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EDITORIAL :
"Red Eureka Movement" (REM) was formed in Australia in April,
1977 following the attacks :ty the leadership of the Communist

Party of Australia - Marxist Leninist (CPA-ML) on Mao Tsetung's

closest supporters in China, the so=-called Cang of 4.

REM is not a Communist Party but, recognising that no succesful
revolution has occurred in any country without one, is committed
to help create conditions for the eventual formation of a
genuine Communist Party in Australia.

'Discugsion Bulletin' welcomes articles from contributors ana-
lysing important questions on the local and international scenee.
For example, political economy; the nature of the Australian
revolution; class analysis of Australia; the Women's questionj
revisionism; the ALP and the trade unions; uranium mining ¢

the ASIO Bill 1979 and other aspects of Fraser's march to
fascism; the new war in Indo=China; international questions -ss.
are just some of the questions that need analysis and action ~
in Australia right now.

Tndividual articles are the views of the contributor. Signed
articles use pseudonyms. Contributions from outside REM are
welcome.

Editorial comments are the views of the-Editorial Committee - —~ -

and are not necessarily REM policy.

Policy statements are made formally by the REM Executive or
membership and will be-signed as such in 'Discussion Bulletin'.

Articles hostile to REM policy and Mao Tsetung Thought may . be
published in the Discussion Bulletin (eg. see "Letter from
Albania® in this issue). REM members may air their views
verbally outside the organisation for the duration of the
discussion. ﬁ A |

Discussion Bulletin, no.5, will be available from Mon.30th July
and will be a special issue devoted to refuting E.F,Hill's )
(Chairman of the CPA-IML) revisionist book, "Class Struggle
Within the Communist Parties", Subtitled, 'Defeat of Gang

of 4 great victory for world proletariat'. Get your copy now
from your local CPA-ML bookshop before they are removed from
the shelves ! o | |

Discussion Bulletin, nd.ﬁ, will focus on political economy,
the economic crisis, unemployment etc. Deadline for articles
is 13th August. It will be available from Mon. 20th August.




TERATE : THE NATURE OF TEE AUSTRALIAN “EVOLUTICN.
Editors note: We include in this issue three documents ezerﬁing
from discussions which have taken place in the Melbourne organi=-
sation MIS.(M@vLmen, for Independence and Socialism) over the
"ast few months. While MIS was digcussing its draft platform.
some important que“J10ns were raised concerning the nature of
+he Australian revolution and the struggle for national indepen=-
dence and socialism . The Locuments are reprlnted in this Bulle-
tin by'kind permission .

M.1.5._ Draft Platforn_ (Sept. 1978).
MIS is about changing the social system we live under. The capi-
talist system which exists in Australia means exploitation of the

working people and pericdic economic crisis.

Whilst MIS contains a rauge of views, we do all agree that what
Australia needs 1@ a revclution to replace capitalism with social-
ism. We are fighti ng for 2 system where economic production is
planned on the bacis of r:ed, not profit, and the factories,
mines, farms, shoy“ etc. are owned by the Australian people,
1nstead of a smali group'of exploiters.

Winning soc1allsn will 1nclude establlshlng our countryv's indep-~
endence by kicking out the foreign monopolies which dominate
our economy {(and, at the moment, it 1is the United States which
is dominant) and not being drawn into the brew1ng worlg war
between Russia and America. '

Cur aim is to be an activist organlsatlon which takes up the
particular issues that concern people. At present MIS* main
focus is the economy, with special empha51s on unemployment.,
Whilst we would encourage as many people and groups as possible
to come together to fight on such issues, Qur orientation is

one of doing things and actually trying to change the nature of
society . | B SR

To win socialism,. the Ieople who have not got power -~ the over=
whelming majority who do the work in this country - will have to
take power. We have lezrnt, from our experiences, that we can
achieve precious little “rrough Parliament and the parties rep=-
resented in it; and that positive gains will only be achieved

by involving people in fighting for change in a creative and
consistent way. Ls it is extremely improbable that the PXplOlterS
will hand power over graciously, it is likely that it will have
0 be seized by force. | o

As regards our own organisation, we aim for maximum membership
involvement in decisior making, and an atmosphere where everyone
feels free to expresgs their own point of view.




" PREE ENTERPRISE FIGHT BACK IN CANADIAN MAC.
® Around 150 major companies in Canada are backing a new national
consumer magazine 'Odyssey' in an effort to loosen the pgrip of

the left on Canadian society. The aim of the magagzine is to
'strengthen the voice of -the private sector on issues of national
importance and to support the business community when it puts
forward realistic ¢ourses of action for the country.' 'Cdyssey
will be published & times a year and distributed free to

450,000 blue-collar workers in over 60 companies which include
Ceneral Motors, Ceneral Foods and Goodyear."

M - .

The above guotation taken from the December edition of
wpdvertisers Weekly" (Aust.) is a ruling class admission of
where their priorities lie. If MIS ig to be a revolutionary org-
anisation it should do the same. Rather than direct our fire one
way this day and another the next we should clafify our position
and direction. Rather than be a vague broad united front that
tries to be all things to all people we should decide that we
are going to accept the leading role of the working class and
direct the major part of our propaganda, work and direction into
this area.

It is not enough to hail strike struggles etc. from the sidelines
sfter they have occurred but get in there and establish contacts
and give real support to people who are already apitating in
their workplace situations. A militant MIS should be seén to be
out in the thick of things and should consciously be working to
extend contacts with fellow workers and be promoting younger
pebplelto come forward to positions of leadership and responsi- '
bility as a matter of extreme importance.

We should not be afraid to state our working class orientation,
in fact, such a clear cut, unequivocal stand will earn us more

support.

In an "Age" poll last year the majority of people interviewed
said they considered themselves to be working clases and on lssues
like uranium bans etc. proved themselves to be more militant
than middle class people who tended (as history has shown) to
vacillate on such things. The Government Statistician figures
stating that 80% of the population earn less than #200 per week
indicates that the Australian working class is not dwindling or
becoming middle class as some would have us believe. The ruling
class and all the old and new varieties of revisionistis claim
that speaking of classes nowadays is obsolete. We cannot afford
to do the same.

Tr get people to fight for some vague form of *independence’ as
a prelude to the establizhment of a socialist Republic, is
almost as bad as encouraging people to believe in parliamentary
politics.

To talk about some form of democratic peoplet!s governnent is to
mislead people that somehow a revolutionary seizure of power

through people's violernce is no longer necessary. Eistory has shown
that struggles that are diverted into 'People's Democracies' without
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the working clasgs firmly in control already are betrayed. We can't
afford to repeat the migstake of Chile here !! :

Tor all these reasons I recommend that the amendments to the draft
platform be adopted, namely that (2) "To establish a socialilst ‘
Augtralia, the people who have not got power = the overwhélmiﬁg
majority who do work in thig country - will have to take power,

led by the working class", and that a new sentence be added

at the end of paragraph 5 : "Gongidering the advanced level of
capitalism 1n Australia, 1t is also unlikely that there would be
any transitional period prior to establishing a Socialist Republic”.

Also that (b) "In line with MIS recognising the leading role of
the working class, and the need to fight for a clear-cut line for
building a movement to fight for socialism without reference to
some obsgcure ferm of ‘independence', the name be changed to
Movement for a Socialist Australia (MSA) or Workers for a Socialisgt
Australia (WSA)".

Footnote : In reference to motion (c) which reads ," That MIS
rejects completely the opportunist theory of the three worlds
and believes that a single stage revolution is correct for Augt--
ralian conditions.” L | '

Although motion (c) was not moved by me I would like to add that

the fault of the theory of the three worlds is that it too fails

to precede from a class analysis of society .



REJECTION 7_THE_INDEPENDENCE STRUCCLE_?
In a recent leaflet ("Working Class TLeadership Vital to Win
Socialism !I!") it was stated that the struggle for independence
is "bullshit" becawse the 'two- ~stage revolutlon is a theory in=-

applicable to present Australian condltlons.

The problemﬁwith the line of reasoning pursued hy tré author is
that support for the strugsle for independence does not necessarily
imply (and for many peopT ‘has never implied) support for the ‘
theory of " two stape revolution!. |

Ma.———.-m_b——mm——‘--—

The author correctly points out that independence without" social-
ism is nonsense (a point which I thought was a fundamental agree-
ment upon which the egstablishment of MIS was based). S/he also
correctly points out that the working class must be firmly in
control of any revoiutlﬁnézy movement for it t» be successful in
moving, along A he path to &OClallSﬂ (again. in Qa51c arreement
with MIS). ] ~

C A

qut the author heprins -to..sive the game away when r@ferV1np to the
need to avoid"the mistake of uh;le." The mlstakee of Chile which
must be ‘d@voided are mary, a d(not the least of these is the mis=-
take madeé by Allende as .well as many "communlsts" when they virt-
wally ignored -the . reality of Ch11€' .dependence on the U.S. "

(and the U.S.'s dependence .on Chile as an underdevelomed capi=-
talist nation ripe-for exploita’ tion). As a result “the U.S. domi-
nated media, the C.I.A., and many U.5. cornoratlonu, were left
largely untouched and able to undermine as well as directly attack
the "revolution". Equally crucial was the fact that the U.S.
trained and equip*bd armed forces were left utouched by Allende.
A more healthy respect for the problems of dependence and the

need for independence might have helped a great deal (it might
also have underlined the myth of the "peaceful Road to 5001allsm")

As an aside it is interesting to note that the introductory note
about "Canadian® capitalists "flphtlng back" quotes 150 companies,
including "CGeneral Motors. General Foods and Goodyear." We could
safely predict that 650-70% of these "150 major companies" are in
fact U.S. multinationals "fighting back" . Canada, like Aust.

