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It is proposed that this important article be used as basic study 
material in study classes in all States. See footnote: "Historical 
background to Jacques Duclos' articie/' 

For international so idarity 
against opportunism 

Reprinted from PolitIcal A//airs, April 1977, theoretical journal of the 
Communjst Party of the USA. 

byJIMWEST 

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

It is not only the size of these parties which make them outstanding. 
It is also their history of struggle against fascism, in defense of the 
interests of the working class and oppressed peoples, their proletarian 
internationalism (one may cite Algiers and Vietnam), their struggle for 

~. peace, which have brought them to their present size and influence among 
the working class and masses- of their countries as well as their international 
prestige. 

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

We recall with gratitude the invaluable contribution rendered our Party 
by the historic Duclos article which strengthened the position of the 
Marxist-Leninist forces opposing Browder revisionism. We regarded the 



Dudos article as fraterna l assis tance, the help which class brother gives 
class brother. On the ot her hand , the revisionists angrily and arrogantly ' 
rejected it as "gross interference and a viola tion of the right to independently 
make our own decisions. " Needless to say. it was not Du los. but the 
U.S. Communists who decided to expel Browder. And our Party is 

indebted to our French comrades for their help in difficult time. {See explanatory 
note at end of art icle). 

It is in that ~pirit of proletarian internationalism that we write these 
words. We agree with Enrico Berlinguer, General Secretary of the Com
munist Party of Italy, who said , "In the present conditi ns , the ideas 
and potential of internationalism are more vital and effective than ever" 
and we find ourselves in accord with the declaration of the French 
Party's 22nd Congress, which said, "The importance of our national tasks , 
the significance we attach to the interests and well-being of our own country 
in no way detract from our internationalist duty." 

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

We refer pecifically to the article, "A New Policy of --the French 
Communists?" by Jean Kanapa, head of the foreign affairs section 
of the Communist Pany of France, which appeared in the January 1977 
issue of Foreign Affairs, a quarterly published by the Big Business outfit, 
the Council of Foreign Relations , with close ties to the U .S. State Department 
and the interview given to the Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade 
on October 18, 1976, in Florence, Italy, by Sergio Segre, head of the 
international relat ions office of the Communist Party of Italy, which has 
been circulated in Left circles in the United States. Segre also wrote 
an article, "The 'Com munist Question' in Italy" for the July 1976 
Foreign Affairs. 

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

We recognize that as a result o f the shift in the world balance of forces 
- the ever-growing strength a nd power of the world of creative labor, 
of socialism a nd national libera tion, and the defeats and setbacks inflicted 
on US imperialism, the latter is compelled to retreat and manoeuvre. 
We know it has compelling self-interest reasons to adapt to the reality 
of mil itary-strategic parity between the USSR and<the USA. 

But we also know that powerful circles. such as the Pentagon, represented 
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by such figures as National Security Advisor Brezezmskl Senator Henry-
Jackson, el. aI. , seek to maneuvre detente to gain some' new advantages 
over the USS~, to attempt to restore the balance in favor of VS imperialism, 
to frustrate dIsarmament and prevent limitations on the arms race. Witness, 
for example, the result of their influence on the one-sided proposals 
tabled by Secretary of State Cyrus Vance in Moscow on stra tegic arms 
limitation, which the USS R had no recourse but to promptly reject. 

~h~ V.S. imperialists want a Western Europe which is anti -Soviet, anti
soclaiJsl. ~o aI?ount. of concession to them by anyone calling himself 
~ Commu~lst "':'Ill satisfy them until they have positive proof that one 
IS also antl-S?Vlet and anti-socialist, that is, until one ceases in fact to 
be a Communist. 

Segre holds out the prospect before the United States of Italy becoming 
"an element of democratic progress and stabilization within the Atlantic 
Alliance." Kanapa advises the U .S. transnational corporations that 
"businessmen are the first to know they have nothing to gain" by the 
breaking of "the bonds - economic and otherwise - which have been 
established among the Western countries ." These bonds, he affirms, 
would not be broken by the Communists coming into the government. 

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

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

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

Among some younger comrades and Leftward moving youth and adults, 
the Kanapa-Segre views raise many questions on the positions of the 
French and Italian Parties which give rise to confusion on some Marx;o;t-
Leninis t principles _ I 



The French and ltalian Part ies speak for themselves, of course; we can 
not speak for the specific, national features of their policies and will not 
presume to do SQ . We do hold to the view, however that Kanapa 
and Segre bend and distort their Parties' histories and traditions to point 
of opportunism and revision ism. We shall discuss their concepts as 
they impinge on the policies of our Party and on our understanding 
of the universally valid principles of Marxism-Leninism. 

Both Kanapa and Segre proceed from the fact that their countries 
are in a "deep and lasting crisis." Neither sees any connection between 
the crisis and the general crisis of capitalism, neither speaks of it. Both 
speak of solving the crisis within the framework of the" Atlantic community." 

Each holds that it is in the interests of the United States that their 
countries come out of the crisis. Why only of the United States? 
What kind of "solution" would be in the interests of the United 
States , and more to the point, to whose interests in the United States? 
These questions are ostensibly unanswered. 

Yet the articles as a whole provide the answers. 

We U .S. Communists can no t forget that we live in a class society 
in which state monopoly capitalism exploits and oppresses the working 
class, the Black, Puerto Rican, Chicano, Native American Indian and other 
minorities and other socia l stra ta. 

We can not forget the avowed aim of our ruling class to be Number 
One in the world a t the expense of the peoples of the world as well 
as at the expense of its imperialist rival/allies . We can not forget 
ifs bru ta l wars of aggress ion, its propensity to violence at home 
and abroad, the fact that it was the first and only power to use the 
atom bomb agains t civilian populations, its racism and anti-Communism, 
etc . 

Segre, for his part, pictures an Italian government with Communist 
participation which preserves the "military-strategic equilibrium between the 
two blocs" (NATO and Warsaw Pact) . He maintains that Ita ly's withdrawal 
from NATO would " damage or destroy one of the premises on which 
the whole process of detente rests!" 

From this, one must conclude that the cause of detente and world 
peace would not be strengthened by the withdrawal of Italy (and France) 
from NATO! But without strategically located France and Italy, how 
lo ng would the anti -Communist, anti-working class NATO last? In fact, 
except for the threat posed by NATO, there would be no need for the 
Warsaw Pact, which was reated as a def~sive alliance in response 
to the formation of NATO. The Warsaw Pact countries have repeatedly 
proposed the simultaneous dissolution of the two alliances. 
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Clear, one would think. But when one forgets or Ignores the essential 
difference between NATO and the Warsaw Pact, when one discards the 
class approach and reduces everything to "the confrontation among the 
great powers" equating the USSR to the U.S., then, of course, one finds 
it easy to justify NATO and "maintaining the equilibrium." 

It is not for nothing that this equilibrium has been called "the balance 
of terror" by its proponents in the United States. And this is regarded 
as a favorable condition for the peaceful road to socialism? 

To be sure, this equilibrium is one of the factors which necessitates 
detente. But the object of detente is to move Europe and the world 
beyond the military confrontation to an end to military blocs, the arms 
race and atomic weapons. In a word, detente is a bridge away from 
the cold war to a state of peaceful coexistence. 

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

Again, neither Segre nor Kanapa refer to the general crisis of capitalisQ1 
and the shift in the world balance of forces away from imperialism 
and toward national independence and socialism . 

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

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

"There is really only one country in the world that did not turn to 
the right fo llowing the crisis of 1929, and that was the United States, 
with the New Deal," says Segre. In this one sweepi ng assertion, Segre 
negates the socia list Soviet Union as a country with a form of democracy 
fa r superior to any that capitalism has ever produced. 

Further, he fal sifies U. S. history, covering up Roosevelt's initial moves 
to the Right, moves which were defeated only by the mass upsurge in 
which the Communist Party, USA played a decisive role and which com
pelled Roosevelt to inaugurate the progressive New Deal measures . Ignored, 
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LOO, is Roosevelt 's aid to Frartco under the spuri ous "neutra li ty po licy, " 
the upport for C hamberlain 's Munich policy, the active support to Manner
heim , and the tremendous struggle that had to be waged to turn the 
U.S . in the anti -Axfs, anti -fascist directi on. 

Such omissions, combined with the a tt ributi on to the U .S. rul ing cl ass 
o f democra ti c motivation, are not accidental . T hey fl ow from underestimation 
o f th t: ro le of the work ing class and overes tima ti on of the strength 
o f the rul ing class, especia lly the U.S. ruling class. 

