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Introduction

The articles in this section of the bulletin (pages numbered Ml, M2, ‘etc)
were written by Melbourne members of REM. The articles have been written in
the light of discussions at Melbourne REM meetings and, in some cases, dis-
cussions among smaller groups of people. However none of the articles have

been endorsed by the Melbourne membership at this stage.

The authorship of articles {(in code names) is specified in the table of
contents appearing below. The articles are grouped broadly in accordance with
subject matter.
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CG?NUWISW LIU?S P~ DN UNITING THEDRY & PRACTICE.

There szers to be the feeling that some conflict exists betuesn theory
and practlice - that theory means * just Jt;dylng* and practice moans
"doing things'. This is wrono. tofa ’ i a cholca bhotwussn
amgiricz:w and doomatism. The poinl i no trode-of i betueen
tha twuo - vou cannot have ‘more bthaory pracliice’ or vice-vers
fheoretical study is being Swfh g oway as Lo divarce 1t from
reality, Such study has no ( utside its gun assumptions -
you study it because it's qc Vneu it.  This has bean defended
under the slogan ‘Theory is Primary' as though Theory and Practice
compete for leadership in the revolution. :

5 It misses the poxnt. Theoretlcai Study is goed when it makes tha

umr7d clesgrsr - when it has some point of reference cutside of itself.
Thare's nothing the matiter with reading Capital { 1 supposs Marx '
meant someong to read it) if the re gading serves some purpose other

thah acur oun Knowledge.,, There i1s no point in a communist. possessing
knowledge umnless it is tm be used. Capital is uaﬂ?ql - Ist's not

"study' ity

~lat‘3 usa- it. Themry is not™Primavy', it is usa‘ulm

This doss. mgt mean ﬁhaﬁ ewery period of study chould end in a ieaflat
Study is nmt theary.,. and J%a?l&tiﬂ% is pot practice.

e

IDEAS+FOR~-THEIR~OUN-SAKE 1S DOGMA, NOT THEQRY.

Theory is some notion of whit the world is and how it works. Some

pezople develop it by talking to people, some by reading the cla ssics,

some 0y working i action groups or uniens. By itself thio warid view
is not encugh. It must be tested before it Can progress. FProlstarian
scudy l1s like studying the rorm-guide - it could he aone for iis own
axe, but the point is to find cut how to bab - tg put the theory

s inm the reszsl world.
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Mao puts it mors punaently -
" Bux comrades must under
Leninism hecausse it
some mystical velus....

and that ws do not study Marxism-
#zs.ng Lo the eye, or hscausm it has

et
o0
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~eninism has no beauty, nor

.
has it any mystical valu . is only extremely wussful. It
seeme that right up to the present quite a fau have “wg'nded

Marxism-Leninism as a ready mwd? paﬂ“?@& >oonce vou heve it
You can cure all yvour 1lls wiih 1ittle equﬁii This itg a
type of childish hlindness asd ue must start a mowement to
gnlichten these penola. Thoose who regard flarxism-bLeninism
as ralicious dogmz show this type of blind ignorance. e
must tell them aparlyy "yowr dogma is no uss', or to use

]

an impolite phrase 'Your dogma is less useful than shitr,

We ses that dog excrement can fertilize ths fislds, and .

man's can feed the dog. And dogmas? They can't fertilize
the fields, nor can thﬂy feed a dog. OF what usas ars thay?

(1542 from Compton 8. Party Reform Oocumenta)
If it's not useful — Forget it !

SCING THINGS IS NOT

°

RACTICE

L= do hawe ak theory. It may not always be conscious in thet it may
nat dinform all our actions. This is uhy we oftsn lese a sense of
direction in our work. e should aim tn provide coamunist leadership
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in action groups. This means understanding how the action Fits im
with ths braader pattern of sccial change, as well as houw to lead

+he other membsrs of the group to a dgsper understanding of the naturs
of capitalist socisty. 1I% nsver means just taking tham ousr.