(or Chile) is obviously dominated by U.S. capital. The ruling
class therefore is not as clearly united as in the case of countries
1ike West Cermany -~ it is comprised of two major sectionsg: the
comprador bourgeoisie and the national bourgeoisie. These are
important facts and muct be continually recognlsed

There are objective contradictions between the national and
comprador bourgeocisie (eg.as shown in the present controversy
over CG.M,H's propesal to establish an engine plant if the local
content requirements for cars are dropped). Of course there are
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other contradictions, especially those between capital and labour.
I am convinced that at least for the present the contradictions
between capital and labour are more gsevere and will ensure that the
ruling class will not fight too much amongst itgself, hence denying
any real possibility of the type of "class alliance® that
Australian Independence Movement (A.I.M) claims to be striving
for ( a good example of this is the rapid way that A.I.M.'s
paragon»of the national bQurgeoisie, Mr. Eric Sykes, denounced

and fought against the workers and the Unions in the transport -
strike a few months ago). |

The point is that Australia is a dependent nation, and that the
demand for ;ngpgegdgnge“agd_sogigl;sg_ raises the qugstion of the
class struggle as well as the sauestion of defense against imper-
ialist attack (as in Chile) and the question of the particular
form of class oppression:Australian workers suffer, namely oOpp-
ression in the interests of both loecal and overseas capitalists.
To explaain the dual nature of our exploitation 1is scientifically
correct and strategiqally important. It also has the tactieal
advantage of pnqvidihg exfra avenues for mobilising people. It
in-no way implies acceptance of a two-stage theory of revolution
in Australia nor that tﬂe independence without socialism is 2
possibility in Amstralia.. '

John Williams .



HOW NOT TO BUILD A COMMUNIST PARTY .

For those who sincerely wont to build a genuine Communist Party in Austrelioa
it is necessary te lock at the negative example of some of the practices
of the Communist Porty of Ausiraolia (Marxist-leninist} (CPA-ML).

"

Learning by negative example can be o poinful experience. This is especially
sowhen the behaviour we are now rejecting is something we previocusly went

along with because it came from those we formerly regarded as close comrades.

When this writer expressed the opinion thot China was turning revisionist,

after the re-appoiniment of the twice discredited Teng Hsiao-ping in July

1977, 1 was told by ocne of the Party leaders in Adeloide:

"You should read the Peking Reviews like a Christiaon reads the Bible"
When I protested ot such g gross oppecl to blind faith I was then told:
"I think your ideology is us weck as Westi End beer.”

Other evidence and some reflection leads me to believe that such appeals to

blind faith followed, if necessory, by obuse of those who refuse to wear

o

"correct line" blinkers has been typical of the way in which the CPA-ML has

3,

been built in Adelaide over the ysars.

One principle that the revisionist Liu Shao-chi pushed within the Chinese

é

Communist Party was "do what the Party tells you to do." This was revived

when Hua Kuo feng come to power : "Ubey Choirman Huo in all your actions"

Likewise, in the CPA-ML blind faith is now being pushed as the height of
revolutionary integrity. In Adeloide the CPA-ML has failed to develop a

correct policy towards devoloping cosinunist codres.

The CPA-ML has foiled to educate its members in Morxism-Leninism-Mao Tse~-tung
Thought, its theory ond proctice. There is gross neglect of study and application

of communist principles and neglect of summing up of revolutionary experience.
The CPA-ML has failed to develop cadres who con think and act independently.

In Adeloide comrades who show sign of independent thought have been told
g 2f

;-

"don't think you are the repository of

11

all wisdom” and criticised for
individualism” for showing initiotive, "onarchism" for rebelling ond

"careerism” for offering leadership.

?here is a tendency in all of us to be reluctant to toke on responsibility, to
be reluctant to offer leadership, to be inclined to play sofe.
By subduing independent thought when it oppeors, by exploiting these feelings

of self doubt amongst the rank and file Party members, the present Part
¥ p M

leadership consolidates their leading positions.

The never stated but cleor implicotion is that the present leadership is

“the repository of all wisdom" ond is not guilty of "careerism"

My opinion is thot the present Porty lecdership in Adeloide is "careerist”
and that the thought of stepping down is too much for their ego's to take.
In the name of their incorrect “correct line" they rigidly suppress the

development of independent thought omongst the ?ar%y m&mbershipy This is o

completely wrong way to build a Communist Parts

Dimitrov loid down as one of his 4 criteric in in selecting cadres :
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SOME BRIEF CG%MENTS ON_THEE DEBATE OVER_THE

o we e G | G Goee | meam | wwes | Gees  Gems | mem | oWew | GeW  mee | GRS oSS Gmme  emeR mmev  oaew o

The following comments stem from a reading of gome of the relevant
%iterétﬁre and from the sdiscussion at the M.I.S. meeting (M.I.S. =
Mcvélérbifor Independence and Socialism is a Melbourne based organi-
iation). I have steered away from the tendency to quote Marxist-
Teninist authorities, not because their thoughts and analysis are

not important, but because using their concepts and modes of analy?
sils is much better done without ponderous and parrot like quotatioﬁs,
eppecially when it is so easy to quote out of context someone who
wrote in a different era about different ( though often similar )

problems.

ONE, TWO, MANY THEORIES . « o . « !
There appear to bz a number of different theories involved in the
debate, and it might be useful, at the risk of oversimplification,

to partly restate them here.
THEORY OF THE THREE WORLDS_~ CHINESE REVISIONIST VERSION

( adopted by the C.P.A.(M.L.) and many other revisionist organisations )
This theory holds :- ;

{a) That the world consists of the First World (the two superpowers),
Sreoond World ( Industrially developed nations partly exploited by br
dependent upon the superpcwers, but themselves powerful enough to ;

act in imperialist faghion and exploit those weaker than themselveg )
and the Third World ( industrially underdeveloped nations generally
exploited by %he other two worlds );

\0) That the contradiction between the superpowers, propelling us .
towards world war, is the fundamental contradiction today, thereby 
precipitating 2 major contradiction between the superpowers and the
rest of the world; |
(c) That the Soviet Union is the more dangerous of the two super-
vowers, is basgically fascist and violently expansionist, hence
being the principal aspect of this contradiction;
(d) That the situation today is analogous to that prevailing prior
to World War II, with the Soviet Union being analogous to Nazi
Germany.
{e) That the first priority for revolutionaries today is to work %o
build a united front with any persons, classes or countries aimed
at stopping the Soviet Union, just as was allegedly done by communists
to stop Nazi Germany in the 1930's;
(f) That 2ll Chinese foreign policy (and hence the policies of all
sinophileg and other pseudo~ revolutionaries) must be geared almost
solely towards this aim ( which partly explains the growing tendency
for China to support, or not oppose, many governments which oppose .
-evolutionary movements while withdrawing support from rcvolutlonary
movements themselves ).
g) that third world nations are almost automatically opposed to the
cuperpowers, and hence are obvious and inevitable allies.




R
(h) That alliances with governments are an adequate form of alliance
( implying, as do a number of other aspects, that the class differ-

ences within nations can be ignored for present purposes)f

The strong implications of this "theory", especially as expressed
in Australia, are -

(a) Class struggle must take second place (at best) to the united
front against the Soviet Union.

(b) An alliance with the U.S. is not only desirable, but crucial

to the containment of the 3oviet Union.

(c) Hence revolutionaries must stop fighting the ruling class in
211 areas where to lo so might impede the alliance and preparation
for "defense" againgt the Soviet Union (eg. wage demands, strikes, -
Omega or opposition to U.S. imperialism ).

(d) There is no real necessity for "pevolutionary independence" within
such a united front, eg. it would be divisive and undesirable for

the workers to be armed un.ess they were going into battle against

the Soviet Union and its puppets.

(e) There is no possibility of the conflict between the superpawers
providing possibilities for the working class in some courtries

( Australia,Czechoslovaiia, South Africa, Rhodesia ?) carrying out

s gocialist revolution, as was the case in the firet oworld war.

-THEORY OF THE THREE WORLDS_- revolutionary version .

[ as épparently tentatively adopted by 2 majority of R.E.M.)

(a) As fori(a) above

(b@ That the contradiction between the superpowers ig one, but not
the only, contradiction in the world today;

(c) That both superpowers must be attacked, that both are danger-
ous, but that the Soviet Union is the more dangerous ( though not
necessarily the stronger);

(d) That the situation is analogous to World War II and that building
a broad alliance to oppoce the Soviet Union is crucial, an alliance
that may well (desirably?) inclule the U.S.

(e) That such a united fron® does not imply a capitulation of class
struggle, and that revolutionaries must not only maintain their
independence within such a united front but must strive for working
class leadership of it ( hence introducing class conflict into the
united front ).

(£) That such an alliance does not mean uncritical, subgervient

or unprincipled ties with other nations.

(g) That such an alliance does not require that revolutionary aid
t5 oppressed people must stop, although this becomes a question

of some difficulty in cases where governments are crucial to an
alliance but threaten and are able to leave the alliance (eg. if
gome major oil producing nation threatened to make an independent
peace as a result of a member of the alliance providing arms to
revolutionaries there).
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%, THEORY OF THE IWQ WORLDS - ALPANIAN VIEW

This holds :-

(2) That the world is basically divided into two worlds or camps;-
the socialist world snd the capitalist/imperialist world;

(b) That "third wor .d countries" are generally run by reactionary
GlassesAand,that alliances with such classes is a betrayal of the
oppressed‘but revolutionsry or potentially revolutionary masses in
those nationg;

{¢c) That class struggle ig paramount, that class contradictions are
the major contradictions, =nd that alliances should be class allianqes
based on common class interest,

(e) That the way to prevent the threatening superpower war is to
support revolutionary movements in all parts of the world against
their internal resctionary forces, somewhat analogous to the first

world war.