In providing an overa ll framework and justi fica ti on fo r the pos itions 
f hey develop , Kanapa and Segre put fo rward the idea th a t democracy 
is the cureall to all problems. 

T he democracy that is projected is an abstract one; it means a ll things 
iO ' all people. T he class essence of democracy is entirely miss ing. 

At one point Kana pa speaks of the Common Program on which both 
th e Communist Party and the Socialist Party stand in France as "being 
a great step fo rward on the road to democracy" (emphasis added) , 
as though no democracy wha tsoever exis ts? 

And what kind o f democracy does Kanapa have in mind when he says 
he wan ts to " tak e back fro m their [t he 'barons' of big industry and high 
finance) the main levers o f control " ? Who had these main levers before, 
who would Kanapa give them " back" to? 

Kanapa writ es of a " socia li sm which must be authen tically democratic" 
(emphasis added). What is a uthentic? By what class standards is it 
measured? He doesn ' t say . He says, "Democracy is the sole machine 
tha t will make France move forward." When you say machine, you 
usua ll y refer 10 a mechanism o f some specific shape and form. What 
structure, what mechanism? T he existing state machine, or what? 
Ka napa doesn't say. 

But he does say what kind of "machine" a nd what kind of democracy 
he does not want - the dictatorship of the proletariat! In fact, he 
speaks o f it in the same breath with totalitarianism and personal power! 

Kanapa makes it quite clear tha t he means abandonment of the very 
co ncep t - not just the phrase - of dictatorship of the proletariat. 
T o make it appear tha t this is no t such a big thing a ft er all, he casually 
remarks that it is " class ically considered by the commun ist movement 
as a co ndition of sociali sm " (emph as is added) . But no, Comrade Kanapa, 
it is 1I0 t a condition of sociqlism; it is the essential condition of socialism, 
the guarantee of the development of the maximum democracy a ttainable 
in a world where classes still ex ist. 

6 



---- -------------
In turning his back on the dictatorship of the proletariat, Kanapa 

repudiates the great heritage of the French working class, the Paris 
Commune and its profound bequest to the international working class. 

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

"France of 1977 is not Russia of 1917; only the small ultra-left 
groups dream of the D-Day of armed rebellion," K~mapa proclaims. 

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

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

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

Every party has the right and obligation t9 work out its own road' to 
socialism. History shows that such far-reaching decisions are made in 
consultation with the masses in strllggle and drawn from their history 
and experience, nationally and internationally; and not "decided" upon 
exclusively within Party circles. 

No Party, of course, sets itself up as the sole authority as to the road 
another p.arty should take. To imply that it is necessary to repudiate 
the experience of other Parties in order t9 work out one's independent 
course is a sign of immaturity among other things, to say the least. 
It is a kind of reverse dependency instead of independence. 

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

The Lenin!st decision to carry out the October Revolution by armed 
means. for example. came only after the historic moment had passed 
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wl1Cn a peaceful taking 01 power was possible. Lenin saw this possibilit y 
and the Bolsheviks did all in their power to materialize it. But the 
historica lly n eeting moment passed. H istory records that the revolution 
it self was pract ica lly bloodless. It was the Civil War and the interv'ntion 
of 14 capi talist states which brought violence and bloodshed. 

To COll1pal e Lenin's Party to t he small ultra-Left groups, a nd th Great 
October Socia list Revolution , the greatest event of the century, to an 
"armeo rebellion" is vile slander indeed . All the more so in the face 
of the wcll -k now,n ~truggles waged by the Bolsheviks against ultra -Left 
oppollunism and putschisrn. 

It is false to present Lenin and Leninism as being opposed to democracy. 
Lenin's works are replete with the call to struggle for more and more 
democracy as th road to so ialism. But Lenin never mocked common 
s nse and history, as Kanapa does. "If we are not to mock common 

nse and history," Lenin wrote, "it is obvious that we cannot speak of 
'pure democra y' as long as different cia ses exist; we can only speak of 
class democracy. " ( ollected Works, Vol. 28, page 242). 

ft is false to make it appear that Lenin wanted only one party in the 
Soviet Union. The impact of the Revolution had smashed the bourgeois 
and Clarist part i s whose leaders had led the counter-revolution or ned 
the country. The Social Revolutionaries, as a middle stra ta pa rty , existed 
and operated in the early years of the Soviet Republic. It brought 
about ilS own demi e, 10, ing any meaningful mass support , by going over 
to th ' side o f the enemy . 

In a lmost a ll o ther sociali st countries of Eastern Europe, peasant, 
agrarian, sma ll -holder a nd other parties exist and cooperate with the Com
mu ni st and Workers' Parties. What would be so different in France 
and Ita ly? That they would permit parties to exist which would work 
for a return to capitalism? We are confident that the French and Italian 
workers and peasants, remembering the lessons of the Pari s Commune, 
of Chi le, of Cz.echos lovakia, of the civi l war in the young Soviet Republic , 
will have the final word on this score, and no t the advocates o f a 
non -existence "pure" democracy. 

It is fal se and slanderous to imply, as Kanapa and Segre do, that 
all Eastern European countries, on estab li shing socialist governments, 
"nationalized all industrial and commercial enterprises a nd coJlect ived 
fami ly farmers ." 

Wh n Kanapa writes ·that "the French Communi sts do ~ot i.ntend to 
imitate the experi ence of th countri es of Eastern Europe 111 th iS reg~rd 
(religion) or a ny other," he is misrepresenting t.he truth ... ro~ separatJO~ 
of ch urch and sta te, which he ca ll s " the republl,can tradition 111 Fran~e, 
camc abou t in Russia only as a resu lt ,o.r the . Oc~ober Revolutlo.n, 
,\110 fr ecdom o f religion as well as from reli gion eX ists 111 all the SOCiali st 
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countries. In so me, the sociali st stat even assists in the res toration 
and bui lding of churches. And Kanapa, we are sure , knows t)lis very 
well. 

The young Soviet Republic encouraged t he landless peasants to ex pr opriatc 
the big land lords and come into possess io ll , for the first tim e, of fami ly
sized farms . The movement toward co ll ective farms , a superior sys tem , 
started more than ten years after th e Revo lution . )n the German Democrati c 
Repub lic and other socia lis t lands , nationa liza tion o f only the b iggest 
monopoly enterpri s s took place to begin with , in mo t cases the e having 
belonged to war crimina ls, and sma ll and medium businesses co ntinued to 
opera te for many years. 

It is false to claim, as Kanapa does, that the French Communist 
P::trlv in J934 "conceived of the keyno te of the Popular Front despite 
the opposition or the Communi st Interna tional ," (emphasis in ori 'inal). 
The fact is that within six week s of the projection of the Popu lar Front 
concep t by Ma urice Thorez, the Executive Committee of the Co mmun ist 
Internationa l endorsed the French Party's in itiative with o nl y a minor ity 
o pposed (Lozovsky), and the leadership of the CPSU "expressed" satisi faction 
at the bold policy of unity ." (Outline H is /ory of the Com m unis! International 
Progress P llb lishers, Moscow, 1973) . 

"We are a na tional pa rty with a n internat io na l vi sion ," says Segre. 
But what Com m unist or Workers' Party - or for tha t ma ll er, what 
po litical pa rt y in genera), is not? 

T he ques ti o n is what kind o f natio nal party, what kind of international 
vision? If one rejects pro letarian internationalism, what kind of interna tionaljsm 
is le ft ? 

Segre rejects Ma rxism -Leninism as a " closed doc trine." But who closed 
it ? Did not Mar~ and Lenin declare that it must grow a nd develop . 

Wha t kind o f ti lting a t windmills is this, a nd for wha t purpose? 
Fa r from bei ng "closed ," Marx ism-Leninism is being enriched a nd develo ped 
in a ll di rec tions based on the mult i- faceted experi ences o f victorious socia lism 
a nd working class a nd libera ti o n struggles on all continents . 

Segre quotes Palmiro Toglia tti as saying, " No theory has ever succeeded 
in becoming a universal theory." Evidently , Toglia tti did not say a theory 
could not become a universal theory . Certainly, no theory o f society 
be fo re Marxism-Leninism could become universal because they all came in to 
confli ct with rea li ty. Only Marxi sm -Leninism is based on reality , a nd has 
no sta ke in o bscur ing the rea lity o f class dominatiq n and exploitatio n . 
No thing has happended to show that it is incapable of being a universal 
theory. To the contra ry , a ll development moves in the opposite direction . 
W ha t should be added is tha t it can be a universal theory in fact on ly 
by the strugg le to upho ld a nd develop it in a ll di rections and in the struggle 
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against levisionism and Right and Left opportunism. 