We practice Marxism-lLeninism when ue: bite back an attack on somsons
with whom we know we should unite, and when ue thoroughly demolish
scmeone who is am snemy. UWe practice Marxism-Lasninism when ue
support someons we know we should suupport. "Practics® means doing
what's requirved. Sometimes it means a leaflet, sometimes it means

a demonstation, somstimes it means kesping quiet. One day it will
mean firing guns, Until then it means not firing guns. Practice

is liuving thesory. '

Mao qguotes the saying "To shimoot an arrouw, have a target"...
* In shboting the arrow you must have a targebt to aim at.
relation betwesn Marxism-Leninism and ths Chiness
Revolution (hs meant the Austr,liar one toa) is the sams
as between the arrow and the targa». However, some comrads
are shooting arrouws without a targel, shooting them teck-
lessly. It is =asy for them to harm the revolutionary

causs.
" In addition, there are some camrades who mervely tske the

arrow in hand, twist it back and forthy and say again

and again in praise, "a l1lent arrow, excellaent arrouw'",

X
but are nsver willing to shoot it. This type of pzoson
is a connoisssur af antiques who has hardly any
relatlonship wlth the revolution. The arcrouw of ferxisme
Leninism muot Be ussed to hit the target of the (Australian)
revolution. If it were otherwise, why should we want to
study Marxism-Leninism 7 Isn't it because we have not.
dlg :sted our WAllet that we read a book on the relief of
indigestion?®

GCet theory to find the target, and maks surs uwe're prepared to shoot!

PRACIICE I5 THEORY LIVE !

Uniting theory and practice is 3 matter of taking our communist
world view seriously. It means having a pattern to live by, and
living it. It means se=ing hiow our oun small part of Iife rslates
to other struggles in Australia and in the world. It sees beyond
polittism and small-group thinking. It demands that thers bes a
point to our study and to our actions. It means making communism live
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ON HEADLESS CHOOKS

What REM needs to do - as an ongoing urgent task, is to train
Marxist theoreticians capable of applying the truths of Marxism-leninism
to Australian conditions and by so doing, advance the revolutionary move~

ment in this country with the aim of seizing state power.
Stirring stuff, eh? Pity I don't go along with it.

What we need to do 1s to make Marxist theory, not to make Marxist
theoraticians. And I'm riot engaging in polemics when I say thise
6onsider. the intro. again - . and similar statements that have been ex—~
pressed by us, the CPA~ML (old days) and revolubionaries here and inter~
nationally -~ 1t contains underlying assumptions which, in my view, are

wronge

That Marzigts need to apply the truths of Marxism to their loeal
conditions is true, of course, but it is not necessarily the same thing
as applying Marxism to local conditions and in practice has usually
gtopped short of applying Marxisme

Firstly, it misses the point (or tends to) about what Marxism ise
Marxism is more than just & set of scilentific and revolutionsry truths
deduced and verified by Marx, Fngels, Lenin, etc. Markism is how these

truths were arrived at in the first place (i.e. it's the method, more than

the result). Forgetting that Marxism is an analytical method which needs
to be applied all the times +that because of this,Marxist theory is belng
enriched gll the time, leaves us wide open to fall for the second under-
Iylng assumption: that of treating Marxism as a dogma.

This 1ine = which we have all fallen for at some time or another -~
maintains that you don't need to -apply Marxism to create new theory, but
to apply the truths of Marxism (already known, but not applied). In

s

other words, itk all been done before (thank heavens); all we have to do

is apply it. This is not really Marxisme

Of course there are many truths of Marxism which have been done

/oecoo
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before and they don't need-going over again (révising) because they

. reflect reality and have universal application. But to then beiiéVe that

-.all the answers-are known, that all  thet is required is’the mastering

of these truths and the problems and answers of the local revolubicn will
at once become apparent, is crap. It is saylng that history has stopped,
that social reality (from which Marxism is drawn) has ceased its develop-

ment. To put it this way, demonstrates the fallaclousness of this positione

There really is a strong temptation for revolutionaries to use the

L : L : @
revolutions of other: countries — the USSR, China, Albania, etc., - as an

-1deological crutch which hampers our own thinking, our own- development

of . revolutionary theory relevant to (and hence from) local revolutionary
practice. Peking Review says that inflation in the west is a reflection

of capitalist overproduction. Frudite Fumblebrain Hill agrees. We agrecseos
and that's another problem solved. Ia it really any surprlse that the
GPA=-ML's anti-inflation campaign dida't even get of tne ground°

Because the proletariat held state power somewhereg be it Russia,
China, wherever, revolutionaries were able to stay in a cacoon and get
the-1line from .overseas via loecal ggg~nso " When the USSR becaméArevis—
iopist, we ended up-on the rocks -.which is fair enough because we asked
for it. And the same can be-said for the situation we find ourselves in

now , after the revisionist coup in China and the degeneration in Albaria.