The Albanian view ig critical »»f the theory of the three worlds on
“he grounds that this thecry : :
(i) ignores class analysis and class struggle or at-hest subordinates
this to the anti-Soviet struggle, thereby effectively wiping it

off the agends; :

(ii) ignores revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat.
(iii) implies support for the most reactionary and oppressive

regimes and betrayal of the oppressed by not analysing the class
nature of the regims and by'making>opposifion to the Soviet Union
nore important than the sdvancement of class struggles againsgt
reactionary regimes.

(iv) implies that capitalist governmments or capitalist alliances

( such as the European Common Market or NATO ) can be relied on

to fight the Soviet Union - they cannot and it is anti-Marxist-
Leninist to suggest that revolutionaries join such alliances.

(v) That 1 (B), 1 (3), 1 (£f) and 1" (h) are factually inoorrect,

at least in part and as used in the "theory of the three worlds".

( the above list of the Albanian view criticisms of the theory of

5 worlds is nol complete but covers most of the major ones in. one
form or other )

W.B, Ag was pointed out by one speaker at the M.I.S. discusgion

we have not yet seen an afiequate responie by those who hold to

tine theory of “the two worlds to the "revolutionary theory of 3
worlds" mentioned in 2 above. The major criticism appears to be
directed at 1 above, and as such it has provided an important
critigue of what is indeed a revisionist and potentially disastrous
"theory" ( dogma ). However, most if not all these criticisms: do
not apply so clearly to 2 above.
CONTRADICTIONS ARE WOT_ABSOLUTE S
I would like to make .the following tentative comments about the
debate so far:-

. There appears to be a tendency to look for THE contradiction
ag though this is the magic wand with which to create correct
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revolutionary practice - such is the pitupath to dogma & gectarianism.

Tn the Australisn situation, for example, it is rather facile to
say that the major contradiction is between various classes and
U.S, Imperialism, including especilally the national bourgeoisie

and U.S. imperialism . It is at least as important to analyse »
another contradiction in Australian society, namely between capital
and labour, including between the national bourgeoisie and the '
working class. Which contradiction is the more important will
depend on a number of economic political and even cultural

factors.

No dogmatic assebtion about "the primary contradiction" is going
to alter these facts. '

2. There is confusdon about what a "theory" is meant to do. It is
not a political platform and is not, in itself, a complete analysis
of the problem (at least not in the context we are considering).
A theory can be used in various ~ways and when buttressed by
various other "theories", hypothesis, or assumptions, can lead .

to different conclusions. Some of these conclusions may be wrong
even if the theory from which they appear to be drawn is correct.

It can be Very confusing when people arrive at quite different
policies and conclusions while appearing to base themselves on
the same theory. But this confusion cannot be cleared up if what
is being debated is really a set of assumptions that accompany
the theory but which have not been articulated.

In the M.I.S. debate it appeared that the agsumptions and
assertions of the Chinese view (rather than the theory of the

3 worlds as outlined in 1{(a) above) were under attack. It was
obvious quite early on that the revolutionary view of the theory
of the 3 worlds contained quite a different set of assumptions
and analysis of related questions, yet these were not really
tackled.

3, The purpose of the theory of 3 worlds or the theory of 2 worlds
is to give us a framework for analysis , a way of orientating
ourselves in our understanding of the present state of the world.

Becauge it is not a manifest or a complete statement of a situation,
and so long as dogmatic assertions about "THE contradiction" don't
miglead us, there dis no inherent reason why the division of the
world into 3 parts is not compatible with its division into

2 parts, or the combination of the two and a divigion into 4 or

5 parts.

U i mew swme  rmon | mwmy  emee oo omes T cmm wens  mes  SWe e mew  mme  Som e Die  Gamn i owee GOS0 ewmm 6B aiew  pm  omw oo s Gsma
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The first task in the debate therefore is to see if we agree
about the facts ( and it would seem that to a large extent we

do ), and the mecond task is to determine which facts are crucial
to our problem and our analysis. It is this second task which
seems to have been largely ignored, leading to two different
theories, explaining different sets of facts, being falsely set
in opposition to each other. |

4. In view of the above it is incorrect to criticise the "theory
of the 3 worlds" for "(leaving) out the role of proletarian revo-
lution, and (having) nothing to say about the theory and tactics
of the dictatorship of the proletariat". With regard to the revo-
lutionary view of the 3 worlds this I criticism is patently
false, A number of implications and melicies about proletarian
revolution, class atruggle ete, are centained in this theory.
With regard to the revisionist view, altheough the criticism is
accurate it is miadireqted. It assumes that their acceptance »f
the theory of the 3 worlds results in their abandenment of pro-
letarian.revolutidn and clasas struggle, On the eontrary,it ie
their abandonment of preletarian revelutien and elass struggle
that has resulted in their particular use of the theory of the

3 ~worlds. ' "

The point is that, the theory of the 3 worlds does not need to
mention the "thebry and tactics of the éictatorship of the mpro-
letariat" in specific terms - that 1s not the o%ject of gsuch a
theory. But any revolutionary platform must mention such thingse
and must therefore go well beyond the theory of the three worlds,
Marx's theory of surplus value does not mention or even directly
imply a theory’nf'impérialism. Does this make the theory any less
correct ? No, because it serves a specific purpose within the
total framework of Marxist-Leninist analysis, and is not meant

to do any more than that. | ‘

5. There is a tendency within the "~Albanian view" to make real
in their capitalist and imperialist tendencies, while ignoring
the differences between them (eg. the Brazilian C.P. statement
is a good example of this ). Marxist Leninist analysis must
examine both similarities and differences. Of course all capi-
talist countries are exploitive, oppressive and potentially
imperialistic - but that doesn't mean that the differences and
contradictions between the Soviet Union and Czechoslovakia, or
the U.S. and Canada, are unimportant. The very nature of capi-
talism ensures contradictions between each capitalist nation

and every other. But the existence of the proletariat, of indep-
endence movements and revolutionary movements, and of a socialist
alternative, creates other , fundamental, contradictions. These
between capitalist countries. Some of these alliances se;fg ;1; B
its members, some of them serve the powerful members more than the
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weaker ( thus in turn weakening the alliance ), and some are more
in the nature of enforced treaties than real alliances.,

The various differences and contradictions must not be hidden but
must be brought forward and” analysed tei see if and-how they may
be exploited to further the revolutionary movement.

6. There is a tendency today to "go soft on the U.S." - a tendency
excusable for the Czechoslovakians, Angolans and many other
Alrlcans, but hardly excusable for Australians, New Zealanders

or Canadlans. This tendcno, is especially markéd amonsst those
promotlng the theory of the : 3 worlds, though in some instances
perhaps more so in rhetorlo aﬁd wrltlngs than in thelr practlce.

It is my view that Loth superpowers are dangerous, both are. »
capable of letting their oonfllctlng 1nterests lead to a world
war, and both are capable of 1n1t1at1ng such 2 war. The, analogy
with the second world war, and the view that the Sov1et Uplon

is analogpus with Nazi Germany in fhat 1t is Vlrtually‘the sole
source of aggression, thus requlrlng a strong alliance for its
containment, does not ring very‘true. An alllanoe for the contaln-
went of the U.S. is equally necessary, espe01ally if the Sov1et
Union was to suffer some form of setback. Any’alllance establlshed
with either superpower will be used by that superpower to

further confllct w1th the” other superpower ( hence such an alliance
eg. China and the U,S.A. msy~1tself betome the source of war
*ather than é foroe for oontalnment or peabe ) : e i

7. The use- of analo@1es w1th the flrst or second world war are
useful only up to a .point. Thej'can help to remind us of varlous
posgibilities, of mistakes made, and of the dlfferent types of
gsituations which can onur,ﬁnd Wthh demand dlfferent types of
responses. But such analogles cannot reglace an analys1s of B
today's situation . They can merely assist such an analysls. It

may well be the case that nelther the 1gt World War nor the 2nd

World War provide any'real guldellnes for an- 1mpend1ng 3rd World :
War., ’ .

IN CONCLUSION

It is perhaps useful to outline some of the questlons that requlre

‘ar more analysis ( we should av01d seelng this as a debate over
the simple "theory of the 5 worlds", and. arguments should be
directed not at showing "how many‘worlds" there are, but at _
clarifying the 1list of assumptlon that accompany'suoh theorles
and which comprise the overall policy ).

(a) Is the Soviet Union the more dangerous superpower 7 And if so,
does this Jjustify the extension which sees it as the. magor/sole
source of aggression leading to World War 3 ?

‘b) Is the analogy w1th eLther World War 1 or World War 2 accurate/,
¥ : ' useful 7
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(¢) What sort of alliance is required to prevent World War 3,
or at least minimise setbacks for the revolutionary movement?
Various possibilities arise :-
- a broad anti-Soviet alliance (as proposed by the majority of
the proponents of the theory of the three wdrlds, and by China
and the U.S. ) ‘ -
- a broad anti-~ U.S. alliance ( as preposed by various revisionist,
eg. S.P.A., spartacist, and the Narodny Bank ) | i
-~ a class "alliance" of revolutionary movements aimed at promoting
revolution in their own respective countries ( as proposed by
most of those expousing the theory of the 2 worlds )
= an alliance of peoples and countries in opposition to both
superpowers based on a pact to defend any member attacked by
any superpower,

- f oot R L,

- an alliance in which neither superpower is permitted to partici-
pate unless itself attacked by the other superpower. ( NATO
without the U.S. would be such an alliance - but would it be

powerful enough to halt the Warsaw countries ?)

(d) How would revolutionaries work (and survive) in such an
alliance? What sort of priorities would we have to impose on
ourselves within such an alliance ? How flexible and independent
could we be ?

(e) Can we really be so definite (dogmatic?) as to say that the
exploitation of "the contradiction between U.S. imperialism and
Soviet social imperisldsm can never become the main component
part of the foreign policy of socialist countries, nor can it
+es. become an aim in itself" ( as stated by Communist Party of
Ceylon) ?

