannol continue to exist; this crisis re-
moves any possible basis for reform and
therefore undermines the political viabil-
ity of reformism; the absolutely counter-
revolutionary nature of Stalinism makes
it impossible for it to offer any way out of
the crisis and thus undermines the
political viability of the stalinised
Communist Partics; the only possible

and *harbarism’; and as a result, it is both
possible and necessary that the Fourth
International should become in a very
short time the leadership of a mass
revolutionary workers' movement. ™
This perspective led both Trotsky and
the Trotskyists 1o adopt, in Hallas®
phrase, a “near-messianism' which has
marked much of the Trotskyist movement
1o this very day. And, as Hallas points

both different from and inferior to
Leninism. And it is this document which
Mandel treats in such a cavalier fashion
that one might reasonably suppose it to
be essentially marginal rather than, as in
reality it is, central to that ‘Trotskyist
tradition’ of which Mandel himsell is
today the leading intellectual spokesman.

But Does it Matter?

As one might expeet, Hallas carefully
avoids apologeties sueh as Mandel deals
But he too concludes that, in the last
stance, Trotsky was justified in found-
ing the Fourth International. Thus he
writes, ‘when Trotsky was murdered
he did leave behind him a movement.
‘Whatever the frailties and failures of that
movement, and they were manifold, it
was a tremendous achievement . The
little Fourth International movement
that survived . . . . was the only genuinely
communist current of any significance 1o
survive the ice age”.

True. But does it mairer? The guestion
we have to ask ourselves is whether or not
the existence of the diminutive Fourth
International has had any appreciable,
distinetive, positive effects on the
subscquent history of the international
socialist and labour movements. The
truth is that it has not. When the ‘ice age’
did finally begin 1o thaw, when the

e litics did

out, the perspective has been simply
disproved by events: itali did
recover from crisis (in fact, it experienced
the longest sustained boom in its history);
social-democratic partics were thus able
to campaign for, and often achicve,
substantial reforms, Stalinism did prove
capable of internationalising itsell; and
the Fourth International did nei become
a mass workers’ movement.

Mandcl can, of course, hardly avoid
these unpleasant truths, But, astonish-
ingly, he dismisses Trotsky's error ‘on a
couple of minor points™ as a strange
aberration which runs contrary 1o, rather
than in accordanee with, his general
analysis. As a comment by a leader uflthe
Fourth International on that organisa-
tion's founding document, this is a little
disingenuous, o say the least. In fact,
Mandel's cursory treatment of t:c
T i1 ¥ P the
single most obvious cxample of that
weakness to which we drew attention
carlier: his determination to present the
post-1917 Trotsky as at all times simply a
Leninist (and, after 1924, a Leninist
without Lenin). For it is this document
which, more than anything elne_,_ is
representative of a distinct political
current, a genuine ‘Trotskyism® which is

begin to open up in the late 1950s and
more especially in the 1960s, it wasn't the
existence of the Fourth International
which precipitated these changes.

On the contrary, these new opportun-
ities arose out of the various splits and
crises which have wracked the world's
Communist Parties ever since Stalin’s
death, out of the anti-war, student, and
women’s movements, and, in the rather
special case of Britain, outofa widespread
disillusion with Labour reformism
consequent upan the failure of successive
Labour Governments to produce any-
thing very impressive in the way of
reforms.

1t is significant, too, that when a new
revolutionary left did finally begin (o
emerge and grow, in the late 1960s and
the early 19705, in a number of Western
European countries {particularly France,
Italy, Britain, Spain and Portugal), the
most successful of these new groups,
almost without exception, were outside
the orbit of either of the two main*Fourth
Internationals’ (Mandel's UsFL is not
the only claimant to the title; there is also
the much smaller International Commit-
tee of the Fourth International, to which
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p—
Orwell were nonethless available 1o hand
awhen an anti-Stalinist revolutionary left
" finally began to develop in the late 19605
We could not really expect Mandel 1o
preciate the significance of this fact

i the Fourth Kautsky and Bernstein, insist on
the Australian Socialist Labour League.  were again ulncnnnulld b importanee of the Internationa| 3
belongs). i, Shat i But if this process is to be of any req|

In four of the five countrics in Which aﬁ!,;“l;d"::'lll&a‘:omnlr}’. the UsA,  value, some, at least, of the nationg)

the revolutionary left grew most rapidly the. local section of the sk, the parties which make up the Internationa

after 1968, the local sections of Mandel’s
USFT have been very much over-
shadowed by more successful ‘national’

ionary 54 L example,
the Internati Socialists in Britain,
and Avanguardia Operaia; and later,
Democrazia Proletaria in Ttaly). In
France, the local section of the UsFI has

Socialist Workers Party, is indeed by far
the largest revolutionary group. But this
is as much as anything a symptom of the
failure of the American revolutionary left
10 grow very much at all. The Amenican
sw.r. is, after all, the only Trotskyist
group in the world that can make the

dubious claim to fame that it is ar.'.tullly
more or less the same size today as it was
al the time of the founding conference of
the Fourth International over 40 years

had a larger paper membership than
other left groups; but even it has a smaller
base in the factories and also in electoral
politics than does its main rival. And in
Scandinavia and West Germany, where 0. g
the revolutionary left also grew signifi- We should add that membership of the
cantly, but slightlv later, the larger groups Fourth International has in no way
!;nialu‘auiautl¥¥¥¥-¥l immunised revolutionary groups from

the *crisis of the revolutionary left of the
late 1970s. Like the rival ‘national’
groups, USFI sections have suffered
from declining membership and deterior-
ating morale. Indeed, the split at the 1979
World Congress of the uset™” could,
perhaps be seen as the single most
dramatic expression of precisely this very
crisis.