~The fact that we got pretty much what we deserved agaln, indicates the
. seriousness of the problém and that the lessons of the USSR were not

really learnt (even realised?).

That this situation should have ended years ago (like decades) is
self~evident. That it hasn't, means we've got a bit of homework to doe
The big differersge now,however, is that we don't have a crutch anymore.

For the first time in over 60 years, we are completely én our owne

Given this, our choices for .the future are few. We could degeneréﬁé
into a weirdo 'Marxist! sect (and I always thought that Cathollc1cm was

the one true faith), and becatise réligious fervor does have its om

PO /o,eoeo
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&momenﬁum; we may even become a little Successful;‘ we could become f:ngxu
~ ¢ynics and drop out; or we-can take stock of the situation and start o
V: o remedy ite And this brings me back to the questlon of the@ry and

- practices

Yes, there is a dialectical relationship between theory and
ngfaéﬁice (which is hardly an‘ofiginai or startling plece of news) and
at any one tlme, one will hold precedence over the other (relatlonships
between things are always in a state of flux. When this stops, sterile
street beging). This shouldn't really need pointing out - but it seems

prudent that I do so '

% : At the moment we do not possess much (anything?) we can give to the
A s

Australian people = which is a direct result of relylng on crubtches.

4 Although the problem may be older than we are now that itls been kicked

from under us, we've got to stand on our own feet, get our theoretical
shit together and use this as a springboard (a solid basis) for the

agitational oriented activities.

This is not armchair Marxism, Nor is the suggestion that we become
a study group. Part of the problem in Melbourne is that we expended a
greét deal of encrgy running around Tike chogks.with;ﬁﬁeir heads cut off
(insufficient theofyi)-»wé@wEQéQSEWEQ%32§%E§§§§§;9ff- ‘We also fell for
interpmeting the relationship between theory and practice as 50% theory
and SO% practlce - very even handed and very undlalectlcal. The paralys&a
that 1nev1tably followed was a much healthier reaction than people relig-
iously burying themselveéwinto ineffective "mass work". It was a conscious
recognltion that gomething was wrong. The fault was not too much theory .
but not nearly enoughéﬁlthout the basis that will come from theoretical
reSearch and struggle (amongst ourselves, natlonally and 1nternatlonally)
we will remain headless chooks. The emphasis of our work must be toward
"understanding and developing Marxist theory to the point where we do have
something to give the Australian people.

I don't want to be a headless chodk all my life and go to the grave

satisfied at having tried (but unfortunately hever trying to seize state
power). There ig not much objective difference between this and contribution
to life made by Yevsey Klimkov, the principle Bharacter in Gorky’s Life of a
Useless Man. The motives are better, of course - but the effect is the same -
useless. We should be only satisfied with winning.

ee @00
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' OF UNTYING THEORY AND PRACTICE.

_ "One divides into twe' s onmc of those catch preses that pcople throw
around without necessarily understandimg the coneept Behind: it. ITm fact
seretines poople use the phrasc nainly iw crdor to sounmd profound.
Neverthoeless it cmbodics an important idca - - tHat thore aro contradictions
in overything and thait eontradietion is fundamental. The umildy ef the two
sides of a contradiction is wonditiicnal and transitory, but their struggle
ig& basic. The "unity of cpposites'is Just what it says. It Is not the unity
cf things that scem tc be opposite hmd decp down (“in*osseneﬁ“) are rot. ‘
It is the unity of things that recally-truly are cpposites .

THig is not to say that all contradictions arec always antagonistic.
Both before and after lilereticn in Chinma thoro was a workor-peasant alliance.
The contradietion botweon thm two classes was not antagomistic. THolir unity
of intercsts was Hhghlightod. Tust tho sanc, they were still scparatc classcs,
thoir rolimtionships to the mcans of production worc dtfforomte THo workors.
wome not'possants in factorics" and tho poasants woro not Yproeletarians om
the land". For this rcasom It was noecssary for the prolotariat to strugglo
for the Icading role. Ty wore two ellasscs with two ideclogies and onc Had
to provail,