In the science of nutrition, it has been es tablished that protein is 
essentia.1 to human life everywhere on earth. This is everywhere recognized, 
hence It can be called a universal scientific truth. But the science 
of nutrition doe not say you must take protein only in the form of beef. 
If beef doesn ' t suit you, take lamb, or pork, or fish, or eggs, or cheese 
or some other form of protein. But, please, just because you may not 
like beef, do not reject aU protein and go on an all-carbohydrate diet 
for you will find, despite its sweet temptations, that it is suicidal! 

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

"Basically, it seems to me at least that the tri-polar policy with the 
Vnited State ha been carrying out (with respect to the USSR and 
China) has been a responsible policy." Segre uses the word "responsible" 
without spelling out for whose benefit and to what ends. One must 
be very naive or trust ing of U .S. imperialism not to recognize V.S. 
imperialism's effort to exploit Maoism not only against the USSR but also 
against the working class and national liberation movements in all lands. 

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

History tells us that a Thiers called in the Prussian army to crush 
the Paris Commune. Is Kanapa assuring us that the French ruling class 
has changed its tripes, that there are no more Thiers? And that the U.S. 
imperialists, the would-be destroyers ot the popularty-electe<l AUen<le govern
ment of Chile, the would-be assassins of Fidel Castro, etc., etc., 
would calmly accept the popular electoral will of the French people? 

V.S. imperialism and its class brothers in France need no assurance 
from Kanapa that they will have the democratic right to maneuver a 
Socialist-Communist government out of office by means of the ballot; 
they will aLlempt to use whatever means are· needed in their view to 
bring about the downfall of such a government. 



The peaceful road to socialism is not a new idea let alone a French 
or Italian idea. It is a possibility Lenin foresaw a~ far back as 1917. 
And Marx and En gels indicated, even earlier , certain conditions in which 
this might be possible . 

. It is an idea which has taken on grea ter possibilities of realization 
m the wake of World War 11, with the deepening of the genera l crisis 
of capitalism and the shift in the world balance of fore s. It is an idea 
which has possibilities for any country, depending on time and circumstances 
not the least of which is the cohesion and international solidar ity of th~ 
th ree componen ts of today's revolutionary process: the socialist countries 
the national liberation movements and the working class movements in th~ 
capitalist countries. 

The peaceful road to socialism is not, however, a non-struggle road, 
nor is it exclusively the electoral road. The electoral struggle and e1 ec(l1ral 
victory is a major component of it, and at given moments the decisive 
element, but it cannot be the sole element in the struggle to end monopoly 
capitalism's reign . 

A lmost a qua rt er of a century ago, in 1953 (in the midst of the McCarthy 
Era) the Communist ParLy, USA, wrote: 

No minority can br ing socialism into being; it cannot be imported and 
it certainly cannot be forced upon the people against its will. Actually, 
it can come only by way of fighting for more democra,·v . a higher 
degree of economic security, and a world of peace . .. . 

The governmental form of socia li sm in our country, and th ~ n:ethods 
whereby it arrives, will be determined by a combination of many factors 
such as the historic traditions and inst itutions of our country, the experience 
of the people themselves in the fight for social progress, and the 
conditions in which the new society is born. It is in the people that 
all power resides, and it is the people who will ultimately decide these 
questions .. . 

As 10 what the Communists prejer and javor - what we would like 
to see - that is a matter which is clearly estab li shed in the record . 
Communists always prefer the least cost ly way for the people, the way 
of the maximum good for the maximum number, the road along which 
it is eas iest and best for the people to movejorward ... 

Because Communists do advocate the least costly and leas t painful 
road forward 10 socialism - the mos t democra ti c road and the only one 
that can be successful - do we favor the working class 10 develop 
alliances with the 17 million Negro people, the millions of poor farmers, 
and the lower-income groups of the city middle strata - so that a grand 
alliance of all people who are oppressed by monopoly - the vast majority 
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may be tormed to facilit a te the whole democra ti c movemen t fo rward ... 

Comm unists reject a nd condemn a n y and a ll a tt empts or a ny small 
minor ity to fo ist its will o n the majority - that ' s wh y we o ppose capitalism 
and its hideo us o rrsprill g, fa scism .. . . 

S tee l kings and big money lo rds who murder stri king steelwo r ke rs see king 
uni o ll recognitio n and a few cents wage increase wi ll no t hes ita te to use 
th e ut mos t force a nd vio lence to keep their roll en system alive. Warmakers 
who pin th eir ho pes on the atom -bomb as the 'new diplo macy ' governmen t 
re lat ions in the fami ly o f nations are simply telling the world t hat it is 
(hey who have em braced force and vio lence ... . 

In this sense, the Communists deem it a solemn duty to warn wor kers 
to be ready to defend themselves - that whi le wc hope a nd work for 
th' best alld eas iest way to socia l progress, to a lso be prepared to expect 
th worst. As a res ponsible a nd truth -speaking party o r the working 
class, we can do no less. A nd fo r this, we enj oy the hatred o r the 
capi talist class." (All emphas is in o ri gina l. SIeel Labor's R oad, pages 
78-79). 

These princip les still hold. We are, then, not dealing with new di scoveries 
or uniquely French of It~lian experiences. What we do fa e in the 
Kanapa presentation IS a onc sided, and therefore unrealistic vie v of the road 
to socialism. 

It IS sad, indeed, when the leader or a Party stoops to slander 
a brother Party in 01 der to justify his own opportunist positiolls. 

Apparently stung by a question about the possib ility of a Right 
opportllnist danger in his party, asked of him by a Lincoln Brigade 
veteran, Segre could do no more than make this slanderous re tor t : 
"I want to lim it myself to the situation of a few coun tries, including 
son1(> big ones. Some Communists Parties, including some big ones. 
<;oll1e Communist Parties count very litt le or not at all in the act ual 
political lives of their countries. Why don' t they count'! Because these 
are parties that in the las t 30 yea rs have simply done not hing bu t make 
propaganda for socia lism, a nd have never really given an answer to the 
problems of thdr countr ies. Basically, they were parties that very often 
seemed to be nothing bu t sound ing boards for the Soviet U nion and its 
polit i('s in Eastern Europe," so says Segre. 

When Scgre speaks of a b ig count ry , he isn ' t ta lking of Denmark. 
What ot her pa rt y but the Communist Party , USA, is he ta lking abo ut? 
And the bes t he ca n bril1g himselr to say is to agree with the J. 
Edgar Hoover-Birch ite-ultra-Right slander that the ·CPUSA is but a mouthpiece, 
a ll i list rume nt o f Sov iet policy ! 
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When Kanapa, wr itillg o f wha t he ca ll s tlt e French Party's int olerance 
o f "foreign in tervent io n" says that he is "even a rroga nt O il thi s point," 
he was surely voicing Segre's fce lillgs as we ll. 

It would be ve ry easy \ 0 Illake ()11l a case of " fore ign irllerfcrencc" 
into th e a ffa irs o f the C PUSA by the Ka napa and Segre document s. 
But we are not int eres ted in maki ng such a charge, and, in fa ct, we lcom 
'omradely discuss io n of d iffe rences as an expr\'ss ion of workinlI.-·.f:;.,s 
in ternationalism and frate rn al assista nce . 

Hut we resent and reject as a sla ndelo Ll s lie the foreign agent ca lumn y, 
w het her it ·o mes fro m ou t righ t class enem ies a J1 d react iona ries or from 
"comrade." The who le sys tem of McCarth yite repress ion in the ea rl y 
yea rs of th e Co ld War was erected on this big li e and slander . Under 
the hys teria crea ted by such calumnies, Co mmu nists were jai led a nd dr iven 
o ff t heir jobs. GLlS Ha ll , o ur Genera l Secreta ry, spent 8 years in pri so n 
an d Henry Willston, our Cha irman, lost his sight due to offic ia l govef"lll11 ent 
neglect whil e serving a long pr ison term . 

Can this be unknown to Segre? To reV ive thi s big lie at a time wh en 
it is fast losing it s credib il ity in th e U.S. is a stra nge thing, indeed. 
Certainly, it is not co mradely, fra terna l ass ista nce. Ra ther , it has mol" 
in common wit h strik e-brea king, with the break ing o f ranks in deference 
to th e class enemy . 

Segre's asse~sm e nt of the CPUSA shows he knows li tt le or not hing 
about the Unit ed States. PuttiJ1g up a fi erce show o f res istance agains t 
following th e models or roads of any o ther country - whi ch !l 0 OJ1 e 
is fo rcing on him - he ev idently beli eves tha t It ali an ex peri ence is 
sufficielll to measure the situa ti on and probl ems in a ll o the r count ries . 