Trotskyists have always dismissed their
movement's failure in the 1930s, 1940s
and 19505 as the consequence of the
extremely unfavourable circumstances in-
which they operated. And they were
prabably right to do so, But their relative
failure to exploit the widening political
opportunities of the late 1960s and early
19705 cannot be so casilyexplained away.
And it is this failure, surely, which must
cast considerable doubt on the value of
the enlire ‘Fourth International’ project
which Trotsky embarked upon in the late
1930,

Pluto Press

TROTSKY’S MARXISM

y Duncan Hallas
$6.90
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RUSSIAN REVOLUTION

(1 volume)
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What Kind of
International?

Inlganml, of course, the case for a
socialistinternational cannot bedisputed,
Any single revolutionary socialist party,
no matter how exemplary it may be in
other respects, is hound to find its

ience limited and ci ibed by
the national context within which it
operates. It is therefore both desirable
and necessary that such parties should be

linked together in

must be real mass parties, with real raoig
in their own national working classes

nd with an experience in struggle which
is really worth learning from. Out of the
combination of such partics it would pe
possible ta construct an ‘international
revolutionary leadership”. But the Fourih
International does not now contain, and
indeed never has contained, such partics
within its ranks.

Trotsky and the Trotskyists attempted
to fill' the vacuum by building an
International from above, rather from
below. The result, with hindsight, is clear
a leadership without followers, a body
designed to generalise experience with no
experience to genetalise

The consequences can be secn very
clearly in Australia today. Both of the
two main orthodox Trotskyist £roups,
the sWrf and the 5L, make no rcal
attempt to analyse the specifics of the
Australian situation. Their strategics and
tactics are dictated neither by their
experiences in the Australian class
struggle nor by the experience of a real,
living, international movement, but
rather by the pooled inexpenence of an
assortment of relatively unsuccessful,
relatively ineffective Trotskvist sccis
scattered all over the world.

Mandel's vsrl, by far the most
impressive of the two main Internationals,
has only about 12,000 members in 60
countries. Clearly, it is simply absurd to
suggest that such a feeble body is really
eapable of providingtheinfant Australian
revolutionary left with the kind of
leadership which is implied in the notion
of a revolutionary International

Hallas is, in fact, aware of all these
problems. But his early political training
in the British Trotskyist movement seems
somehow to prevent him drawing the
logieal conclusion which follows on from
his own account of the Fourth Inter-
national’s failure: that Trotsky’s decision
to found the International was itself
radically misconceived.

This is not to suggest that the Fourth
International has no positive achicve-
Ments to its credit. It has served the
revolutionary left very well indeed by its
determination to keep Trotsky's ideas
aﬁ:‘,. and, in particular, through the

Australian distributors of Pluta Press
and Bookmarks (Britain), Hera Press,
Sun books and Urizen (USA).

tions which would permit both  (he
eeneralisation of particular national
“xperiences and the amalysis of those
particular cxperiences in terms of the
international context within which they
Occur. For such reasons did Marx and
Engels, Lenin and Luxumburg, even

LR R EE R T R T P ey

of Trotsky's writings. But
You do not nced a ‘world party', nor the
absurd paraphernalia of *World Con-
Bresses’, ‘pre-plenary sessions’, and so on,
In order to publish books. There is no
Luxemburgist, Sergist, or Orwellite
International, but the writings of Rosa
Lummhurg, Victor Serge, and George

ut from Hallas, perhaps, we might have

Bu[ it would be wrong to end on such o
carping note. If Hallas has perhaps

overestimated the feasibility of the Fourth
International project, he has nonetheless
written a very good book, I is by
best introduction to Trotsky's thought
that has been made available to date,
SBetter than Mandel's exercise in
ophisticated hagiography (though that,
a0, is worth reading), and, incidentally
ne of the best of Pluto Press’ ‘Marxism’
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The Likely Lads

R W. Connell and T.H. Irving.
Class Strucare in Australian Histort,
Cheshire, 1980

s11.95

ke TELEVISION has had its Lrkelv Lads, Bob
and Terry, for many years now. And at last
Australian historiography has produced its
own version. Bob Connell and Terry In-
ing’s long-awaited book is the first serious
history of Australia to be written from &
professedly class analytical viewpoint, The
hook is divided into five chapters: a theoret-
ical introduction entitled ‘Class Analysis
and History™; ‘Convict Settlement and the
Origins of Colonial Capitalism, 1788—
|B4IT, *Hegemony of the Mercantile Bourg-
eoisie, 1E40 - 18907 “The Working-class
Challenge, 1890—1930°; and “The Indust-
rial Ruling Class, 1930—1975" Inaddition,
each of the historical chapters contains a
useful documents section. Moreover, the
footnotes, oftén minor essays in themselves,
reveal the authors’ impressive familiarity
with all hitherto existing work in Australian
history.

And now to put the knife in. From a
revolutionary socialist perspeetive, and
Connell and Irving would cheerfully agree,
there is much thai is objectionable in their
theoretical orientation. Indeed, a sealed
train could be driven through the holes in
the argument of the opening sentence: *The
subject of class analysis is social power: . . "
{p.1). They argue that the structures of
power define the realities of oppressionand
exploitation. However, the reverse is also
the case: the relationship between power
and exploilation s a dialectical one, for
power is meaningful only as a means 1o

i ex ion. 1t is expl
that makes 2 sociely a class society; it is
exploitation, therefore, that must be the
central eoncern of class analysis.