Sc 1t Is with thoory and practicc. But scmc of tho articlos cy thie
subjeet socm to be, at best, glessimg over this fact; and at worst, assuming
that unity is fundancntall and strugglo is an optical Hllusicn or the rosult
of crrors. I have in mind 'Comuniien Liwes! On Uniting Thoory and Practiéc'-
(CQLGOQUQTGAaPo) and gemo of the Adelaido artieles,, cspeciallly 'Waiting for
a Conrunist Parfy?”'(DEfgﬁ and Stewo's rcsponsc to 'REM: Diroetiond for I980%,
(From tho Adclaido nmatoriall I allso get a whiff of the samc thinking im
rolation tc the ecntradiction botwoom ideology and orgsniisatiion and +ho
econtradictiion botwoon the personal and e political, )

First Iets consider tho notion that meither thoqu“ngy;gzggﬁﬁpg_gg
Primary. Thils idoa ccmos through in C.L.0.U.T.A.P. THo Adolatdo articlos
don't cxpliedtly advancco this propogiitiony. budr thoy want tc re-formmulate
"thoory is primarytat proscnt" into "radsc the thooretdieal lewel whilc
uniting theery and practicec'. They arc, I thiink, trying to wator down HHo
primacy of thoory Vy.making thecory onv task ancng nany and By cxagorating
the dangor of armchair Marxisn whHom tho rcall prowlicnn s that thore is etiIT
far too Litttlic thooretieal work being domc. Thoy accusc MolBourno oombors
of hypoerisy for giving lip-sorwies to the idea that "theoory is primary and
propoganda iis sceondary” while not doing any propoganda work. They sHould
be' calling us hypoerits for not doing any thooroticall works?

.-, Actuallly tHe bolliof that neither thecry nor practice is primary s the
Ieast credibls positiom. WhHy dom't people eome cud and’ say that practice s
primary? It's a propositiom that's gbt a lot¥ going for t- - at most tinmes
Tt would be correat. Overalll, practice Is the principall aspect of tHe
praatiae/%heory'aonfradﬁcﬁﬁcn; If we thought otherwise we woeuld not Be
naterialists. Sc at most Himes practice is prinary. However there are
ccoasicns when thedry s primary. But arc therc ccoasiions wher geither
is primary ? (Or when BHoth are primgry --- It amounts to the same ﬁhing;y

Wo could think of the twe aspects of a combradiction as being like the
two sides of a colwe. They arc opposite sides, But of eoursc they arec Both
part of a largoer whcole and Both indispensiBle to thet wholc. Bt your wouwld
do welll not tc try to empHasise thils Iatder aspect toc muek im a Hwo ~up
game. Bach coim at any givem time las either its Head or its tail upper-most =
the two-up players are interested im which cne ¥ is. Tt's mo good going om
about low therc cen be no heads without tails and how cssentdall it is always

~to bear im mind the basie unity of the pommy. Nainvaining that ncither

theory or practice s primary is like Betting o the coin Bén&ipg o iits
Odg@ © i

Practiiee means engaging in activity which Brings you directly into
interaction with society and/or nature. Im the preserltt discussion, politieal
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struggle is the type of practicc we have im mind, Poliitical strugsles giwe
riise to qucstiions ag to what should be donc. They alsce gomerate expericncecs
and inmformation whick can be uscd im answerimg these questionms. THeory:

means analysing facets, identifying the forces at work and fommilsting pillaws
for future astiiom. The resulids of theorotical work are used He guide furtiler
practice and are tested im that practice.

N cJIn tEis proegess  theoory and pracitice are firmly Dmked, bBut thcy are
roverthelless distinet phases, distinet types of activity. In fact i mormel
parliance- - and in my parlance-- they arc opposites. As I said before,
practiicc iis normally the princiipdl aspect But at particular times theory
becomes principal. When we have no c¢lear conaeption of the forces et work im
soaiety and no pllan of action to chenge soadiety we must give prioricty to E
developing such a conceptiion and sueHd a plam. Is'nt thik the situatiion i
we are in now? !