But our Party had an opportunity to fo llow Segre 's co ncept s when 
Browderi sm tempora ril y preva iled in o ur ranks. Had we not clea nsed 
ourse lves of tha t oppo rtuni sm, our Part y would have been caught to ta ll y 
unprepared fo r the cold war-McCarthyite onslaught. It would have been 
completely wiped out , as were so ma ny other "Left" and progress ive 
groups which cou ld not go beyond bourgeois li berali sm and accommodatio n 
to capita lism. 

As it is , the Commu nist Party survived th e era o f repress ion and 
has re-emerged as the stronges t fo rce on the Left in our country, whereas 
individuals and groups which embrace Right or Left opportunist and revisonist 
views, includ ing "Eurocolllmunist" and Maoist views, a re stuck in the 
qllagmires of stagna tion o r have gone out of exis tence a lt oge th er. 

Our Par ty exer ts an influence far beyond it s as yet rela ti ve ly sma ll 
num bers. It is eno ugh to reca ll it s roles In the mass struggles 
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aJ! in .. ! the barbaric war agam t Vietnam, III the truggles agamst McCanhyism 
and for democratic rights. in the struggles againsl raci m and for full 
equality of BI cl... Puerto Rican, Chicano, Nalive American Indian and 
other oppressed groups, its role in Ihe de fen e of the li\·ing landards 
and .iob c nditions of Ihe working cia and for the dem ratizalion of 
Ihe trade uniom. on the ba is of las.. lruggle poli ies, it role in Ihe 
fight for detenle and an end to the arms ra e, 'or democratizing the 
electoral proces - and opening the road 10 a new anli-monopol party 
based on labor 3' the political expre ion of a grand anti-monopoly 
aI1l311\:e. 

Wc believe \"c under tand the dialeclical reJalionship bel ,'cen quality 
and lIuantily. In r building our Pari), und r difficuh conditions, 1 e 
""C\ adherence 10 Mar 'i I-Lenini ", principles and flexibililY in lacti . 

new generation of Mar iSI-Leninist i coming imo Part}' leader hip. 
T gelher 1 ith Ihe \'eteran , I he}' will produce Ihal Communi I Parly or 
mass influence \: 'hich our count ry sorely needs. 

aturaJly. \\: are.:li ali fied wilh o ur size and influence. W know 
we ha\"c weakn~ and shortcomings to over ome. Bul .her is n Ihing 
\\fong "ith u., Ihat rc\·i ioni m and opponunism can clIr. 'Vc ha\7e 
:-.ccn ,hat re "isioni m did to o llr Parly when it had 100,000 member . 
'Ve have paid aver}' hea ')" price for il" and it ha: taken man),' years 
I (l 0\ erCl.'ll1le. 

ThaI i. why 'e e 'pr ., ollr c n enl when we recognize lhe hallmark 
or re i,ioni<;;1 opportuni""m in the Kanapa and Segre articles. No nelheJess, 
we have great confidence in the working classes of Fran:ce and haJl'. 
and in thei.- abili[y and (:apa ' ily to dear away the cobwebs of fuzzy, 
ob"cllrallli~l. Ilon-class idea!;; and concept and 10 uphold their gr-eal Mau.-isU
Lenini I Iraditioll". 

\ e know the spuril of Ihe Commune lives in the land of its birlh. 
The French working class will never .-enounce ils birtJlrighL Neither will 
Ihe Italian wo.-king class. Bolh. we are confidenl. will renounce opportunjsm 
and r isionism. 

*HISTORICAL 
BACKGROUND TO 
JACQUES DUCLOS' 
ARTICLE ON 
BROWDERISM 

AI III md of Woltd w.~ 11 a ma~kfll righl oppur1uoisl In-od ~as d~"rlopord b,' 1111' 
{ ;I'R IllI SnTr'an' of .br Communisl Par1y of 1111' URilnl Slal~ of Amt'riaI. Eart Browlkr. 
lIi~ Ihrorl' WlIS bllSt'd OD illusions arisiDR from lbr Ir"rl of ro-oprraliOR arhit'''"' ..... Wftll 

lilt" USA, Brilain aDd Ihr So"irl Dion in lhr wa~ ) 'HI'S, Bmwdrr hdd Ihr vi"" Iha. 
pruj!n's,h r fralurc-s of Ihl' T r hn·.an ,,-arlimr aRfttmenl " 'ould br implrmrnlrd b}' Ihr imprrialisl 
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counl ries. HI' advllnced Ihe theory Ihal Ihe imperialisls would work wilh Ihe ussi{ lor 
Ihl' ~omplcll' eradicatioll of fascism and wo uld co-uperalr wilh Ihe Soviel Union, .the newly
emerginj.( socialisl ~ountries :lIId Ihe wor ldn)!. class for socia l advance lowards 11 beller 
",orl cl wilhoul Ihe 1l1'cd for dass sl nlj.()!.Il' . 

In Ihl' eUI)lwril" t'ondilions of Ih ... immediale aftermalh of Allied vieh.r)' over fllSci~'lll 

hJ Ihe join I fOrl'e~ of Ihe socia lisl Soviel Union IInd th,' capilalisl demucracies, Umwder' s 
concepls won cerla in sUI)pOrl in so 111 (' olher parlies. 8rowdcrism dcvelupcd sume inl"iucnc ... 
in Ihe Communisl Parly of A.ustrlllia but Ihis was rejecled in Porty discussion; a rejection 
co~I'irmcd hy Ihe 141h Na lionul ClHlj.(rcss in A UJluSl, 1945. 

A fundamenlal ermr in Urowder's "nl'W Iheor)," was Ihal il blurred over Ihe rea lili ... , 
uf duss slruj.(j.(lc. Act uall )' it InllS ... d inlo uld illusions Ihul husic ,sndal dHlIIj.(e 10 

11 new socicl~' frel' frn m Ihe expluitalive feulures .. f Cal)ilalism could be achieved Ih .... uJlh 
SOIll" form of dass collahnra liun with " high minded " capillllisls . 

A., W.Z. ,,"n.,l er , I~adiuj.( American Cnmlllunisl , whu s lrunj.(ly oppnsed I1rowderislll, pul 
il : " nrowder' s "1)porlunis llI had in il the Iypical righl Sncial-I)ellwcralic policJ 01' class 
colllllwralinu, which means Ihe suhnrdinulion ul' Ihe w(lrking duss to Ihe dklalioll of Ihe 
c"piltllis l das~ . 1·1(' pul Ihe whole ..... lIlrnl of socicly in Ihe hands of inlcllij.(clI l ,' a l)i IUlisls. 
The "'(lrkinl( cia" had no rcvoluli onury ru le n(lr hud lilt' ('o llllnllnis l Par ly." 

IIrowdl'r I)UI lip 11 vii'" Ihul Ih,' I' .. rl~' he liquid aled anti reorj.(uniscd in lo a " lJo li lkal 
education us,oci .. lion " a lld d,'spile s lronl: opposilion Ihe May , 1944 Convcot ioll 0 1" the US 
Pari} curried Ihe Ilmwdcr linc. 

Inll' lIse i<lco loj.(kal delmle ('clll linll ... d in Ihe C l'lJSA und ulso wilhin frulernul Imrlics , 
indlldinj.( Auslralia. 

JaCllues Dudos , ,ccrclar), of Ihe Communisl Party of France, made an hislorically 
tlcdsh·(' cnnlrihulion 10 Ihis debale in a n arlicie puhlished in Ihe French Party jour"'II , 
Colliers (/11 COltlfllllllisme, in AI)ril 1945 . Dudus wrolc Ihe urlicle primaril)' ill repl y 
10 an article laudinl( Browderism in the CommuniSI paper , Frallce NOIII 'el/e and because 
Browdcr's dissolulion of Ihe Cmn munisl Purl y in Ihe Uniled Slales was enrouruginj.( liQuidalionis l 
lendendes illlhc Frellch C oml11unisl I'a r l)'. 

Th,' Dudos lIrlide had an "electri fying eHeel , us W ,Z . • ' osler recurds in his His lory 
of Ihe Communisl Purly of the United Slntes and Ihe C I'USA was reconslituled wilh a 
rev .. lul ionary line Illlsed suundl )' unlhe scicntific principles of Murxism-Leninism. 

AllIIve wc puhlish an im!l0rlllnl nrlicle from an Amcrican Communisl raisill~ some frulcrnal 

criticism of " new theories" on whllt has come tu be popularly called "Eurucnmmunis ll1 ." 