Ihis one-sided approach causes Connell
-l_ld Irving Lo pay too much attention to the
winners at the expense of the losers, They
concentrale on the process by which
Australian capitalisis divided, like all

PR :

W by A
mong themselves, evolved a justifying ideol-
ogy and a political system of domination
that served their interests; they play down
the proletarian retort to this process, Work-
ing class consciousness, after all, serves the
same function for the working class as
political power and hegemonic ideology do

for the ruling class. But even afier stressing
the importance of reintegrating structura-
Jist and ‘Thampsonist’ nations of class. they
negleet both the working class-in-itself and
the wu,ﬁ.‘nschss-ror-ilstlf. They have over-
emphasised the role of the powertul class
and the paolitical arena in which its power is
exercised. There is much more in the book
about how capital poverns than about
warking class offensive action against €x-
plojation. In fact. they have writlen an
excellent ory of the making of the
Australian ruling class. Their chosen title,
however, lays them open to charges of
misleading advertising, for it takes at least
twa classes 1o make a class structure, a
Connell and Irving's drama, the bourgeoisie
continually upstages the proletariat. The
working class-in-itsell often enters stage
right, the working elass-for-itsell much less
frequently appears stage left, but centre-
stage always is the ruling class, in itself, for
itself and up itsell.

Consequently, the authors run danger-
ously close 10 overstressing consensus rath-
er than conflict, hegemony rather than
struggle, Their working class reacts to rul-
ing class power but does not initiate sirug-
gle. One could read ther hook and not draw
the fundamental canclusions of elass anal-
ysis: that class struggle at the point of
production is the motor of history and the
engine of progress and that all the relation-
ships that bind and divide society, and
define the directions in which 1t may be
changed, are class-based. Indeed, Connell
and Irving explicitly retreatl from such a
conclusion. They comment that most class
analysis since Marx has taken it for granted
that class relatsons (orm ihe basic or funda-
mental structure of any society in which
they appear (SHOCK! HORROR! WHAT wiLL
MARXISTS THINK 0F NEXT?). But this is nota
position that can he held, Connell and
Irving maintain, if a fully historical ap-
proach is taken: ‘For any socicly at a given
lime, one can raise the question of how far
the “class principle”. . . . determines other
forms of division and relation’. (p.14).

Nu_w one might well ask fiow the class
principle determines other formations, but
nol how far, because class analysis must
surely be in business for selling class as the
erucial division in society. This is not to
underplay the importance of sexual, racial
and other divisions, but merely to under-
stand the r hasis. Class analysis admits these
other divisions exercise the

Vi

class di
course of history, but class eonflicy

& 4 never-
theless remains the primary determinant of
historical change. It is the character of the
whole that explains the nature of the parts,

The next surprisc Connell and
haye in store for us is to announce tha
involves a structuring of society around ¢
labour market. Market institutions are not
an essential featurc of class societics
feudalism, for example, got along quite
happily without them, Connell and Trving
arc either rcading valid pencraliss
about capitalism back into earlier for f
«class society, or else, they arc so much under
the influence of Weberian sociology that
they belicve that it is only with the onset of
capitalism that classes really come 1o the
fore, status groups being the important
distinctions before capitalism.  Weber
defincs class as a group of people with
similar economic lifc chances as a result of
their position in the lahour or commod:
markets, for Marx, however, classes are
defined by relationship to the particular
means of production in each socicty, and
this may or may not involve a markct
situation.

Another feature which Connell and Irv-
ing impute to all class socities is the institu-
tion of pnvate property. This would be
unobjectionable if the word ‘private’ were
dropped, as property certainly 1s a feature
all class societies. Private proserty, how-
ever, is not. There are many forms in which
property can be held. Under feudalism, fo
instance, property was not private hecause it
could not be disposed of, as both lord and
serf were born into bonded positions. Lab
our-power was not a commaodity that could
e bought and sold in the market place; nor
could the feudal lord sell his domains,
because they were not his private property

Their emphasis on private properiy as the
source of all evil, a common preoccupation
of good state socialists like Connell a
Irving, even involves problems in the analy
sis of capitalism. Using their defimtion, a
hostess who sells her labour-power to Reg
Ansetl is exploited, while her sister who
waorks for TAA is not. And the driver of &
private bus company, travelling along his
normal route at the moment of national
isation, suddenly assumes a different rcl
ationship to the means of production. M«
seriously, in Connell and [rving's world, t
workers of Poland arc not exploited
. Connell and Irving have no particular
anterest in revolutionary practice, and treat
socialist ideology merely as an influence in
the formation of the Labor Party; they
neglect that strand of revolutionary social-
1sm hefore 1917 that constituted a coherent
oppositional force to the Labor Party. The
reason for this tardy treatment of truly

eounter-hegemonic forces 1s that, for Con-
nelland Irving, the class-for-itsell need only
have & reformist world outlook wher

€

as, for

REVIEWS

ess 0f the class-

pr-itsclf is the

Marx and Engels, the proce
initsell becoming a class
process of the working class as
wing both the understanding that
talism must be overthrown and the
do it. But Connell and Irving refer o
reformism as a form of class mobilisation
Sometimes perhaps. But it is also a de
mobilising force. A working class that re
gards reforms as adequate is not a class-for
Mself asitis onlyaclass that is about
how mueh surplus value the robber should
be allowed; it is not a working class that is
disputing the fact of robbery
Nonetheless, 1 would thoroughly recom-
imend the book to all voluntary or inval-
untary students of Ausiralian history. There
is none better, but perhaps that says more
about Australian historiography than
bout the achievement of the Likely Lads
Verity Burgman