John Williams .
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Editorial note : T;la article is reprinted from "Unwty and Struggle",
a theoretical journal produced by the ADELAIDE ANTI-IMPERTALIST
-TUDY-ACTION GROUP,

The ideas of the Chairman (sic) of the CPA(ML), E,F.Hill, are to
“e found in his writing on 'The vexed question of women' ('Van-
guard!, May 18, 1¢78, p.4).

The present policy of the CPA(ML) on the Womens Question is to
be found in the Party pamphlet,'Womens liberation rests on class
struggle (July 1978).

The CPA(ML) has existed for almost 15 years. Over that time it
hasld;splayed, at best, a passive attitude to the just struggles
of women, At worst, known members and supporters of the CPA(ML)

have displayed an openly male chauvinist attitude to women._

Naturally, over this time, and especially in recent years, these
backward attitudes and deeds of the CPA(ML) has drawn cr1t1c1sm

from both 1n51de and outside the Party.

The present public policy of the CPA(ML) is, in part, a.response
to these criticisms. Their present pclicy represents an attack,
without qualification, on the Womens liberation movement and a

vain attempt to liquidate necessary struggles around specific
Womens demands.

.F.Hill's position on the Womens Question .

.._.—_—_.—...-._m__._......._—__.._-—._..-.—

Over the years E.F.Hill has not been noted for his writings on
the Womens Qu=zstion, His pasition has been a passive one, virtu-

ally ignoring this important question.

But after reading his one recent writing on 'The vexed cuestion of
women', we can appreciate his wisdom in remaining passive and
silent over the years. Here are his comments :

" Let us take the vexed question of women. It is ab-

solute nonsense in my opinicn to see the solution

te this problem in altering 'man' to 'peonle','chair-
man' to 'cheirperson', pushing to the fore rape, con-
traception, abkortion and such things as things in
themselves. I doubt if it even has a mechanical import-
ance, Yet it finds reflection in our thinking, our
ideology. Perhaps on no single subject has petty
bourgeois idenlogy so easily penetrated the minds

of some of our comrades. Why is this ? It is because
women are subject to double oppression; there is a
growing consciousness of it and the bourgecisie

know and sense this. They put forward the nonsensical
solution of altering 'man' to 'people' (yhen 'man' is
scientifically correct), 'chairman' to 'chairperson;
elevate rape to the forefrent as a thing in itself,
Working class ideology is quite different, It is ex-
pounded by Engels in 'Origin of the Family,Private
Property and the State' by Marx, Lenin and Chairman
Man Tsetung. ¥Yomens liberation doubtless attracted
honest pecple. It has done great damage in diverting
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attention from the real questions. Despite its consid-
erable success in altering "Mrs." and "Miss" to Ms, the
central fact remains that the double oppression of
working women remains. Certainly this is far frem a
mechanical question., The very fact of the success of
the bourgerisie is .a warning to purify our ideclcgy.

It must be thought over." '

( Vangurad, May 18, 1978, p.4 ).

Let us take a clceser 1rnk at E,F.Hill's attempt to "purify his

ideology" on "the vexed question of women."

(i) E.F.Hill says that altering ‘man' to 'people' is '"monsensical

because "'man' is scientifically correct.”

No doubt this classic piece of dogma is based on the chservation
that the works of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Mao use the term 'man'
and not ‘'pecple'. We do mot know why Marx etc. do this. But our
criterion for scientific is what conforms to reality., We feel
that Marx etc. are scientific socialists becduse much of what
they have said has indéed conformed to reality. But omn-the
Womens Question reality is that 'women hold up half the sky’.

So obviously 'pecple'! is more scientific correct than 'mah‘

when descriting the human race,

Likewise when the chairperson is a man, ‘chairman' would appear
scientific tn us, and when a woman, 'chairwoman'’ would appear
scientific. Certainly if the chairperson was a woman, ‘chairman'

would strike us as grossly unscientific,

"In this small example, E.F. Hill appears tc display a lack of

common sense and rigid inflexibility.

(ii) E.F.Hill 'sharply’ condemns the reformist approach to

"rape, contraception, shbortion" as "absolute. nonsense' and a
"nonsensical solution put forward" by the "bourgeoisie™, He
then proceeds to draw a *sharp' distinction between this approach
and the approach of Marx etc. and concludes that "the success

cf the bourgecisie is a warning to purify our own ideology.”

it is true that Marxist Leninist.(MLs) have a duty to strive to
1ink immediate demands and reforms’ (including specific womens
demands like those mentioned) to the broader revolutionary
struggle against the capitalist system of the private owner-
ship of the means of production. But the negative way in which
Hill dismisses these reforms is quite wrong. The whole style and
manner of Hill's article is quite mechanical'and inhuman. What
is completeiy'lécking is awareness of the crying need for
urgent and immediate action on practicél questions to alleviate

the extreme plight of wemen in our snciety.

In fact, women f{and some men) have acted and organised against
rape, against bashing nf women and children by men, 2gainst pat-
ernalism and male egrism, for abortion and contraception, for

equal rights in the workplace and society (eg. puhs} and against
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sexist publications like 'Playboy' etc.

Naturally MLinists should support these struggles as basically
good and so get involved in them, learn about them, and fight for

their ideas in the course of the struggle,

But Hill's approach is to emphasise their negative side and to

take this as a "warning to purify our own ideology.,"

The immediate practical effect of Hill's policy is to drive
away progressive women with a reformist approach to these questions,
away from the CPA{i'L) and by association away‘from MLinism, In

short Hill's approach is "purist"” and sectarian.

Because Hill so ardently describes his ideas as those of Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Mao it is very important tc point out that his
ideas are actually anti-Leninists. These who reallv want to
defend Leninism on the Womens Question should make a point of

disassociating themselves from Hill's ideas.

In his talk with Clara Zetkin, Lenin stresses both the need to
advance specific women's demands and the need to link these de-
mands with the path of revolutionary struggle. By comparison,
Hill talks only abeout the latter and pours cold water on the

former: «

Lenin said : " It is therefore perfectly right for us to put
forward demands for the benefit of wrmen.,.. It
dozs not go to show that we believe the hourg-
ecisie =znd its state will last forevzr, or even
for a long time, Ner is it an attempt to pacify
the masses of women with reforms or divert them
from the path of revolutoinary strugclie, It is
no+thine of the sort, and not any sort f reformist
humbug either, Our demands are no mecre than
practical conclusiomns, drawn by us from the cry-
ino needs and dlspraceful humiliations that weak
and underprivileged women must bear under the
bourgeois system. We demonstrate thereby that
we are aware of these needs and of the cppression
of women, that we are conscious of the privileged
position of men, and that we hate - yes, hate -
and t to remove whatever oppresses and har-
asses the working women, the wife of the worker,
the peasant woman, the wife of the little man,
and even in many respects the woman ~f the prop-
ertied classes. The rights and social measures
we demand of bourgecis society for women are
preoof that we understand the position and interests
of women and that we will take mnote of them under
the proletarian dictatorship. Naturally, not as
SO“OTlflC and patronising reformlsts. Eh by no

eans. But as revolutionaries who call unon the
wemen +n take a hand as equals in the reconstruct-
jon of the conomy and the ideological suverstructure.
(Lenin, 'On the . emancipation of women ', L112)

£

(iii) E.F. Hill says : "Womens liberation doubtless attracted
honest people. It has %one great damsge in diverting attention
from the real questions.”

This statement is a concemnatien of the Womens liberation move-

ment without qualification, He does not attempt te draw any
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distinction between the progressive and reactionary aspects of
the Womens liberation mnovement, He only refers to the 'great
damage"” it has done. He is blind to the great achievements of

the Womens movement and -its ongoing potential.

The responsibility fer the negative aspects of the womens libera-
tin movement that do exist (eg. radical feminism and reformism)
not only lies with the bourgeois and revisionist fGTCﬁS within
it., Those like E.F.Hill who are so concerned about contamination
by "petty bourgecis' ideclogy that they.stay away to ”wurify“
their "own ideclory" are equally responsible. It certainly

should be no surprise if the Womens liberation movement is often
under leadership hostile to Marxism Leninism. The ideas of

E.E. Hill and the CPA(ML) have had a considerable effect on

those in_Australié inclined to Marxism-Leninism over the last

15 years.

E.F,Hill thinks that Womens liberation has done '"great damage'.
But he does not get invelved in it, or encourage others to de so,
to. fight to change it. He simply wipes it off. E.F.Hill's position

here is extremely bad and reactionary .

On_the CPA(M1) pamphlet 'Womens liberation rests on class struggle.'

. wows  smme  cwem e e s ot s o mwme emee G mme e ewme Sws omum e emewe (@R esas

This article was initially published in "Vanguard' {Max 9,
1978, p.10). It must have met with approval from the leadershinp
because it was then reprinted in 'Australian Communist' 88
(March/April 1978). It was given the final 'seal of approval’
when it was again reprirnt:d as a separate Party booklet in

July 1978, ' :

Not surprisingly, the pnlitical line of this pamphlet is very
similar to the writing of E.F,Hill that we have analysed shove.
This pamphlet and Hill's ideas represent the deminant mositiomn
and present policv of the CPA(ML).

et {103

In passing, it should be menticned that, not surprisingly,
since the policy of the CPA(ML) is so bhad, there is = 2 line
struggle within the Party on the Womens Question, Ths dissi-
dent line is vastly supcrior te the dominant Hill line, The
dissident line is expressed in such articles as 'Womens role in
struggle for indepnendence, socialism! ("Australian Cormunist’

86, Nov., 1977).