T he arlicle appeared in " "otitical Affairs ", Ihe theorelical jUtlrnal of the C I'USA in 
April Itnd Ihe wriler while 1l1lying Irihute 10 the Communisl Parlies of France and Ilaly 
as greal working class Illlrlics, IlIkes liP views eXIJrcssed recenlly by leoding represenlalives 
uf Ihese parlies. 

The Sociulist Party uf Auslralia consid ... rs Ihis arlicle is 11 very importanl conlribution 
IlIw: ... ds daril y on Ihe "Eurllcllmmunism " IltlCs tiun und recommcnds its sludy by all SPA . 

I11l'm lwrs and SUI)porlers, 

W ,J. Brown 
On behelf of the 
Central Committee 
Education Committee 

15 



Job democracy and socialism 

by PAT CLANCY 

Based on noles Jor an address 10 a semi"ar on democracy in the worl<piau. 

The demand that workers have a greater say in all questions that affect them 
is a basic demand which, properly developed can be 9n important part 
of the struggle for socialism. 

The struggle for work place democracy and extension o f rights in the 
work place is an essential part of the general struggle for greater democracy 
in our social life . 

• 
This question of work place democracy is often presented extracted from 

life and dealt with as something in itself and I think, consciously and 
deliberately so as to distract the attention of workers from other aspects 
of life and to concentrate their attention in a narrow field. 

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

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

No malleT how we tinker with the capitalist system under which we 
li e and no matter what improvements we get, these improvements can't 
be last ing unless they are part of the overall struggle for a new and better 
life, that i the essential part of my concept. 

I f our horizons are limited to some concept of more worker participation 
in management, job enrichment and similar ideas then such gains would, 
in my view, be small and illusory . 
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Over recent years there has been a lot spoken and written about the 
experiments in worker participation in Germany, Sweden, Norway and 
Yugoslavia. 

We should examine experiments that have been undertaken and to draw 
the most positive as pects from them for application here in Australi a . 

However, we should al so examine the motivation of the main proponents 
of the scheme of worker-participation and involvement of workers on 
the boards o f directors of such schemes. 

Our society is domina ted by huge capitali st enterprises many of them 
multinationa ls, and the existence of sllch large scale industry with such 
enormous power in the ha nds of monopo lies limit the e ffec tiveness 
o f workers' representa ti ves on the boards o f management. 

T here has been a lot written about the industrial aspects of huma n 
re la ti ons and industrial rela tions and a ll of the other sociological cliches 
that have been developed over recent years. 

One such book was written by two United States sociologists named 
George Strauss and Len Sayle called" Personnel problems of management." 

In it there is this little gem: 

" The purpose oj business is not to make people happy (though some have 
argued otherwise) but to achif! ve its overall goals 0/ productivity and 
projitability and the purpose oj human relations is to help management 
elicit the co-operation oj people in working towards these goals. " 

Another statement is that of an American sociologist Peter Drucher 
in a book called "The New Society " and this parti cular writer makes 
no secret of his ad herence to the ideals of capi talism and the goal 
of greater profits. 

In thi s book he says: 

"The selj government oj the plant community can only be justified 
ij it strengthens management, its junctions are not only limited, they 
are also strictly subordinate. " 

We have had some experience of workers' representatives on boards 
in Australia and tha t experience has shown tha t representation of workers' 
representatives on boards of directors hasn't markedly changed th e policy 
of the particular enterprise. 

John Egerton represented the ACTU on the Board of Qantas and the 
unions representing Qantas workers put forward a log of claims on Qantas. 
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-, 
'J~hn 'Egerton calle~ all of the union representatives together insisting 

thar ~>nly top level uOlon leaders come to the meeting by special invitation 
and the aim of thqt meeting was for him to harangue the unions about 
their wrongness in making these demands and to convince them that Qantas 
couldn't afford to meet any of the demands from the unions. 

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

I am not indicating that we should not have as part of our demands 
the right to representation on boards of d irectors and influencing management 
and takin~ away from mana~ement some of the rights they now have. " 
However, I believe that we need to approach thl! question of indtrstrial 
democracy on a work ing class basis; that "tokenism" as expressed i~ J 
worker parlicipation is not an effective way of expressing our concept 
of industrial democracy. 

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

This starts and remains w.ith the strengl hening and xtemlOll of the role 
and ri 'hts of job delegates. 

It means strengthening the role of the shop committees, building and 
ex tending shop committees in every PQssibk en/ '~)ris1' it means strengthening 
job organisation so that it is ab le to take out 0 the employer 's hands 
certaIn Importan t rights. ' 

Take the quest ion of safety. How many workers have been injured 
and lost their lives as a result of management neglect of safety regulations 
and why should management have the right to determine questions of safety 
when it should . in my view . ' be solely the prerogati ve of the workers' 
organisations . 

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

While the number of unionists in Sweden and Scandinavian cou ntries 
is o f very high level, never-the-Iess, it is quite noticeable that in America 
with abOl! ?5 OJo or 26070 of the workers in trade unions, in Great 
Britain wi ' iiiI somewhat similar percentage, that tve development of workers 
participali,J ,} can be and in some instances is, an alternative to development 
of unions (\Od a mea,p,:· of drawing the workers closer to the management. 

18 



We should be extending the rights of the workers on all social and 
welfare questions of the enterprises. There should be regular consultation 
with the unions before any significant questions affecting workers is made. 
ThaI goes to all of the questions affecting workers including job design, 
job enrichment, the question of security of work and all of the other 
factors with which we are concerned . 

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

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

It is very in teres ting to look at the way in which t he concept 
of worker participation has been floated in a number o f countries 
with the attempt to hold down the struggle of the workers , to see 
what has taken place in the world over the past period . 

In the period between the two world wars the average number 
of workers on a world scale engaged in strike action was ~, 800,OOO 
a year . 

In the period from 1946 to 1963 the average was 12,000.000 per year . 

In the rest of the 19605, 53,000,000 every year and in 1970 alone 
70,000,000 workers took part in strike action. 

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

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

by BRUCE HEARN 

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

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

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

During the Vietnam war, most people recognise the radicalisation whi ch 
occurred on camouses in Australia and other countries. Austra li an youths 
(a in ong them students) were being forced to fight, possibly lay down their 
lives, in an immoral war, many thousands of miles away. Students 
react ed agains t the imperialist policies of the United SLates and Australian 
governments and were at the forefront of the anti -conscription and anti-war 
movements . 

Australia from 1949 until December 2 1972 had been ruled by the most · 
conservative and reactionary governm ent in Austra lia's history. Terti ary 
fees were astronom ically high, there were no allowances for students, 

~nd educational inSl!tutions were generall y author itarian structu res, providing 
little scope for chOIce of assessment or a studetlt voice in course content. 

The combination of there factors tended to radicalise a significant 
section o f students. Australian students were also influenced by student 
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ements 10 other countries, particularly the French and Italian student 
riots of 1968 and the student movements in the U .S. culminating in the 
massacre of students at Kent State University . 

The late sixties saw the growth of the ideas of the 'New Left,' 
Trotskyism, Anarchism, and the spread of Maoism. Overall, these ideas 
(largely emanating from the U.S.A.) tended to emphasise the revolutionary 
role of students and the need to radicaHse them as a vanguard in advanced 
capitaJist count ries. 

The main proponents of these ideas on Australian campuses war , up 
nt il the last few years the Communist Party of Australia (through 

various loosely formed communist clubs), the Maoist C.P.A.-Marxist 
Leninist (whose front organisation led by Albert Langer was the W9rk er
Student Alliance) and the embryos of Trotskyist or~anisations of which 
the main one today is the Socialist Youth Alliance. The Young 
Labor Association was not a stable organisation with consistent policies. 
The YLA approach tended 10 depend on who was most influential from 
'ampus to campus . 

As this radicalisation process continued, the leadership of A. U .S. 
increasingly came under the influence of the C.P.A., until even tl~eir 
opportunist Ifne (one of jumping on bandwagons and supporting trendy 
"Campajgns) was no longer considered to be "left" enough. The upperhand 
is now held by the Socialist Youth Alliance in conflict with the Maoists 
(now calling themselves Students for AustraJian Independence). 

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

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

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

This si tuation possibly could have continued for quite a while but for the 
1975 coup. 
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The constituti ona l overt hrow of the Labor Governmen t, the reactionary 
po licies of th e Fraser Government, t he econom ic crisis , the a ttacks o n 
the trade union movement, the real cuts in education expend itu re (coupled 
with increases in milit a ry ex penditure) , proposed re-introduction of terti ary 
fees, the proposed loans scheme, a nd the loss of va lue of T.E.A.S.; 
a ll thi s has contributed to a renewed rad ica li sa lion ::t m onp~1 ~ llld pnl ' 

III the face o f the current situation, students have turned to A. U .S. for 
sound leadership only to find A.U.S. more concerned with poli tical 
infighting than gen uinely defending a nd st ruggling for students r ights. 