wh

Return to
Sender

Readers’ Letters 1o Lotta (
Pluto Press, 1980, $4.50

It's particularly difficult on days like
today when the printers are on strike
and there are no newspapers, but these
damn magazines are still und I
am against censorship, but 1 can’t stand
selling this stuff any longer :
Sometimes 1 hear someone asking
Lotra Contnua and Hours o)
please miss. (p.19).
THE IMPOSSIRIL
Exists only as a newspaper maintaimnin
discipling, or even committing people
politics, llustrated on anc level by this
gomment. In 1976, Lotia Continua
(Continuous Struggle) collapsed as an
organisation and liguidated itself into ‘the
movement’, as had an earlier and similar
Italinn organiation, Potere Operaio
[Workers' Power), one of wh
known members was Tony Negri. Some
Eorrespandents to the paper were shocked
*It's convenient to “dissolve” the party inte
the movement, but it doesn’t help the
movement to grow, it becomes suffocated
{p.40). But for others, it was an almost
inevitable culmination of the contradiclory
palitical currents with the organisation
These letters, originally published in a

of an organisation that
any

0its

ose best-

larger selection in Italian, have a largely
human interest value, only cceasionally

g disputes inside the org:
ions facing Ialian revolution-
include, centrally, ‘personal
nd the growing strength of the
T and its strategy of the
Historic Compromise’ with the Christian

51l

n key
aries, T
politics

refarmist

LC in 1976 was

events. One the
the entry of the Lc male
men  only’
s the failu
b clection (o lead t
nment (but with a
e 800,000 votes for

of the 20 June
n-style le
ending). Desp
e clection was experienced

1

35-hour week
a key problem appears to have
hility to break with both sexism

st modes

organisation. One
ent saw LC as ‘the only people
t inevitable difficul
us political attempt
hout fall

ties, are m.

trap of trying Id a classic

mini-party under the vast
But in reality Lc does not appea
cc, to have made this break

hadow of the pc1’
n

It is difficull, however. 1o gain an

l debatesin
olumn, and
0 which only select
‘thosc which do not

perspective on pol
paper’s |
a b

require 100 great a knowledge of the lalian
itical scene’ (p.v.), and in which it

L almost never part ol an
febate capable of achieving

resolution. Perhaps, it is indicative of
Pluto Press' current editorial direction

ublish this book rather
ething more scrious and inforn
n far lefi. Atall
es little indication of the
r an Italian |eft that has been

years

tive on the nts,
book i atsel
way forward [
in rapid decline for the past the
While some of the letters reflect
sautonomist’ politics, and some take up the
Stion of the tactics of the Red Brigades,
book as a whole gives little help in
nding the main dynamics of Italian
politics to the left of the pcL

ahvious problem with L, and other
urrents an the ltalian left, including both
Autonomia Operiaia and the Red Brigades,
s that of their central class orientation. One
1 of the Le defined ‘the proletariat’ as
all those sectors who, having been invested
by the strength and the contentof w orkers
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found, or are heg
towards their ow
a movement and a v
unemployed, the state and

B
d lncal g

3
z

the vanguard
industrial workers e
1oss of a class perspective inevitably leads
on the one hand, to losing the party in a
disconnected swamp of movement and
‘personal’ politics or, on the other, 1o the
desperate tactics of the Red Bri
e tral theore
¢ revolution inside the

nsequent
pective of ‘making
prisons’)

Either option leads ta the abandonment
of any attempt to build a revolutionary
party of the working class — despite the
militant tradition of the Italian working
class which provides a comparatively
fayourable climate for such an enterprise

Carole Ferrier

Populism or
Socialism

nt economic crisis there has
tionalism on the
r and
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useful, if too briefl
picce on the distribu
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Michael Quinlan's on health and safety at
work.

However, the most politically significant
articles are Wheclwright's on cheap labour
havens, a clutch of essays under the heading
“Towards Socialism in Australia’ and the
editars’ introduction. Together they form a
casc for a lefi-nationalist reformism
While the articles are more subtle, the blurb
makes the main political points clearly:
“Much of the recent de-industrialisation and
winding down of Australian enterprises has
been deliberate’: ‘The ideas in this book

arc necessary for the survival of
Australia as an economy and a nation”

I'll outline what I understand as the
thread of argument going through those
essays in particular. The political strategy
pushed by the book is a consequence of its
general analysis of the Australian economy,
I'his anlysis is variously described as ‘de-
industrialisation’ (Introduction p.14), “in-
cipient deindustrialisation’ (Introduction p.
4), and ‘restructuring’ (Introduction p.3L
“There is a deliberate shift out of manu-
facturing in Australia into mining and min-
eral processing” (Carmichael p.240). These
processes in the Australian £COnomy are
‘increasing its dependence” on the warld
economy and will lead to a situation where
‘the country is “restructured” to assume the
role of an econamic colony of world capit-
alism’ (Introduction p.3). “The main actor
on the warld economic siage, the Tve
{transnational corporation)’ is to blame for
these problems, As for Australian capit-
alists, “being in second place to transnat-
ionals, they are not in & position 1o invest
in the most profitable sectors of the future’
(Imtroduction p.17), This CCONAMIC scen-

REVIE

alliance with any scction of capital is by

conceding that relationship of exploit-
ation, Moreover, because of their depend-
ence on foreign markets, sources of capital
and means of production, and jont al_:d
active participation with foreign capital in
major projects, the Australian capil.lzhsl
class has an interest in maintaining its links
with western imperialism. There has been
no revelutionary, nationalist bourgeoisie
prepared to break with feudalism orimperi-
alism, since the 19th century,

The book uses some Marxist rhetoric but
ils inspiration is the long tradition of Aust-
ralian populism i the Labor Party. The
main enemy is seen as essentially un-Aust-
ralian, while the solution to political and
geonomic problems lies in state ownership
and other radical policies implemented by a
Labor Government, cheered on by an extra-
parliamentary mehilisation. The editars re-
gard social conflict as undesirable (p.10),
while ‘class struggle’ was started in Nov-
ember 1975 (p.19). They equate class strug-
£le with the eonflict hetween the people and
the transnationals. not of workers againsl
bosses. Everyone but the transnationals arc
cither workers or their potential allies; “The
status of the farmers is being reduced . . 1o
that of de facto wage lahourer” (P.14); the
forces available for the counter-strategy

include ‘small and medium scale business'
(Carmichac] p.246).