The CPA(ML) pamphlet 'Womens liberation rests on class struggle’
says - :

"pustralian working class history abounds with
many splendid examples of integration in strike
struggles,of action about prices, apainst hard-
shiv of all kinds. Much can be learnt from them,
But it also includes many examples of closed :
doorism - the setting up of 'pure’ crganisations
to cater for the 'special problems' of women,
whinge sessions which relate to all the 'evils':
of men, holding the opposite sex to he the
cause of all evil, proposals of pnlitical parties
and movenments to cater for women hecause they
avre women {including «& presume, the hangers
on of the multinaticnal women). One nseds also
+o look objectively at these negative examples
where perspective is lost and any movement such
a5 it was degenerated inteo the dzad end of
nut and out revisionism," (p.7) ‘ '
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Let us examine some of these statements by the CPA(ML) :-

"

(i) The CPA(ML) dismisses "proposals of political parties and
movements to cater for women because they are women" as an example
of "closed docrism".

this is simply a »epeat of Hill's attack on the Womens liberation
movement which we have :lready commented on,
(ii) The CPA(ML) opposés "the setting up of 'pure' organisations to
cater for the 'special problems' of women' as another cxample of

"elosed doorism®,

That the CPA(ML) chooses to label all Half Way Houses o Rape
Crisis Centres as 'pure" only reveals their own ohsession for
'purity' and the abysmal ignorance that accompanies their ideo-
logical purification. The fact that they place 'special yroblehs’
in inverted commas reveals that they consider that women have’ ‘

no special problems.

Again the CPA{ML) departs from Leninisnm and by revisiné Lenin's
ideas play the role of discrediting him., In his talk with Clara
Zetkin although Lenin does say :"We want ne separate orﬁanisatidhs
of Communist women', he makes it very clear that a Communist Party
must have working groups, composed of women and men, for the

specific purpese of working amongst women .

Lenin said :- "The Party. must have organs -working groups ,commiss-
" ions, ccmmittees, sections or whatever else they
may be called -~ with the specific purpose of
rousing the broad masses of women, bringing them
into contact with the Party and keeping them under
i+s infiuence. This naturally requires that we
carry on systematic work amongst the women. We
must teach the awakened women, win them over for
the proletarian class struggle under the leader-
ship of the Communist Party, and equin them for
it. When I say this I have in mind not only pro-
letarian women, whether they work in mills or
cook the family meal. I also have in mind the
peasant women and the women of the variocus sections
of the lower middle class, They, too, are victims.
of capitalism'and more than ever since the war.
The lack of interest in peolitics and the other-
wise anti-sccial and backward psychology of these
masses of women, the narrow scope of thsir activi-
ties and the whole pat“>rn of their lives are
undeniable facts, Tt would be silly to ignore
them, absolutely silly, We must have cur Own groups
teo work among them, special methods of agitation:,
and special forms of organisation. This is not :
“bourgeois ' feminism'; it is practical revolution- .
ary expediency." :
( Lenin. 'On the emancipatien of women',pp.110-111).

The difference between the practical revolutionary anproach of Leﬁin

and the elitist and sectarian approach of the CPA(ML) is indeed

striking !

(iii) The CPA(ML) regards "whinge sessions which relats to all the

tevils' of men" as another example of closed doorism™.

That such a dercgatory adjective as "whinge" is used reveals a
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sexist mentality and a most unhealthy sensitivity by E.F,Hill

and co. to criticism for sexist attitudes and behaviour they un-
doubtedly display. In their writings (as distinct from their behaviour)
on other political questions the CPA(ML) often welcomes the pro-

cess of criticism and self criticism as essential and desirable. So
why do they describe such a process as a "whing session' when it .

comes to discussing 'evil' male behaviour 77

Of course the revisionists and other bad necple use the Women's
movement to promote incorrect ideas., But such behaviour should not
be overly stressed because it is by no means confined to the
Womens movement. To generalise from the negative examples that

do exist that women don't have special problems and that the
Womens movement is 211 "closed doorism" is completely and utterly
ludicrous.

In this case the '"negative example’ comes from the CPA(ML). Their
ignorance of the Wemens movement in turn hreeds a fear of it,

For some ‘'evil' men in the leadership of the CPA(ML) the prospect
of criticism from women active in the Womens movement is some-
thing they fear. Such an attitude 1is the opposite of the communist
outlook . In Mao tsetung's opinion :-

"I don't consider it good for a person to be afraid of heing
abused." (vol. 5, ».347).

The CPA(ML) pamphlet says -

" Undoubtedly the wave of feminism which swept the
capiralist werld in the 60's and 70's, although
hased upon genuine grievances, greatly clouded
revolutionary perspectives. Great attention was paid
to symptoms, but very 1ittle or nec thought was
given to correctly diagnosing the fundamental cause.
Hence the movement floundered and lost course.” (p.5)

There is some truth in this statement., The ruling class promotes
sexism and degenerate "culture' in magazines, newspapers, films,

TV etc. in order tc make a profit and to divide the working class
on a sexual bhasis. Half Way Houses and Rape Crisis (entres pro-
vide. a necessary and essential service for women in the imm-
ediate sense. But unless we comhine this struggle with the struggle
against the causes of rape and the causes of men hashing women

( which means =z struggle against the ruling class whose degener-
ate “"culture" promotes these things Jthen we won't he getting to
the heart of the matter and only putting kandaids on the system.

But, unfortunately, the CPA(ML) in criticising one wrong tendency
(ie. reformism) makes the opposite error. The CPA(ML) pays

great attention, are preoccupied , to the cause, hut very little

or no thought is given to correctly linking it with the symptoms.

The simple fact of the matter is that the CPA(ML) offers no
support whatsoever to specific womens demands and struggles I
In the Party pamphlet defining their policy the only struggles
they refer to positively are those that concern men anc women
equally :- ‘

"Even so, throughout the years, countless numhers of
wemen took their place in the general revolutionary
struggles.

“"Here in Australia, many thousands took to the streets
in the cause of Vietnam,. against Fraser's semi-fascist
coup, against the attack upon Medibank, to mention
just a few.

"Many splendid young women emerged as leaders striving
to master the ideology of Marxism-Leninism~ Mao
Tsetung Thought." (».5)
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As we see, no specific Womens demands are referred to, In its
15 years of existence the CPA(ML) has never catered for the
special problems of women .

As far as specific Womens demands go the CPA(ML practises -
abstinence. But just as ahstinence generally does not work out—
in practice as a m2ans of contraception, the CPA(ML) is finding
that it doesn't satisfy the political needs of progressive women
and men either. How can a Party ahstain from supporting specific
Womens demands that urgently affect millions of women in Australia
and expect to win their support ? The ignorance of the CPA(ML)
leadership on this question is truly amazing.

0f course, other groups thsat clzim to he Marxist-Leninist do
not behave like this at all. Eg., to take one American oroup,
M it

amongst many, 'The League far Proletarian Revolution
They list a series of specific demands for women :-

" 1, Equal pay for equal work,
, Paid maternity leave with job guarantees,

. Free day care services in community and workplaces.
. Stop all discriminatory hiring and firing practices
against women; stop the practice of assigning :
women the most menial Bnd worst: paid jobs. :
5.Right of women to hear arms and exerciss the right

" of self defence .
6. Stop forced sterilisations. Right to free and
safe abortion.
7. Stop all attacks against women in education,
mass media etc., pornography, degenerate culture etc,
&, Keeping and putting into effsct all protective :
legislation for women, " a

S0 BN

{ffom tResistance’ Feb. 1977,V01.8,no.2,3.1.}

The CPA(ML)'s failure to develop action around specific demands
1ike this is atsolute proof of its abject failure to come to
grips with the Women Question .

The reaction gf"éEeHCié(ﬁL)_ﬁg criticism . _
Arising from the 'purity', ignorance and the weaknéss of their
position, the CPA(ML) 1is compelled, to ridicule those who
disagree with thoem and to lump them all together inte a-
"hostile", "bourgeois™ category. ’

The CPA(ML) pamphlet says :

v Working class women, like working class men con-

" sist of the advanced, intermediate and backward,
To desipnate all working class women as 'back-
‘ward! is to fall into the bourgecis, revisionist
trap as seeing matters from a sexX angle ané not
from the point of view of the class. Great

" numbers of the Australian workforce now con-
sist of women. A high proportion of Australian
women are forced, even without proper support
services to take their place om the production
1ines. Among them we find many advanced women,
who daily. challenge the boss and lead splendid )
fstruggies; They will continue even nore energeti-~
cally in the future.

. Their actions give the lie to the hostile Trot-

© skyist trend expressed through sone ideologi-
cally weak intellectuals which strives to pene-
trate the independence'forces; This trend regards
working women as backward, unable teC understand
the cause of their plight. It nrefars to gather
in clesed left circles and talk shout male opP-
ression, by its actions looking down upon
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ordinary women as inferior, seeing itself as
having nothing to learn from the masses.'(p.6)

I+ is true that there is an increasing proportion of women who
now work for wages (wage slaves as well as unpaid slaves] and
there are advanced women "who daily challenge the boss and lead
splendid struggles." But the fact that women, like men, can be
categorised into the pelitically advanced, middle and backward
is no refutation at all to the general observation that on the
whole women dc tend to be less politically active than men.

Has the CPA(ML} in making its wide ranging ohservations about

the state of the working class bothered to stop and consider
matters closer to home, ie, the state of the CPA(ML) ? The pub-
lic Chairperson and ViceChairpersons of the CPA(ML) are all

men . Is that hecause it is "scientifically correct”? May we

ask what % of women are on the Central Committee of the CPA(ML)?
What % of women make up the membership of the CPA(ML)? Of course
the CPA(ML) will not answer these guestions , The answers

would be too embarrassing to their thesis of even political
involvement by the men and - women of Australia .

In fact the CPA(ML) argumsnt consists of nothing but fake and
paternalistic flattery . They are saying - Look! Women zre very
advanced politically. So advanced in fact that they don't have
special problems, we don't need to cater specifically for them,.