Because of the power bases built within A .U. S. bv the various ultra
left factions (the orga ni sa ti on o f A. U .S. with var ious sem i-a uto nomous 
departments lends itself 10 political misuse). They have been concerned 
o nly with pursuing their own organisat io ns (be it Maoist or Tro tskyist) 
sectarian views, without rega rd to what student suppo rt there is for such 
poli cies . 

For instance , policies were passed at 1977 Ann ua l Council suppo rting 
th e Kurd ista n Liberat io n Movement (barely a know n, much less a popula r 
movement in Australia); opposing a lleged Sovi et attempts to take over 
Au stralia by lending money to a company to build flats in ll~e. Sydney 
suburb of Wooloomaoloo; decla ring tha t a ll males are compllclt In the 
act of rape; arguing for the abolition o f the entire capitali st sys tem 
(a worthy idea l, but hardly appropriate to Australi an Students in 1977) . 
One moti on was passed opposing the USSR from buildi ng port faci lities 
o n a tiny island in the Pacific ocean . 

Regard less o f the rights or wro ngs o f these mot ions onc m ust ask 
how releva nt th ey are to the role of A.U .S . and to the asp irations of 
the majority of Aus tra li a n studen ts? This last ques tion does no t concern 
the sects in control of A. U .S. ; a ll they are concerned with is getting their 
o rganisa tions po licies passed at annua l council. 

T he current infighting is largely between the ex trem ist students for 
A ustra lian Independence (Maoists) a nd the Trotskyist Socialist Youth 
Alliance, the CPA a nd other Trotskyist elements. 

T he maoists power base within A. U .S. is the media department within 
the newspaper 'National U' , and the Overseas Studen t Service' (whose 
connect ions with Asian maoist parties lin k it with the Australian maoists) . 

T~e 'Students for Australian Independence' was responsible for coward ly 
bash1l1g o f opponen ts at Melbourne Universit y and Maoists at tacked the 
Melbourne May Day march with poles sending two people to hospital 
on May I 

'Nat ional U' thi s year under S.A.1. control, has been used to attack 
A.U.S. and to provide a propaganda machine for the maoists. Large 
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arllet s ha e appeared on "A.U.S. Bureaucral ," .. oviet Imperiah 'm," 
"Blinky Bill: ' "Australian IndeIJendence." and there have been reviews of 
maoisls Ilublicalion'i . Li llle mention ha <; been made of the need~ ofludenh 
(ha\e the forgollen the s tudents'H, or A.U . .'s edu alion campaign 
for in reasing T.E.A.S., fighting education cut , the loans scheme. (he 
introduction of terliary feo. etc. 

The Trotskyi I who hold Ihe upperhand in Ihe leader hip of 
are almo t a much to blame for .U .. 's cunenl dilemma. 

The.' fail to leco~nil>C the mood of ustralian IUdelll (reil led in Ih 
Dire I Election Debate), rail to moderate A.U . .'s more {: -Ireme 1>oIicie 
and im."ohe rank and file sludenlS in A. .S. They allempl 10 maintain 
a (Ml\\er ba\C and pu h seclarian \·iew through A.U.S. Despite lhi 
hmw -el", Ihe S. Y.A. was inSl rumenlal in formulaling Ihi } caT' ..S 
education campaign t hieh \\as a IUm'e along the riglu lino . 

PrC'SCnll)' Ihe .!itruggle between Maoi I and Trolsk}'is\ faction 
moment. No end 10 Ihe internecine conllicl i in . ighl . 

gammg 

complete change i needed in leader hip. approa h to m Ih ds of wo rk _ 
am lUTe a nd policies in A.U.S. 

Despite «he facl IIial the argument in favouT of direcl e1eclion f 
office beaTers for A.U.S. sound very \·alid and democratic. they in fact 
a re il1\'aiid. undemocrali and represent pari of a right-wing aHack on A.U .S. 

A.U.S. is a Federation of ludent · bodies (organisation which exist 
al each cami)Us) nOI a union of individual members. A national election 
by all students for office be-.uers would hand m'er A.U.S. to tudents 
wiah paTt}' machine-backing (namely Liberal. ALP, or DLP forces active 
in ludent politics) - who else could afford to conduct national election 
campaigns once a year? 

Neverlheles it is importanl to recognise Ihat the majority of IUdenl5 
in Auslralia are in fa,'o ur o f such reforms. The reason 50 many 
students want to reform the electoral system of A.lLS. is not because they 
deeply believe it is undemocratic (most students wouldn ' t know how A.U.S. 
officials are elected). but because they are dissatisfied with the policies and 
cunent leadership of A .U.S. . 

The issue of elections was completely clouded in the debate and both 
sides contributed to thi. Michael Darby poke about "commos" running 
A .U.S. and attacked A.U.S.'s policies. while A.U.S. in defence. accused 
Darby of being a fascis t, polic spy, and tool of the lale. Little 

about elecUons was discussed. 

The violent attack on Darby and the alleged use of violence at A.U.S. 
executive meetings by the Maoist S.A.I. has resulted in widespread 
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rel.:ogn lli oll amongs t s tudents that the S .A. 1. a re nothing but a buneh 
o f thug~ who are hell be n t o n des troying A .U.S . 

S tudc nt s l10litics has no place in it for vio lcnce a nd so th e S. A .I. 
must be iso lat ed and exposed . 

The acti o ns by the vario us sec ts running A.U .S. are kaving A .U .S. 
wi de o pen to a tt acks by Darby (and his "coalit ion to refo rm A .U.S ." ) 
t h Liberal S tudents Federat ion , the Murdoch press (whi ch freque ntl y 
t eat u re~ large art icles a ttacking A .U.S .), a nd ot her reaction ary forces , 
which Illus t be res is ted by a ll s tudent s concerned with a nd co mmitted 
to building a s trong sound na ti o na l student uni o n. 

To date, the d eba te around A . U .S . (re fl ected in the M o nday Con fcren e 
program earlier this year ) has divided s tude nt s int o cithcr suppor ting the 
A .U .S. leadership (under Trots kyi st in flu ence), the m aois t groupi ng wit hin 
A.U.S., or Danby 's 'coalition to re form A.U.S.' 

In Vi ctor ia the ' Democrati c S tudents for Socia lism ' (es tabli shed thi s year 
o n scvera l campuses, largely as the in itiati ve o f Yo ung Socia li s t League 
members ) are o pposi ng all there fa c ti o ns and is seeking to end the po li t ica l 
in fi ghtill g. S t ude nts need to · crea te a s tro ng, united , s tudents union 
whic h will be a militant, dynami c, and powerful force capa bl e of lea din g 
~ tudents in d e fe nce of their righ ts. 

I f ever such a s tudents uni on was needed it is no w , in li g ht of t he 
reac tionary educat ion poli cies of the Fraser G overnm ent whic h are direc ted 
t)lwards maint a ining higher educa ti o n a lmost exc lusively for the pr ivi leged 
e li te. 

H owever. if A .U .S. continues on it s present course it will se lf-destruct 
with in a sho rt period of time, leav ing s tudent s at the m ercy of Fraser , 
Ca l rick a nd Co. 
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The above description was recently claimed for the Council for Mutual 
Economic Assistance (CMEA), frequently referred to in the capitalist press 
COMECON. CMEA was founded on a decision made in Januarv 1949 
by a Moscow Economic conference of European sodalist countries 
attended by representatives of Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, 
Romania and the USSR. Albania joined the Council in February 1949, 
the German Democratic Republic (GDR) in September, 1950, Mongolia 
in July, 1962, and Cuba in 1972. In 1961 Albania withdrew from the 
CMEA and is not now a member country. 

Yugoslavia while not a "full mymber of the CMEA is a "member" 
in a special category and participates actively in the organisation on an 
agreed but limited basis. 

Some socialist countries of the Asian area attend meetings of the CMEA 
bodies in an "observer" capacity. 

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

The CMEA was formed to facilitate the development of the economies 
of the participating socialist nations, to strengthen the economic position 
of the bloc of socialist countries and to cope with the imperative 
international division of labor made necessary for the most advantageous use 
of skills and resources and for the effective application of new techniques 
arising from the scientific and technical revolution . 
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During the period of its existence the CM EA has developed an extensive 
and sophisticated apparatus including fully representative policy-making, 
administra tive a nd executive bodies and two banks viz the International 
Bank of Economic Co-operation (lBEC) and the International Investment Bank 
(lIB) . 