The problems of the Australian economy,
especially unemplayment and falling wa ges.
arc not caused by forcign firms. They
cannot be eured by attacking transnation-
als. The underlying problem is capitalism,
Only strugeles against capitalists, no matter
their nationality, and their state can build a

ario the for and
Bimits of political struggle in Australia

The political solution o the problems of
Australia Is & ‘count &
to the transnationals' (Carmichael p.246).
This counter-strategy and its complement,
the “transitional programme to socialism'
(Carmichacl, Connell) invelves 'a radical
mobilisation which give imass backing
to socialist initiatives within (an ALp) Gov-
emment’ (Connell p,292)

So the political message of Ausiralia and
Warld Capiralism is one of Jeft mationalism,
The problem with this approach is that it
1gnores classes, But it is by virtue of its class,
not its nationality, hat farcign capital seeks
to sustain capitalism in Australia Aust-
ralian capitalists have the samec interests,
whether they are large, medium or small,
he foundation of that interest is the main-
tenance of the relationship hetween capital
and wage labour, the source of profits, The
only way for the working class (o make an

to overthrow that system. Aust-
ralic and World Capitalism proposes a
struggle with transnationals but deals with
Iocal capitalisis and aceeptance of the Aust-
ralianstate, Dealsin which corparations gel
tariff or other protection in exchange for
worker participation and Government cg-

Y are not a way of eroding capital's
power, only of incorporating warkers and
pJ nding them to the logic of ace umulation.
Co-operatives no more challenge capitalise
relations of production than | i

clothing industry madel, The condit
jons under which Clothing Tra
members work are amongst the worst |
Australia, yet McFarlane advise
Kers require to get ofl the T
purely “wage increase” approach I
they want to change the situation they wi|
have Lo take more control over decisi
making and the production process’ (p.2
wages traded for a share of the decisions
that keep the firm making a profit, T
relationship between militant wages st
gles (which the cru does not conduct) and
building workers' confidence in their ahiliry
to fight for socialism goes entirely unrecag-
nised.

The suggestions that Australia is b
deindustrialised should be examined in a
world contexe, Austr: has experienced a
decline in manufacturing employment, but
so have most other advanced capitalist
countries. Australia has nof seen any fall in
the level of manufacturing output, as Brit-
ain, forexample, has. No one has suggested
that Brifain is being turned into a quarry or
even an oil well. There has been a glohal
econoemic crsis sinee the early 1970% 1t has
been restructuring the cconomies of most
countries. Changes in the Australian econ-
omy are not the result of a transnational
conspiracy to deprive the country of any
manufacturing industry. The fall in manu
facturing employment is largely the result of
rapid technological changes. The decline of
manufacturing industry’s share of a number
of economic aggregates, such as Gor and
Gross Fixed Capital Formation, is mainly
due 1o more rapid growth in the service and
miningsectors, not ko any absolute fall, New
manufacturing investment is Eoing on, un-
derlaken by both Australian and transna-
1anal companics, especially in the chemicals
and aluminium industries, Moreaver estab-
lished transnationals in manufacturing, like
GMH, Ford, Mitsubishi, are not keen to see
their investments annihilated by free trade.
Both Australian and foreign eapital are
flowing into the highly profitable mini
sector (all eapitals seek to flow to the most
profitable arcas, muny of which are in
Australian mining and some of which are in

EAl; i

5 Unig

does the oppression of women. Further,
such deals assume that Australian bosses
make better allies than workers OVErseas,
The title of a publication of the Tran.qnal.:
tonal Co-operative, with which many of the
Contribulors to Ausirafia i Warld Capiy-
alism are associated, carries the same, gss-
entially racist message: *Asian Warkers A
New Theeat From The North?

: Mcll"'arlﬂlle Approves of moves towards
‘Planning Agreements' with unions in the

! facturing): foreign mwner-
ship is increasing in the Australian ccon-
omy; some Australian firms are investing
aff-shore (though the amount of off-shore
Invesment is tiny compared to that even in
Australian manufactur r). But these dey-
clopments do not represent a wholesale
dismantling of Australian manufaeturi
industry,

A erucial aspect of left nationalism and
the ‘munlcr—slmlugy' i8 extra- parliament-
ary support for radical Government meas-

*eises real power' (p.219) and ‘It is wro:
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o8 ef. ‘tariff protection subsidies, in
ment allowances and export grants condit
wl upon companies involving unions
Sdnd Government in key investment and
preduction decisions’ (Hartnett p.256) of
Iegislation for worker participation. The
view that the bourgeois statc has to be
destroyed before a socialist transformation
of soeiety is explicitly rejected by Connell
and Carmichael, in anticipation of Marxist
isms (p. 292 and p.242). For them mass
ations are not directed to building
explicitly working class organs of power
But only to putling pressure on existing
bourgeois institutions.