What is this but a pathetic attempt to stop us all facing a
problem in order to take steps to solve it 7

In a society where the ruling class tries very hard to promote
Aivis ion on a sexuazl basis it is inevitable that both men ‘and
women will have special problems arising from one-sided social
experience (as well . as biclogical differences). This leads to

the situation that while women, in general, may be less ad-

vanced on some questions- (eg. political and industrial involve- ..
went) also men, in general, may be less advanced on some o
questions too (eg., child care, housework, not to mention the

Womens Question !). But in the eyes of the CPA(ML) to make ob-
servations such as these is to "fall into the bourgeois, rev-
isionist trap as seeing matters from a sex angle and not from

the point of view of class" ! The CPA(ML) is forgetting that
Marxism must be based on a concrete study of reality. Their

idea of Marxism is that it is a dogmatic straight jacket dinto
which they try to fit their pre-conceived and suhjectice

ideas . IR

From the observation that women are generall less invelved
politically than men, there follows the question -- WHY 7

In order to change the situation it is necessary for men and women
to examine this question together . We don't claim to have the
answers yet .

But the CPA(ML) deces not even allow themselves to chserve the
differences between men =nd women in our society: Hence they
will not ask the cuestion. Although they have existed for 15

years the CPA(ML) has not even begun to seriously consider -
the Womens Question.

The danger of the CPA(ML) policy is twofold :-

(i) That some will fall and have fallen under its influence and
so become passive or hestile to just womens struggles .

(ii) That by lumping all their opponents tGgether agdap1§c12g
nasty labels on them (in this case "bourg601s","rev15%onlst .
"Trotskyite" and "'weak intellectual"™) and by propagating all
their views repeatedly in the name of Marx, Engels,.Lenln agd
Mao, they will drive geod people away frgm ?he genuine Marxist-
Leninist camp into the arms of the revisionist and Tr0t§k¥15t
camp . To combat this tendency we have s?resged t?e revision of
Lenin by the CPA(IML) on the Womens guestion in this article,
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The CPA(ML) has developed =z pornicious habit of pinning labels
cn themselves and lakels on others without explaining the meaning

of the labels . Thev have cuite clearly forgotten the meaning
nf leninism .

Why does the CPA(ML) carry on like this ?

The CPA(ML) has become. increasingly dominated by paternalistic
men who show no initiative on the Womens Question through fear
of releasing forces of rebellion that they cannot control,

The attitude of the CPA(ML) leadership is not one of rutting
trust in the forces of rebellion at all, Women have to come to
them on the basis of jeining the "independence struggle”. The

concept is a "pure’ and narrow one. Any forces that are sus-

pected of contamination %y 'feminism' are not to be trusted
and given a wide berth .,

It is a simple fact that many men, in particular, are in ig-
norance on the Women Question ., -

Both the radical feminists and the CPA(ML) adept policies

to encourage the perpetuation of this ignorance . The radical
feminists say : "We won't have anything to do.with men be-
cause they are the enemy.'" The CPA(ML) says : "We won't have
anything to do with Womens liberation because it is hourgeois.,"”

Both policies, from opposite ends of the sprectrum, encourage
non involvement in the womens struggle. Both policies cncourage
self contemplation, self cultivation and an inward lonking
"ideological purity', ' -

hat
es
ot

It is easy' , especially for men, under the pressures ©
already exist in scciety ; combined with these pressu
emanating from the "Left” to succumb, to cop out and
get involved . o

T
n

But getting involved is only the starting peoint. There is a
lot of ignorance on the Womens Question . Those who continue
under the influencc of F.F,Hil1l will remain in ignorance .

On the Womens Question the leadership of the CPA(ML) has yet

to begin !
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ON_THE_SLOGAN _"NATIONALISE THE CAR INDUSTRY."
In October 1974 a group was formed in Adelaide called “The
Campaign to Nationalise the Car Industry'". The core and driv-
ing force of this group were anti-imperialist and socialist
minded car workers . The original ideas and aims of the group
were - '

1. To popularise the slogan "Nationalise the car industry"
amengst car workers .

2, To assist building a type of united front to challenge the
power of U.8. Multinationals in Australia in the area of
transport. The idea was that the slogan created a rallying
point fer the following groups of people :

+ car workers fighting for a better deal,

+ people fighting freeways (MATS plan) and wanting a better .
public transport system .,

+ people supporting alternative transport schemes, eg. the
‘electric car .

® .
people opposed to wollution by cars .

+ people opposed to the enormous road toll,

The common enemy c¢f all these groups was seen as the U.S5, car
monopolies and the slogan "Nationalise'" was seen as a uniting
point .’ : ’

The group lasted for about 6 months and was quite active in
its brief 1life, It collapsed in 1975, Since then the '"nation-
alise" slogan has not been used jn any systematic was in
South Australia in the car industry .

Response from car workers .

The main factor that enthused the group initially and kept it
going forward was that there was some success in taking the
slogan to car workers ., : -

In the second half of 1874 an atmosphere of intense crisis
pervaded the whole econcmy and the car industry in particular,
This :as deliberately whipped up ( the atmosphere was whipped
up, not the crisis) for the benefit of the U.S, monopolies

to help them win their hattle to force the Federal Labour
Government to reject the Industries Assistance Commission (ITAC)
Report into the car industry (released in July 1974) ., In particu-
~lar, the U,S. car monopslies copposed the IAC proposal to keep
tariffs low and allow unrestricted import: into Australia.

In essence this was a hattle between U.S. and Japanese car
monopolies on who corneru? the Australian market, The tension
exploded with GMH's announcement to sack 5,000 in December

1974 . The feeling against GMH soared . Support for nation-
alisation peaked . But then the ALP capitulated to U.S., pressure,
They granted the local "2ig 3" (at that time GMH, Ford and
Chrysler ) further concessions, ‘Car workers were told they

were teét off the hnok , their jobs "saved", In fact indirect
sackings proceeded, by transfers to different jobs pressuring
workers—to-sack themselves, and direct sackings for trivial

" preaches of rules and regulations (eg. on clock a minute early).

o
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The demand to nationalise the car industry received strong support

from car workers at this time. A motion to that effect was strongly
pasged at a mass meéting at GMH-FElizabeth in Dec. 1974. Efforts by

sellout, pro-ALP, Vehicle Builders Union Officials to obstruct the
motion only increased support for it. Motions calling for educati-

ional campaigns on nationalisation were also passed at Chryslers

( Tonsley Park ) and at shop stewards meetings in 1974.

These motions were passed in periods of crisis when feelings
against the Companies, and the Vehicle Builders Union sellout
policies, were running high. At another time, at a GMH combined

( Eligabeth and Woodville .) stopwork meeting at St. Clair Centre
in Peb, 1975 just after car workers had been supposedly "let off
the hook" by the ALP sales tax cut and 1mport restrictions a simi-
lar motion was strongly defeated.

This started us thinking that the vete in favour of nationalisatien
perhaps did not run very deep but support for the proposal repre- :

sented a spontaneous lashing out at GMH more than anything else.
Pollowing the failure at St. Clair some further investigation and
analysis was made amongst the workforce ( and other "Campaigh..."
supporters who were now dropping away ) and some important doutts
and objections were raised :-

" ITS NOT POSSIBLE " Some people had severe doubts that the ALP

would ever support the demand to nationalise the car industry. As
the ALP swung to the right in 1974-5 these doubts grew.

" ITS NOT WORTHWHILE " Many workers expressed doubts that natien-
alisation would be an improvement on the present situation. In
particular, many Pritish migrants whe had experienced nationali-
sation under the British Labour Government ( the Pritish Labour
Government nationalised Coal, Electricity, Gas, Transport, Iren

and Steel ) expressed the doubts :-

"It didn't work in Britain" |

"It wouldn't make a proflt"

"It would become a public service bureaucracy(llke the Austn. rallways)"

"It would be just another boss"

From these facts some fairly obv1ous truths emerged :

1. What_ does gaﬁlgngliqgt;og mean ?

It means, whether we like it or not, that we are prop081ng to
replace the U.S. car monopolies with an industry run by whatevef
Government is in power at the moment. This rather obVibua pbiﬁt
was not really grasped when the "Campalgn..." was first}sef up.
We seemed to agsume that people would equate natlonalloation with

national independence. Thisz wag wishful thinking.

A comparison ceuld be made here with "The Campaign Against Foreign
Military Baseg". If the question were raiged: "What do we replace
them with?", the only real answer is : "With an armed people".

But parliamentary connotations are inbuilt into the nationalisation
slogan.,
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Se it is not surprising that support for naticnalisation with the
Liberals in Government has virtually vanished. For example, did

the Chrysler workers put forward natiocnalisation when 700 were
sacked in one hit in July 1977. No. Would Fraser do it? That is

a joke. For a moment imagine it possible that he would do it,
Would we argue that naticnalisation would save the jobs of Chrysler
workers ? The jobs were lost as a result of the capitalist crisis
of overproduction and the introduction of labour saving technology.
When we are in a position to actually mobilise large numhers of
workers to fight the hosses right to hire and fire (one of the
fundamental props of the whole capitalist system) then in such an
advanced political situation we would be ohliged to call for a
revolution for natiomal independence and socialism which would
include the socialisation of Chryslers relations of production.
This would be naticnalisation in a revolutionary sense. Not

nationalisation in a reformist sense.

Adherents of the slogan in the present situation might argue :
“Then link it to natienal independence'. But since we want toO
advocate national independence and socialism then why not do,

so directly rather than confuse the issue with a "natinnalisétion?

slogan with all its parliamentary connotations.

2. The decline of the ALL .

Xeeping this first truth in mind all of the above ohjections

arose from the realisation that the social democratic govern-
ments (ALP or British Labour Party) are no good, that in the'fing%

analysis they do not support the workers .