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

T his contrasts sharply with capitalist international organisations in 
which vo ting rights are uneven e.g. the International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
in which a small number of larger nations out-vote a greater number, the majority, 
of members. . 

An integral part of the CM EA apparatus is a council of Heads of Govern
ments whose periodical meetings assist to further ensure that the CMEA 
proceeds with the fu ll approval and backing of each country 's elected 
Government. 

The aims of the CMEA have been consistently pursued with olltstanding 
sllccess and without break since its formation . 

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

" In the preceding five-year plan period, (1971 -75), the national income 
o f the CM EA countri es increased by more than 36070, as against 
14070 in the industrial capitalist countries . The gross industrial output 
of th e CMEA countries went up by 50%, as compared with 9% in the 
industrial capita list states. The CMEA countries now account for about a third 
of world industria l output. Efficient utilisation of reserves for inten
sifying production a nd accelera ting scien tific and technological progress 
increased industrial outpu t in 1976 as follows: Bulgaria 8%; Hungary 4 .1 %; 
GD R 5.9%; Mongolia 6.9% ; Poland 10.7%; Romania 11.5%; USSR 
4.8%; and Czechoslovakia 5.5% ." 

These are the seven longest standing member countries of the CMEA. 
Some other sources provide statistics emphas ising the dynamic nature of 
Ihe CMEA area. /n 1974 the national income of the CMEA countries 
increased more than six-fold compared with 1950, while that of the Common 
Market countries merely trebled in the sa me period. In the same period 
industria l output grew more than nine-fold i" tohe C MEA countries against 
3.4 fold in the EEC countries. In 1971-74 the volume of i.,dustrial 
production in the CMEA countries increased by 35% against 14% in the EEC; 
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Such facts, and others, enabled CPSU General Secretary Brezhnev 
to claim early last year that "CMEA member countries have become the most 
dynamic industrial area in the world and in rate of growth are ahead 
of any other group of states." 

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

The dis-similarity between the two groupings stems from basic differences 
These are pointed up in a recently received publication "CM EA Today" 
by Ninel Bautina in the following excerpts: 

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

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

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

The share of industry and construction in the national income increased 
in the 1950-73 period from 43.4 to 6O.3"l0 in Bulgaria, from 35.) to 
55.4 in Hungary, and from 40.9 to 63"l0 in Poland. 

That form of industrial development is further revealed in the structure 
of industrial exports. Finished industrial products as a percentage of 
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total industrial exports increased , between 1950-73 , from 3.7 1170 to ».3 
in Bulga ria from 45 .9 to 60 .1 % in Hungary, from 0.9 to 11 .5 % 
in Mongolia , roughly from 20 to 63 070 in Pola nd , from 11. 6 to 53. 8 1170 
in Roma nia and from 57.7 to 74.41170 in Czechoslova kia. 

In that same period the overall volume o f exports per head of the pop
ula ti on o f the C MEA countri es has increased a lm ost seven-fold . 

An as. ocialed feature of this development o f ina ustry in the CM EA countries 
is a lowering of the gaps in their respective economic levels which was a heritage 
fro m th past. 

In the 1950-70 period , the maximum disparity in per ca pita producti on 
o f na tional income tha t existed within the CM EA decreased from a ra tio o f 
3. 1 : I to 1.9 : I ; that in per c pita industr ia l output decreased from 
4.6 : I to 2 .7 : 1 a nd that in per capita agricultural output from 
2. 1 : ) to 1.65 : 1. 

·jentinc-tech nological development 'levels have a lso been brought m uch 
closer together, their max imum value in per capita es tima ti on , no t exceeding 
a ra tio of) .5 : I for the Europea n C M EA countries . 

Quoting those figures , a recemly received publication dealing with C MEA 
development observes: "This makes possib le more effective joint utili sation 
o f the achievements of science and technology. " 

The di sparity in the levels of production of national incom e per head of the 
population is currently much smaller between the European C MEA countries 
tha n between the United States and the developed Wes t European countries, 
between these and the medium-developed Mediterranean countries and between 
the United Stat es and Japan . 

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

Another feature of the C MEA countries indicating their economic strength is 
the capacity of their power industry . They are large consumers of power 
but have emerged as prominent export ers of solid, liquid and gaseous 
fuel and despite those facts they are not affected by forms of energy 
cri sis such as are facing the capitalist countries. 

T he " Australian Financial Review"of June 16, 1977, reported on increased 
ex port s o f oil from the USS R to the so-called Western countries. The 
FR no ted the USSR as " .. now the world ' s leading producer" of oil 
a nd reported that of the to tal output of crude oil and refined products of the 
USSR in 1976 close to 30010 was shipped abroad. 

T hose fact s contradict the recently reported foreca st by the Central Intell 
igence Agency or an imm inent shortage of enel'gy in the USSR . 

28 



A CMEA session held last year considered a report on the creation of a single 
ell ergy system for member countr ies int erested in its creation . 

Th CM EA energy supply includes ex tensive and increas ing use of nuclear fu'l. 

Much or Ill' activity of the C MEA, but by no means a ll of it , is COllcel ned witlt 
the organising and development of re riprocal foreign trade amongst the member 
coun tries. Since J 950 such reciprocal trade has accounted for 60% 
of CMEA 's fore ign trade turnover. By 1990 the volume of reciprocal trade 
within the C MEA is exp'ctcd to increase 5.8 times on a planned mean 
annual growth of 9 to 12%. 

ha t trade is financed through the International Bank of Economic Co
opera tion (IBE ) on the basis of u specially Teatcd curren y of " Transferable 
roubles." That 'urrency, even though it does not exist in material fornl , 
has a gold cont ent and on that basis can be related to the national 
currencies of the member coun tries but of course is not exchangeable. 

Both 01' tll MEA banks i.e. Ihe IBE and the Internati o na l Inves tm ent 
Bank (1113) ca rry out operations on behalf of the CMEA outside the CMEA 
area. The volume of I BEC operations carried out on behalf of the 
socialist count ries in gold and Ihe currencies of capitalist countries more 
than doubled between 1971 and 1974. 

Both of those banks are recognised by the leading banks of the capi tali st 
count ries and they are represen ted, in one fo rm or another, in the capitalist 
coun tries, including Austra li a. 

A no teworthy feature of the relations between the CMEA member countries 
is the absence of raids on one ano t her 's currencies and the long term 
exis tence of stable currency re lations. Other features marking the 
economies of the full member countries are the absence of currency 
inrIation. of Budget de ficit s and of unemployment. 

T he furl her development o f the CM EA proceeds in accorda nce with 
the obj ec ti ves of specialisation, o-opera ti on a nd economic integration. 

P lanned cl ve lopments along these lines proceeds in acco rdance wi th the 
"Comprehensive Programme of Socialist Economic Integralion" adopted in 1971. 

T hat Programme" ... defines Ihe stra tegy and tactics of economic co-operation 
within the CM EA both in the immediat e years ahead and over a 15-20 year 
r criod." In accordance with thal Program the CMEA counuies are constan tly 
seeking ways and means of ex tending mutually beneficial economic co
operation wi th the capita li s t countri es. 

ro r tha t purpose the CMEA Council, immediately followin g the Helsi nki 
Conference on European Securit y, and in accordance wi th the terms of the 



Final Act of that Conference, submitted to the appropriate body of the 
European Economic Community (EEC) specific proposals for extensive 
co-operation in Europe. 

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

As the publication we have already referred to puts it: "The activities of the 
- ... .. 

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

Those objectives are llSSisted ,?-y ~e processes .of detente and the best interests 
of the people of Australia are sifuiIarly served. . 

Publications available: "CMEA aad Europeall 1'A:0II01D1e Co-eperallon" by Y. Shlrayev 
and A. Sokolov published by Nov08t1·.~ Alency hblbblaa HoUlle Moscow, 1976. 

CMEA Today: "FrolD I'A:Ollomle Co:.opeqlto. 10 ~~ Inlegralloll" by Nlnel Baulina 
published by Proaras Publl.IIen, MOIICow, 197$. 
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" .. . Labor has (/11 ideal. It realises that there lIever can be sucial justice 
/./fIder a capitalis tic systelll of prudllctiulI. distribution and exchange." W. C. Spence. 
AIIs lmlill' s AWllkcnin~. Sydney . 1909. 

Labor and the Socialist 
Alternative 

by W.J. BROWN 

There is no alternative to the recurring economic crises that repeatedly 
rack capitalism and plunge millions into mass unemployment and misery 
except the Socialist Alterna tive. 