A good reply to this reformism comes
from Tom Uren, another contributor and
[Labor Party Federal Parliamentarian. He
Psays: ‘Real power lies with those who con-

trol the praduction process’ (p.217), ‘I do

“not believe the clected Government excr-

or
us to believe that a new Labor Government
would or could bring about socialism’ (

218) Uren has few illusions in Parliament
but he shares Wheelwright, Hartnett and
Connell’s fantasies about the aLr. They all
think thatat is an important instrument for
achieving socialism. Wheelwright points (o
@ supposed golden age of Labor Party
radicalism before 1927, and stress
socialisation objective, But the ALp has
inever been a socialist party. Attempis to
U itinto one, during the 1930% and 1940's
fin particular, have all failed. They have and
millcontinue to fail hecausc the Labor Party
15 above all else commitied (0 parliament
Bary change. Australia and World Capital
s a pale shadow of Tony Benn and
Stuart Holland's work in Britain. Th
Larting up of reformism is backed up by a
powerful Labor Party left wing. The Aust-
ralian version doesn't even have that going
for it

s the

Rick Kuhn

It's That Man
Again!

Hawke . The Definitive Biograply
Angus and Robertson, 1979, §2.95

TRADE UNION bureaucrals occupy a unigue
Position in a capitalist ec ny. Their role
as mediators between capital and labour
inevitably leads them 1o seek compromise
solutions to industrial disputes, and when
worker militancy threatens their power this

tising
11
among workers

but fram

ing class appro

negoliale concessions within the framewerk
of & wage i1 system that is accept
able 1o the be

ward for tlicking

seal in parliament or on

The post-war
workl
ments
through
strike action very often. Onge

ss was Lthe em

The arbi

¢ the platform

e push for th

Once in power, his popu-

arit ed the author
ity to play the llout role. Whenever
militant action threatened his position he

busily set about earning his n
Fireman' to Australia’s industr
Nagrations

con-

It is this aspect of Hawke's carcer which

comes th
graphy. Behind all the blathe
ionate social conscience, fairmindness and
hard work lies the assumption that the
seitlement of wa

merges of
a man who cared less for the satisfactory
result to workers' demands than forensuring
that workers remained unable to settle
iccounts with the boss by their own efforts.
Hurst is remarkably honest about the criti-
cisms of many of Hawke's interventions,
such as the 1977 Latrobe Valley strike orthe
uranium issue. But he invariably puts down
a poor result as being ‘all that could be got’,
that is, all that could be got by arbitration
not what might have happened if the unios
officials had taken their marching orders
from the militant rank and file

The onset of the world recession at the
beginning of the 1970°s undercut Hawke's
power. More difficult economic conditions
meant that employers went onto the attack
over wages and workers were more and
more required to defend themselves on the
job. Hurst's chronicle of Hawke's ACTU role
in thatdecade explains (hy implication) why
the Australian working class has been so
ofien defeated in the struggle to main
living standards. Hawke's actu did little to
strengthen shop floor organisation and, as

the erisis caused the slow breakdown of the
Arbitration Commission, the working class
was left unprepared for the ferocity of
Frase ack:

The disintegration of the negotiation sys-

in

: 1
dership of the aLr, Nowi
this ‘definitive hiog
en: a dishonest book ahe
nan whose time is past

Tin Anderson

Connolly Was
There

Bernard Ransom,

Marxists of
while he s 1 by
ader of the Easter Rising

tleaderinthe

ents of Americaand Britain

vean impartance well beyond
purely Irish polities, are liith

Bernard Ransom's book on Connally
parily fills this gap.
Ransom traces Connolly's theoretical de-

st orthodoxy of
1l (he joined
Seottish Socialist Federation in 1890)
vis De Leonism 1o his own distinetive
Marxist/ syndicalist perspective

The Second Inter C
ularly in Britain and Ireland, adhered (0 a
passive propagandist strategy which
centrated ¢ i
ment. The British Social Democratic Fed
eration tended 10 view industrial or
nt which distracted [

lopment from the reforn;

in)

al parties,

n clecting sacialists

lectioneering
he moved to Ireland as
Irish Socialist Repub-
y. Connolly started to break from
this rientation, He saw the need o link up
the political {in his terms the parliamen-
ation at the point

tary) strug
of production. He
established trade wnions in th
cd as just another prop for ¢
appreciation led him in a syndicalist (ind-
ustrial unionist) diregtion towards the poli-
ties of Daniel De Leon's American Socialisl
Labor Party

In 1903 Connolly helped found the Brit-
ish sue and subsequently was active in the

American sLi,
While De Leon in his own dogmatic and
puristic way had broken with some of the
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worst reformist features of the Second
International, his strategy still was not
insurrectionist. He saw the role of the
working class organised in the industrial
unions as guarantecing that the bourgeoisic
waould accept a socialist majority elected
through the ballot box, and as a means of
organising the furure socialist society.

A gencral strike or even the threat of a
general strike would be sufficient to prevent
the ruling class launching a civil war 1o
overthrow the socialist government; thus
there was no need for a violent seizure of
power 1o smash the eapitalist state.

Although Connolly broke with many of
the seclarian aspects of De Leon's politics
{eg. that strikes were useless as wages would
automatically be forced down by ‘lron
Laws’ of economics) and became an organ-
iser for the rww {Industrial Workers of the
Waorld), it was not till he returned to Ireland
on the eve of World War 1 that he saw the
need for an armed seizure of power by the
working class.

This new commitment to insurrection-
ism was brought about by the failure of

socialist parfiamentarism and trade union-
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The Second International theorists had
rendered Marxism as a sterile 'ﬂ:le"lsrlt
dogma, which saw s m a5 AN historieal
inevitability but offercd o guide o action.
Connolly, again drawing on I_mh history,
attempted to develop a normative system of
eternal socialist moral principles to provide
sueh a guide. Bernstein in Germany had
atiempted a similar project by embracing
Kantian idealism. Connolly’s philosophic
project, of which Ransom is insufficiently
critical, was no more successful than
Bernstein’s, though it proved less dis-
astrous for his political theory (Bernstein
came to reject Marxism totally.)