The problem does net lie with convincing the people that the

present conditions of the Australian car and transnort industry

N

are lousy. That peint is generally accepted and there is a

mountain- of evidence to be produced to back it up. The problem lies

in cenvincing people that nationalisation would be an improvement,

As the ALP swung to the tight in 1974-5, and its pepularity :
declined, the sentiments "its not worthwhile™ and "its not

possible" were reinforced.

The need to investigate and analyse .

It is ridiculous to proclaim a slogan:"nationalise the car
industry" and tc keep on proclaiming it without making a thor-
ough investigation and summing up experience of the workers at
which the slogan is directed .

This is what genuine communists must break free of: proclamation,
biind faith, laying down the tcorrect' line, having little or

no respect for the people, It was a grooa thing that the‘
"pnationalise" slogan was put forward in a vigorous way 1in the

car industry in 1974-5. It had. some success., But we have heen
slow to sum up our experience. The process '"from the masses, to
the masses'" has not heen pronerly carried out. Exnerience has

heen gained but the ..ceaccecs (PTO)
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vital factor of correctly integrating it with advanced theory
(Marxism -Leninism- Mag Tsetung Thought) has not been grasped
as important . This error is calied empiricism .

Would the ALP do it ?

An excellent article in "Australian Communist® 67 (Sept; 1974)
called "Reformists want reform; Revolutionaries want revolution"
points out : Ngz-ionalisacion is a reform and the ALP as a reform-

ist Party is capahle of carrying out this reform .

Nationalisation is a reform because it could he implemented

without necessarily triggering off a revolution,

The question of making a correct analysis of the ALP and what
they are and are not capable of is important. Only hecause the
actions of the ALP do affect the development of the peocple’s
struggle for national independencé and socialism. We look at
the question from the point of view of the peoples struggle

and how ALP pelicy will affect this, and how we can combat this
affect.

The immediate problem at that time (1975) for the ALP from their .
point of view, was the economic crisis of capitalism., They were
riding a tiger and because the ALP is a Party of capitalism the
tiger (the capitalist sconomic crisis) was in controel. The ALP

is a reformist party (this is one side of it) but the cconomic

crisis limited their ahility to carry out reforms.

The ALP Government scheme to raise an overseas loan of
$4,000,000,000 was part of a plan to "huy hack the farm." The
U.S. multinationals didn't like this and sguashed it. A

Russian Bank was invelved, The ALP is always reluctant to mobil-
ise the people in suppert of their reforms because they don't
want to start something they can't stop (eg. a revoluticn).
Sometimes .they will play a role in mobilising people in extra
parliamentary activity,”ég, Céirns in the Moratorium (refer

AC 6/ article above).

The dominant trend in the ALP imn 1974-5 was the swing to the
right, the swing against reform towards die hard reaction

(this is the other side of the ALP), eg. their econcmic policy of
wage indexation (pegping). There was no chance that they would

nationalise the car industry at that time.

The future .

o mems  msme e s s

In th future it is possible that the ALP will support nationali-
sdtion ,. There are various factors involved in this :

(i) The ALP has always catered for and reflected national hourgeois
sentiment and slogans. wNationalise the car industry" is such a
slogan. . ‘ : ,

(ii)One side of the ALP is their committment to reform the'gapi-
talist system . ‘ :

(iii) There is a (slowliy) growing influence of Soviet socialt )
imperialism within the ALP. This influence supports nationalisation.
In fact it is right up their alley. It hits at the U'.§. monopolies
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but does not clearly mobilise the people in a Vigorous'way ( the
parliamentary, from the top connotations of the slogan )

In the future, as the economic crisis bites deeper and the people
get organis-ed then support for national independence and social=
ism will grow. In guch = situatien it ig probable that the ALD
will eventually come forward with the demand for nationalisation
int their attempt to hend off the struggle. Qtherwise people_with
a reformist outlook will_h=ve no_alternative but to accept_revo-
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Tutionary leadership. Just when the ALP will come forward with
this cannot be predicted. Tt may be in a future period of intense
crisis.

Tor example, in Britain during the 1971 Ford strike following
enry Ford's threat to divert. investment from Britain 30 Labour
MP's called for nationalisation of Ford's plants in Britain and
6 MP's in an amendment ucged The Government to take over the
Company "with no payment for goodwill since Ford denies Iits
existence" (ie. nationalisation without compensation).

P = | emsm e ows  cowm

In such a case as the above it would certainly appear correct for
communists to support nationalisation. The demand has its pro-
gressive side ( in Australia or the Ford's example from Britain )
because it expropriates U.S. monopolies and challenges the power

of U.S., imperialism.

There is a difference between this and the other British industries
that have been mationaliced in that they have been locally owned
and usually but not always unprofitable. '

To look at the experience of nationalisation in some other countries
might help to clarify the situation. v

Example 1 : BEgypt, a 3rd world country, under the leadership of
Nagser ( a strong national bourgeois ) nationalised the Suez Canal
in 1956.'This was 2 real blow and a popular blow mainly at U.S.
Imperialism. Of scourse Communists-would actively suppbrt it. At

the same time they would exer* their independence by preparing
people for the necessary armed struggle to repulse the invasion

by % countries that followed (Israel, Britain and France). Nasser .
relied on negotiated settlement. '

Example 2 : Over the last few years there has been a gradual take~
over of Leylands in Britain by the Govermment. This is propping
up a Company with insufficient capital to cover its forward ex-

pansion., It is of little or no benefit to- the working class.

Conclusionsg :

I would tentatively advance the following conclusiong -

1., In esgence "nationalise the car industry" in present Austn,
conditions is a progressive reformist or bourgeois nationalist
demand. Not to support such a slogan in present Austn conditions
would be to commit anc infentile "left" error. Communists support
reforms, support bourgeois nationalist demands provided this
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assists the Australian. rovolution for independence and socialsim,
Communist revoluticnaries must unite with bourgeois nationalists
and reformists an: struggie-for‘leadership correctly or else

they be;omé}&ﬁly a self proclaimed 'correct!' ieft bhloc.

2. "Nationalise the car industry” is only a reformist demand
and in itself is not a revolutionary demand. To uncritically
advance this slogan without understanding means to act not as

a communist but as a reformist .

To suggest or to iﬁply‘that nationalisation will lead to:
A cheaper, safer, non rolluting pecoples car.v

An end to the road toll

A superb public transport system

An efficient industry

Jobs for all and a better deal for workers etc,

is to confuse nationalisation with national independence and
socialism , is to confuse reform with revolution,

The negative side of the nationalisation slogan cannot he
ignored. The experience in Britain, the experience with the
railways in Australia, the experience of the SEC power workers
protracted strike in the Latrobe valley (they had atl the
benefits of 2 nationalised company) is a powerful lesson to
workers that State mononoly capitalism does not work in their

interests .

When advanced without understanding the slogan can confuse the
people and it can confuse the communists too. It is immortant to
educate aspiring communists of the differences hetween bourgeois
nationalism znd communism. Ridiculous situations have arisen,

at Union meetings, where workers with communist jdeals have in
all sincerity argued for nationalisation and ALp opportunists
have put them down by arguing that it wouldn't work under
capitalism,

%3, Finally, how éo we strupgle for 1eadership correctly?

(i) Part of it is being correct in a propaganda sense. We want
to encourage rejection of parliamentarism and bureaucracy and
raise revolutionary slogans, ©g. ngverthrow the Government',

"people's democratic dictatorship", dictatorship of the »T0 =
letariat!, "national independence and socialism' are scme that

come to mind,

(ii) But only by actually meobilising people to support us B
can we hope to hold sway oOver the bourgeois nationgllst, reform-
ist, revisionist, cpportunist elements who also stTive for ]
leadership, autherity and power . This requires acticn, leadership
in practice , not just "correct" propaganda .

(iii) Eventually, to form a political party that offers overall
leadership we need to formulate a Part progran (which wguld,'
amongst other things, put the short term demand for.nat1ogall-
sation-into perSnective}‘ Drafting a Party progran is an important
pre conditivﬁ to the formation of a genuine Australian s
communist party .

B ik et o



On Proletarian Dictatorship. by Norm

There are numerous phrases that mou hear incessantly among left
circlese After a while they can jade the ear., Previously, I had accepted
the prevailing attitude that politieal phrases didn't really mean any-
thing, that they were purely incantations denoting "adherence’ to sohew-
thing called "Marxism-Leninism", It is quite a pleasant surprise when
you begin to realise that they do mean something and that,like all words,
they are symbols standing for complex ever-changing relationships in the
regl world, of which we can have verying depths o¥ understandinge. I
would like to suggest that people devote more time to discugsing what
some of the terms and phrases we use actually meanse. As a start, I have
sketched out a few initial ideas on one phrasc = "dictetorslip off the
proletariat -~ for people's comments.

In n§f mind, Mao tse-~tung Thought is concerned to a considerable extent
with the question of continuing the revolution under the dictatorship of
the proletamiat, which draws on the experienceo of proletarian revolution
to date, in particular the struggles against revisionism, of both the
Soviet and home—grown Chinese varietye.

The Dictatorship of the proletariat is not a superior form of
parlizmentary cretanism overseeing the ficonstruction of socialism',
despite whatever Hoxha or Teng might tell us. ‘"It is not a static
thing nor an end in itself, but a means by which capitalism is transe
formed intic. communism.

The vanguard ofi the proletartet establishes an armed force, seizes
administrative control and demolishes the then existing coercive legal
apparatus of the bourgeoisie. For a proletarian dictatorship, the above
is @ minimum requirement, however from then on the degree to which the
proletariat dictates is relative.