T his fact of life needs to be ra ised with renewed a nd susta ined emphasis 
today in the midst o f wha t the recent Nati o na l Conference of the A ustra li an 
Labor Party in Perth correctly termed the worst cri sis to strike the capita li st 
wo rl d since the G reat Depress io n of the '30s. 

Today a ll sort s of " reasons," "explanat io ns" and " pall iati ves" a re be ing 
put fo rward by big business spokesmen , econo mic research "experts," 
certa in uni vers ity p ro fessors a nd vario us capital-serving polit icia ns. 

But how much is hea rd - even from the Left o f the la bo r movemen t 
- in fundament al a nd popula r ex position o f the basic causes a nd cures 
of capita li sm 's recurr ing mala ise as set ou t quite specifica lly in the works 
o f Marx, Engels a nd Lenin? 

T he ti me is overdue to do much more thro ugho ut the lab or movement 
a nd the A ust ra li a n community a t la rge to bring to the fo re the too o ft en 
unspoken subjec t o f t he Socia li st A lterna ti ve. 

W hat is needed is the launching o r a susta ined campa ign to popularise 
t he basic, scientifi cally-establi shed truths o n just what is happening to the 
capita li st system; why it is ha ppening, what has been done a bo ut it with 
such rema rkable success in total elimination of economic cri sis a nd unemploy
ment in ex i ta nt Socia li st countries a nd what needs to be do ne a bout it 



in our own national conditions of Australia? 

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

The fundamentals of capitalism's cyclical crises were specifically and com
prehensively set out by Marx and Engels in the middle of the 19th 
century and creatively developed in the period of imperialism by Lenin 
at the turn into the twentieth century. 

Yet, outside of left circles the basic works of Marxist-Leninist science 
dearly setting out both the cause for and solution of capitalism's recurring 
economic crisis are seldom even mentioned. 

Silence of the capi tal ist class and their "experts" in political economy 
is understandable. But the question ar ises - what can be done to break 
the lack of discussion and action around the Social ist Alternative in trade 
union and labor movement circles? 

Take the Australian Labor Party's National Conference in Perth in July. 
T ucked away in one report of the Conference was a small item indicating 
the Conference retained paper reference to Labor's stand for socialism . 

Yet the debate at Conference was marked by a heavy retreat from even 
important social reform goals let alone the slightest hint that Labor did, 
in fact , recognise that the basic cause for the economic cri sis was to be 
found in the insoluble contradictions of capitali sm and tha t the bas ic 
cause could only be achieved by advance to Socialism - Labor's own ultimate 
obj ective . 

Here ) make no mindless suggestion that the Labor Party (or for that 
ma tter we of the SPA) should put forward any "instant Socialist Australia" 
alternative. While Mr. Whitlam was Prime Minister, the SPA put forward 
concrete proposals for a realistic, immediate interim program to mitigate 
the instability of Australia's capitalist economy. The program included 
a compreheosive plan for extended public works and a project for government 
ass istance to non-monopoly business sectors as measures to provide work for 
the unemployed. 

However, th e ALP's conference, while marked by strong condemnations 
of the current crisi s as "world economic stagnation" and the "worst 
uncmployment since the Depression" and calls for "an end to the Fraser
Lynch recess ion" advanced . no serious progr~m as to how the cris is 
was to be tackled. A,- genera l note struck was that Labor, if it was 
to rega in na ti onal government, needed to abandon any serious program of 
ex tending the public sec tor , postpone social reforms and concentrate on 
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efforts to try and make the private enterpJ Ise sector work better in order 
to overcome inflation, provide jobs and solve the economic crisis. 

Here the two-class character of the Australian Labor Party was clearly 
in evidence. On the one hand the Perth conference put forward a number 
of positive decisions in the interes ts of the Australian working people and 
on the other came out for a policy of propping up and perpetuating 
capitalism - the very system responsible for imposing recurrent economic 
crises and all its consequences on workers, farmers and all other sections 
of the working community. 

As always SPA policy will be to work in unity with the ALP 
on all its decisions which serve the people's interes ts. Among Labor policy 
points the SPA will work in unity around Labor's decision for indefinite 
suspension of the mining and export of uranium, bringing to the fore 
SPA policy to remove all aspects of uranium from monopoly exploitation 
and place it under democratic public management. But the central issue 
remains - what is l • he done ahout the economic crisis. 

Criticism must be made of Labor's line of moving away even from 
its own program of basic social reforms to more clearly show themselves 
as a Party concerned with "making the system work better." A clear 
majority of delegates at Perth considered that this offers the best path back 
to political power. But Labor has been through ihis all before. How many 
times has capitalism got to plunge Australian capitalism (and the world) into 
economic CflSlS be lOre tne Labor party - or, at least, substantial sections 
of it come out and openly say what any intelligent, objective person 
should know. 

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

Even supposing Labor's attempt to present itself at the next elections 
as a better Government for capitalism than the Liberal-Country Party 
does result in Labor's return to power - what then? 

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

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

Mr. Whitlam and other Labor leaders sDoke at Perth with commendablf' 



vigour in condemning Mr . -nFraser. They charged Fraser wIth "delIberately 
aepressing" Australia's economy. 

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

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

What are these objective laws? 

Let us restate some of them. 

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

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

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

Defining the law of capitalist accumulation, Marx wrote: "The greater 
the social wealth, the functioning capital, the extent and energy of its 
growth, and therefore also the absolute mass of the proletariat and the 
productiveness of its labor, the greater is the industrial reserve army 
the relative mass of the industrial reserve army increases therefore with the 
poten tial emrgy of wealth. But the greater this reserve army in proportion 
to the ac tive lab or army, the greater is the mass.-2...f consolidated surplus-

population whose misery ts in inverse ratiQ to its torment Qf lab or . 
This is the absolute, general law of eapitalist ace·umulation ." (Caoital, 
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After setting out the whole process of objective laws governi ng capitalism, 
Marx pointed out that "the ultimate cause of all real crises is the poverty 
and restricted consumption of the masses as compared with the tendency 
of capjtali ~t produ tion to develop the productive forces in such a way 
that only the absolute consuming power of society would be their limit." 

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

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

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

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

(11 ill not Ib~ purpose of Ihls article 10 provide a comprehensive explanallon of tbis period. 
Brieny, factors def~rrfng a major post World War 11 t:rillis Incfudw the vast amount 
of resto ... liv~ and repla~ement work after tbe War and subKquent d~yelopment of a hug~ 
arms industry. While th~ arms rac~ continues today it has turnw into an aggravation 
rather tbaD a so-caUed "cushion" of Konomic crisfs. Other factors included relative 
and absolute iDl:rease of imperialist exploitation tbrou&h remalnjng and absolut~ increase of 
imperialist exploitation thwugb remaining imperial holdings and through neo-colonialism side 
by side witb tbe fact that even in so-caJlw "boom" or "affluent" limes, millions in 
capitalist countries were coodemnw to ~hromc unemployment aDd mass poverty). 

Marx and Engels in the Communist Manifesto (published ] 848) were 
then drawing attention to the fact that economic crises were already ' 
an obvious repetitive process of capitalism. 

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

Over 100 years since that was written the placing of capitalism on trial 
is needed more than ever. 

t 

The complacent, attitudes of the Australian labor movement to the basics of 
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tne struggle between capital 'and labor need to 6e more consistently 
combatted. 

Popularising of tevolutionary ideas are no substitutIOn lor reVOl Ullonary 
action, of course, but development of serious dialogue and the widest 
possible popular discussion and advocacy of socialist ideas in a "Socialist 
Alternative" campaign can play an important , action-stimulating. role. 

To enumerate 'some things which might be done: 
• Hold broad discussion groups between SPA membel1j and all Interested Labor Party 
membel1j together wllh olher genuinely Interested forces including people of no parllcular I'arty. 

• Develop a forum in AMR pages and In trade union and labor movement journals 
rllislng the Soclllllst Alternative. 

• The SPA to consider stickers, postel1j, leaneb and pllmphlets on the "Soclanst Alternative" 
Iheme. 

• Popularise tbe successes of exlsllna socialist countries Including periodical fllct-finding 
delegations from 11 cross section of IlIbor movement forces, particularly with broad content 
of Lllbor Pllrty representlllives. These to be on 11 more serious economic study bllSls. 

• Encourage of the Young Socialist League to take up their own forms of popular exposition 
of the "Socialist Alternlltlve" (recognising Lenin's comment on how the younger generlltion 
can effectively bring Socialist understllndlng to their contemporaries in their own way). 

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

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

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