Connolly's moral ideal was based on the
values of the ancient Gael and medieval
Christianity which, he argued, had been
perverted by capitalism. In reality, Con-
molly totally mythologised ancient Irish
history.

He adopted a generally sympathetic atti-
tude to Christianity, despite attacking org-
anised religion and even though he himsell
did not share the faith.

Connolly then, like many pre-war socia-
lists, was mot able to break decisively from
the Second I | tradition. Tt was

ism 1o prevent the war. Also,
in Ireland itself, where the Ulster Unionists
had armed to prevent Home Rule, showed
that the vote and union organisation in
themselves were insufficient.

Connolly was driven rapidly to the con-
clusion that an insurrection was an imm-
ediate burning necessity to save the Irish
labour movement from being wrecked by
the sectarian divisions of a pariioned
Ircland, and as a blow against the holocaust
of the imperialist war. Thus he struck out in
a heroic gesture in Easter week 1916,

In his initial period in Ireland, Cannolly
also attempted 10 develop a broader philo-
sophic critique of the Marxism of the
Second International. In this theoretical
project he looked to Insh history.

He identified the Irish working class as
the heir to the tradition of Irish republi-
canism, the only class truly willing to fight
for the old ideal, which was 1o be trans-
formed into a new ideal: the workers' re-
public.

He rejected the stapeist theory of capit-
alistand working class development, propa-
gated by the mechanical theorists of the
Second International, and emphasised that
the working class of a backward country,
precisely because of its ‘*hackwardness’,
could be in the vanguard of the struggle for
socialism 5o that capitalism could he
smashed at its weakest link. This theory was.
very similar to Trotsky's idea of uneven and
combined development on which his iheory
of permanent revolution, proved so correct
in Russia, was based

not till after the Russian Revolution that
theory and practice could be reunited, and it
is a tragedy that Connolly was not to be
alive to participate in that rebirth of Marx-
asm.

Mick Armstrong

Bread and
Circuses Yet

Rudolph Bahra,
The Alterntative in Eastern Europe
NLB 1978, $27.50

THE RECENT events in Poland are likely to
create new interest in Rudolph Bahro's The
Alternative in Eastern Europe, Readership
will probably be limited by both its size (a
hefty 453 pages) and its tendency tofall inta
a dull, academic style. Neveriheless, it has
been an important book because it repre-
sents anc of the few major efforts that has
reached the West of the struggling Marxist
apposition in Eastern Europe.

However, it is also a boak that the recent
events in Poland must finally condemn to
the wasterpaper basket. For the basic pre-
mise of the book is that classical Marxism
hay failed because the working class is no
long: a m;a:l:'nglul foree in society, The
cvents in Poland i
el I‘orwgr_hlw surely dismissed

Rudolph Bahro s an East Ger, intel-
fectual and was himself part n[lh:'l:LrnI::fcl-

raey, For this book he was sacked, ;
and finally released after an inte,
ecampaign. So it is with interest thy
open o book whi ised such a stir. 1y ;
easy to see why he was given the sac
tells us that the working class are power|ess
that the burcaucracy is a conservative sacia|
force, and the economy is in a mess. So by,
18 the situation, he says, that it has p;
Marx wrong because private prope
been abolished and yet exploitation is st
with us.

Yet, after all this, he goes on to des
the societies that existin Ea
‘proto-socialist’. Not only that, but he d
fends the course of action that Stalin and
the other bureaucrats took. To Bahro, th
Russian revolution was not primarily ab,
socialism, but about finding a ‘non- capital
ist road’ to industrialisation (p.50). A rc
later followed by Mao Ze Dong, Nkrum
and Castro. This, he says,

represents today something ine

greater and more diverse than in the e

Marx {p. 150},

So, are we to think that the purg
Russia inthe 1930’ and the trial of the G
of Four today represent the ri )
forward? In a word, Yes! After all, th
working class had to be made to work:

The Socialist state has fullfilled the m

important double function of achi

labour discipline and combatting the
itarian tendencies of the masses. Thi.
the condition for economic advance

133).

Bahro, wise sage that he is, has lost the
eager glow of youth

In its eritical realism, this analysis may at
first present the appearance of an apology
All those characteristic forms of dor
tion ever which, as naive communists, we
were first disillusioned and then cnraged
will show themsclves o be practically
unavoidable consequences of a definitc
historical progress (p.139).

Unfortunately Bahro, like most East Eu
fopean dissident intellectuals, is still basic
ally a lefi-wing Stalinist. When Trotsky left
Russia forever in 1928 1o go into exile in the
West, he took with him the last remnants of
the elassical Marxism that had m th
revolution. In that tradition, the wor
class was always given pride of place. Th
ideas of miernationalism, working class
solidarity, and revolutionary action surviv
ed, and were deyeloped by various group:
around the world. In Eastern Europe, the
Were exterminated, Not only people but
books were destroyed. The Russian
dissident, Roy Medyedey, says he could
only abtain one book by Trotsky, My Life
innearly 20 years, and that only through the
underground.