Firstly there are objective limitations determined by the degree
of transformation towards communism that is practically feasible ak
any given stage. Once all limitations on the dictatorship of the
proletariat are eliminated, it ceases to exist - withers awaye

Secondly there is the extent to which the tronsformation of society
is pushed to is current objective limitse

The term "dictatorship of the proletariat! means § mothing unless it
is seen in terms of transformation - "continuing the revolution under
the dictatorship of the proletariat".

Implicit in the above is the view that a correct policy at one
stage is counbter-revolutionary at the next. Mutual aid teams in China
were correct in the early '50s, they weren't after 1958, Later on
the communes can become a stumbling bloc to prozresse. And one final

example, Mao said that the worker propoganda . - teams must stay
permanently in the schools and universities - true:. but not withe
standing the fact that . . the continued existence of schools and

universities may one day become a hindrance to nistorical develop-
ment.

13/4/79




PRQLEMARIAN BARLIAMENTARY' CRETENESM IS GENUINE PARLIAMENTARY CRETINISM.

The most strilking festuce off Enva Hoxtie's spescl, "Proletarisn DemocraEcy:
is Genuine Democracy” is the clesr message that the revalution is camplete
in Albaniz, that class struggle no longer rezlly exists and the bourgeoisie
no longer poses a danger in Albania.

Consquently, rule. by the proletariat in Hoxhs's terms is reduced to simply
being @ superior form of parliamentarism and rulle of Taw, to that practiced
fnder capitalism. To Marxists, proletarian rule is seen as the means by which
the revolutionary tramsition ta classless communist society is brought aboute
It is something with = continuing revolutionany task, not simply a "just" form
of government. . |

Complementing Hoxta!s static parliamentary notion of groletarian dictatow-
ship is his equally static concept of gocialist society" that hass been comp=
letely severed from any concept of socialism as & period of revolutionary
transition to communism = revolution by stages throughout the whole historical

period of proletarian dictatorships

Hoxha's notion of socialism, in all essentials, is identical to Teng Hsiszo-
ping's. And the wording is much the same, although perhaps having a more
militant tinge. To take an example - "Our Maryist-Leninist Party is inspired:
and nourished by the Marxist-Leninist ideology and its only aim is to raise
the wellbeing of the people, to complete the construction of socialism
under the dictatorship of the proletariat" (p 11).

The following gems from Hoxha's speech ave no doubt meant to reassure
the Albanian proletariat that they can quite safely stay out of politics
and confine their activitiess to turning up on election day and "eonforming
to socialist norms". (Hi Norm!). :

PART Y

"Our epussmy has always seen to it that our country is free from
foreigners in every respect , that it is fully independent from the outside
world and never endangered by classes which oum revolution has deprived of
their economic, political and moral power' (pp10-11).

After stating that Albania is "truly socialist? and the greatest wage
differential is "only" 2 to 1, Hoxha goes on to say, "We allow no disloc=
ation in the implementation of the principle of remuneration according to
the amount of work donw, hence there is no, nor will there ever be anys
stomtum off working people placing themselves above the othersand taking
decisions according to ites desires and interests" (p12)a

And finally:= "... the way has been barred by law to revisioniist
tendencies" (p12)e.

When you read this sort of stuff in Peljing Review or New Times (Moscow),

it/%asily identified as revisionism. It should be no harder to recognise
simply because it emanates from the 18 Nentori! Publishing Houses

: 13/1/79




LETTER FROM ALBANIA . _
Bditerial note: We have been requested to publish the fellowing
letter. It refers to an article in Digcussion Bulletin 3 called
" Are Mao's critics MLs at all?" ( see Editerial at front if you
wish to 6btain a cepy ). We would like to receive readers comments
on this thoughtful letter. Please fill ~ut the following auiz,
Neatest correct entry wins a free cepy of Enver Hoxha's yet to
be published autobiography.

Does the letter :-
a. stimulate your interest in sausage preduction ?
b. make you look forward to comrade Envers next %3 volumes 7

c. impress you for its biting and irrefutable logic ?
d. bore you stupid 7 ’

o o6 p ® T OE 8OO UL ®OE DO ESLEOO ST e 0B oS

Tirana, ALBANIA
25th April, 1979 .

Dear y '

Two copiee of yeur discugsion bulletin have naw reached
me and been studied. The article which I wrote last November at -
your request has done one very good thing - it har oo enfuriated
Albert Langer that he has cast off all disguise and come out
openly in hie true celours as a rabld enemy of the Party of
Tabour of Albania and the enly ceuntry in the world where the
dictatorship of the proletariat is in mower. So much smo in fact
that he even tries to allege that socialism does not exist in
Albania. Why is this ? Tiecaupe the heir to the Langer Sausage
empire does not like the proletarian revolution. e is a
bourgeois revolutionary and hence pours out his vilest speen

on the proletariat and the proletarian party. Thus you can no
longer regard him as a "good guy with whom we have some differ-
ences over sbtrategy and tactics" , but must see him as an enemy
who must be fought. He comes in the same category as "Danny the
Red" and other petty bourgeois student types who have played

a role for a time in.some sections of the revolutionary move-
ment, but who always end u; as vicious opponents of the prolet-
ariat in the revolution. W. Randolph Hearst in the USA played

a similar role early in this century when, having inherited his
family's gold mine, he became a newspaper baron and wanted to
run Upton Sinclair ( of “The Jungle", "0il" and other famous
novels ) as communist candidates for the presidency of the USA.

Such people find it delightfully easy to dig out l1solated
Paggages from documents in order to bolster their case,
entirely overlooking the time and circumstances in which these
documents were published and the feco that almost every
inter-party docunent represents some sort of compromise imposed
by the situation. Here our "pure" revolutionaries (as oppcsed
to real revolutionaries engaged in concrete struggle.) will
proclaim in triumph that a %enuine revolutionary party must

not make compromises. But Lenin states bluntly ghat,this

ig an infantile sectarian gtand. The egeence of the matter is
what sort of cempromise - does it assist the revolution or does
it harm- it ? Would it have been in the interests of the revolut
ion for the PLA to have come out openly in public attack on

the Soviet Union after the 20th Congress when the entire inter-
national communist moverent was striving ( by official decision
at the two Moscow meetirgs )to keep the differences with the
revigionists as an internal problem ir the hope that comradely
criticism would put the CPSU back en the M-L %rack ? The, name
situatien prevailed later in the differences with China, - In
both these cases the PLA tmok the stand that it must defend the
M-I principles by attacking revisisrism in the concrete form

of Yugoslav revisionium that had beer publicly denounced by the
world.oomm%nést movementwhile keeping its criticimms of the
revisionist deviations in the USSR and China strictl ithi

the confines +f the two parties conecerned or the 1egg1w%g?égs
of the world movement. Even when it came out openly against the




theory of the three worlds at the Tth Congress in 1976 it did
not name the CPC ag the s 1thor of this theory and did not openly
gtate its differences wita the CPSU or the CPC until these two
parties themselves nhad made the differences public.

As to the question of replying to the slanderous attacks on the
PLA and comrade Fnver, by now you will have had at least one
copy of "Imperialism and the Revolutvion", which iz a major weapon
in this battle, while we are now in the process of publizhing
"Reflections on China®, excer)ts from Enver Hoxha's political
diary which cets out, day by day and week by week, the way Enver
gradually formed his opinions about how things were developing
in China’ and what the PLL must try to do to stop the revisionist
degeneratioh in that party and country, because of its enormous
importance to the world revolutionary movement. This work will
run to about. 2000 pages in three volumes the first of which is
now in the hands of the printer and will be available in the
middle of next month. The other two volumes will be put out
before the end of this year, too. These two works are the Dbest
reply to all the shit that smart alecks like our fat friend

try to smear on the PLA and socialism . ’ '

Since I have been working almost day and night on the translat-
ion of the latter work and will be continuing to do so for some
months to come, it is guite impossible for me to devote the time
to carefully checking up on the extensive bibliography quoted

in the Discussion Bulletin in order to do a word by word refu-
tation, and the work I am engaged in will make it quite unnecess-
ary to do so in any case However, I do want to refute the smear
that I did not want that article published over my name because
of "some 1little difficuliy with the line of the CPNZ."

As you can "see .in the decision of the CPNZ plenum, published in
the yellow- covered pamphlet last September, the CPNZ was not
prepared at that stage to take a decision on the reason for the
obviously reactionary trend in Chinese policy in recent years. -
It said it needed more time and facts in order to make an analysis,
which was fair enough. But this did not mean that those of us ;
who had facts and had formed opinions should sit dumb until some
heavenly miracle brought clarity to the others. On the contrary
it imposed a duty on ue to express our opinions in an effort to
reach clarity and agreemert on the issues involved, but this
could not.be done in such a way as to commit the CPNZ to those
opinidns. Thisg is why I told you that I d4id not want my name
published with the article, which, incidentally, I sent to the
CPNZ in the samé mail as I sent it to you, explaining in a =
letter the course I had alepted. Thus despite the screams of
anguish from certain guarters, I did not breach the discipline
of the party in any way.

The major earthquake that struck the northern regions of the
country on 15th April did colossal damage - 10,355 houses des-
troyed or damaged and over 400 other buildings. The superiority

of the socialist system became apparent once again with the

rapid and effective meacures to eliminate the consequences.
Everyone was provided with temporary shelter by 6 p.m. the same
day and repair work commenced immediately. A great national act-
ion is under way and all ‘the damaged bulldings will be recon-
gstructed or repaired by “st October, while the production plans
for 1979 will also be fulfilled 1all on the basis of self reliance.
In neighnouring Yugoslavra, however, the story is rather different.
According to radio repor's, in some places tents were arriving
only yesterday to house some of the homeless, and Tito has been
holding out both hands for foreign aid, It's not the first time

of course. The earthquake is a severe blow to the Albanian

people but they have surmounted worse problems and are confident
that they will do so again ., °

Cheerio and best regards,