No wonder, then, that Bahro rejects the
idea that the working class can achieve
anything

“The concept of the working class no longer
Has any definable object in our social
system, and, what is far more important, it
has no object that can appear as s
practical action (p.1E2)

Ihe cvents in Poland in December 1970
show. to him, only how easily the working
elass can be led back to work (p.190). He
failed to sce the beginnings of a new wave of
working class action, In fact, he dismisses
the workers with contempt
What, then, does Bahro want, and how
will heachieve it? He talks not of revolution
but of ‘general emancipation”. His ideal was
the Czechoslavakia of 1968, a struggle led
initially by the bureaucracy. Bahro loses
sight of the fact that the bureaucracy was
only concerned with improving its own
position, and collapsed when faced with a
working class prepared to fight the Russian
tanks. His ideal seems to be Yugoslavia
The Yugoslav case proves that a combin-
ation of eentral state power and factory
gouneils . . . . 15 al any rate possible (p.
194).
Yugoslavia, in fact, is just another bur-
ecaueratic monster, but with more window-
dressing. The only ones fooled are those
who want ta be fooled
Bahro secs the source of change as com
ing basically from the burcaucracy itsell. It
is an essentially reformist view. Bahro, like
all reformists, whether in the West or the
East, blurs class divisions and conflicts in
his writings. It is no wonder that he sees an
historic parallel to the struggle he secks to
wage in that of the Christians in Roman
times;
The Christians won over Romans at a level
that transeended class contradictions and
portended a new type of state and society
(p.258)
All 1 can say, is that Rudolph Bahroand his
followers had better watch out that they do
not get eaten by the lions,
Bradley Bowden

Development
Economics

1an Roxhorough
Theories of Underdevelopment
Macmillan, 1979, $14.50

A FRIMARY thesis of bourgeois studies of the
third world economies has been that a
closer integration into the world market
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would inevitably lead 1o economic develop-
ment. Marx and Lenin had shared the
expectation that foreign capital would
result in the development of indigenous
working classes whose growth would hasten
the proletarian revolution

But after the world depression of the '30s
and the war of the '40s the advanced
economies grew dramatically, In contrast
the third world countries did not. Country
after country, advised by leading
cconomists, attempted to promote
economic development by shifting from
primary exporis to ‘import substituted
industrialisation’. The failure of these
policies stimulated the study of the relation-
ship between the third world economics and
the world markets — the science of develop-
ment economics was horn

Marxists too had their problems, and
many set about studying the connection
between economic dependence and national
economic development. These studies soon
turmed in on themselves and became
entangled in debate about the transition
from feudalism to capitalism, the nature of
state power, the revolutionary role of the
peasantry, and so on, until no-one was
really sure what was really Marxist, and
what was not. Revisionism was a potential
carcer. The result is that much of the work
of the fiftics and carly sixtics in the “Marxist
mould is confusing and politically suspect.
The theories of Frank ignored class
structure (using theories derived from that
most eminent bourgeois Talcott Parsons),
and Fanon and Debray glorified the role of
the peasantry in a profoundly voluntaristic
manner

Later attempts to come to terms with the
obvious reality of the world cconomic
system resulted in massive over- generalisia-
tion so that whilst theoretically feasible,
these theories were politically useless

At last we now have a book which clearly
and perceptively disentangles the polemic
from analysis and spells outtheimplications
of this particular theoretical legacy. He
examines the weakne of Trotsky's
theory of permanent revolution, ithe
fraudulent claims of Stalinist theory to have
developed a road to ‘socialism in one
country’, the baurgeois nationalist politics
behind Cuba’s development, and in a
detailed analysis of Bolivia, Cuba and
Chile, he demonstrates the value of Clff's
thesis of ‘deflected permanent revolution”

He auacks the classical conceptions of
the peasantry, arguing that the economic
relations of production on the land are
considerably more diversified and complex
than is usually understood. The inter-
connections between class struggle, inter-
national competition, strangled economic
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development, religious groups, and sc
result in individ ual patterns of de
which cannot be identified by lifting ¢
of Marx or Lenin.

As ever, Marxism must
conerete analysis and the aut

nks

r with

r indicates
the manner in which this is (o be achieved
with some detailed analysis, In a sense, this

is the proof of the pudding and it is
that the book was not lg
i
tisa very
refreshing book which brushes away the
cobwebs of bourgeois, Stalimist, and
orthodox-Trotskyist theory and hopefully
it will help 1o lay the ghosts of Guevarism
and Castroism so prominent in the sixties

Continued from
Page 23

At one point, Tom concedes to the left
nationalists their argument that the Trotskyist
position “‘conflicts with events which workers
sec every day. Australians know thatdecisions
which affect their daily lives are made in New
York, London or Tokyo' (p.39). Now this is
true. But it is also true that American workers
ccted by decisions tak

As the u.N. st guote above als
is the usa the largest singl
source of foreign investment flows, but it is
also the largest single target for such invest-
ment (in 1970 Sus 1,030 million worth of
foreign investment flowed into the usa)

Some Amer British) workers are
sctually affected by decisions taken by
Australian companies (for example, American
ish emplayees of the Murdoch press).
s 50 because, as Kidran (and alsu
Nigel Harris) have argued, the decisive feature
of the post-war period has heen the develop-
ment of capitalism into a truly world system
with, increasingly, a world bourgeoisie and a
world proletariat. Tom concludes that ‘left
nationalism in the present period has tended to
be largely a populist false consciousness which
overlays what arc basically militant class
struggles' (p.44). Again, this is undoubtedly
true. But itis trug not only of Australia, but also
of many other advanced capitalist countries
And what socialists have to do, in Australia
and throughout the advanced capitalistworld,
is to scek to expose the very falseness of that
consciousness, and to substitute for it an
internationalist, and socialist, cOnseiousnEss
which counterposes the interests of the world
working class 1o those of the warld ruling
class

outside

ol o

shows,

Valery Hall
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