Previous practice has given us questions that need answering and facls
we can use in answerimg them -- the previous practiee being the struggles
we have been involwed Im, the struggles that hawe taken plase in Austrazliam
history im generall and the strukgles that have Beenm waged elsewlere im the
world, inelbding the experiienccs of the world Communist movement. We nsed
to draw scme | eonclusions and work: cut at least = tentative plam for -
communist practice in the futurc. Until th' is fs done, theory should be Ny
the primary actiwiity, the Ikading setiwity. However practice may continue é;
menber of R.E.M. fis and willl contimue to Ye inwvolwed im poliifiicall strugeles,
and practical asctimities im these strugsles mey take up more time than
theorctical. activities such as reading, writing and arguing about ¥he questions
faging the comminist movement. Thils iis quite Uealtly. FPirstly Because
contimuing involvement Im strugglles provides some safeguard against Becoming
remote from rezliity and obliwiicus to trends in society and Im prcegressive
movements . Seccndly becauwse although we have as yet Iittle to offer as
commuinists we do have scmething to affer as relatiwelly experdenced activists

e saen s e e &

with & few skilllls that are worth passing on to newer activists.

But the first priority right now for s commnift orpanisatiom must Be
to organise investigatiom of theoretical questionms. (When I say Wheoretical
gquestions? I don't mean academiic: questicns like how many bolshoviks cam
: danee on the head of a pim but vital questiions Iike how to overthrow capit-
= alism.) An essential part of this first priority task ie e disseminaste 2
among wider left ciweles an awareness of the questions we aTe invesﬁigamﬁng i
and our tentative conclusiioms-- and later our less tentative concliysions.
This is where the D.B. comes im-To a degree our publiication of the D.B.
fig also a form of propoganda work, but that is not it's prinnipaﬁ.fun@ﬁionh
Its primcipall funetion is 1o stimaliate diseussion within R.E.M. and zhomg
revoluticnaries in generall

Struggles are going on anyway, regardless of what R.E.M. does. REM _
members are inwelved in scme of them. But a2 communist (or wcuﬂd~b§~ commnist)
organisation like R.E.M. is rot uniquely qualified to prcvm@e
leadership in these struggles preciscly bccause we lack any clear idea of
the way forward for the revolutioms

P s

Whet is the purposc of making a clear distietion beteeem theory and

practice and a definiite desision about which of themrishprimary st & given
time? It bs not to negate the unity of theory and practiees . On the sontirary
phirase. It Is to achieve

it is +tc make thet unity resll and not just a ‘ o
ellzrity about ocur situation and. give us some‘pergpective o our Wgrka It i;g&
important to untie theory and practice, wot in the sense of breaglng the“( s
between them bBut in the sense of disentangling the two concepts mgrcan'mmnds
$0 that we caw better understand each of them, and the relationship between

them.
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THE MEIBOURNE MESS

The shambles in REM in Melbourne seems to have two main feabures:

(1) Decisions not belng carried out

This ranges from major campaigns not being systematically pursued
(and generally being dropped after a short time) to decisions on
matters which should be routine not being carried out, or belng
forgotten. This appears to have been a problem in REM from the
beginning.

(2) Breakdown of internal life

Although it would seem that Melbourne's communications  with
Adelaide have been inadequate since early 1978, internal life

within Melbourne REM began to disintegrate later in 1978, as

branches one-~by-one stopped meeting. This did not lead to a drasbic
mroblem at first, as there were a number of fairly well attended gen—
eral meetings in the last few months of 1978. However, during 1979,
wlith no branch structure surviving, general meetings were poorly at-
tended, most members wrote nothing for the DB, and viesits and circ-
ulars to the members from the executive were sporadic. In short,
many members had virtually no contact with the organisation in 1979.

What caused this sorry state of affairs? I think there were a num=~
ber of causes, some of them not significant in themselves, but in total
uite effective in making the organisation ineffective. Here are the two
interacting) factors which I feel are in themselves significant:

(1) lack of agreement on what we should be doings

(2) petty-bourgeois tendencies (sorry about the 'jargon! but I'1l ex—
plain what I mean a bit further on).

Iack of Agreement

This boills down to lack of an agreed programme and strategy for the
revolution, which further boils down to lack of any credible programme
and strategy for the revolution. It has been reflected in skepticism
among the membership about the various projects and 'Main Tasks! which
have been undertaken, and unwillingness on the part of many members to
work on things they don't feel are worthwhile. If we had an established
organisation which had demonstrated its viability and seriousness and
generally correct orientation, it would be reasonable to expect all mem-
bers to put time and energy into the organisation's activities, even
members who are doubbful about the value of a particular activity (since
they should be aware that their opinions might be wrong and in any case
the value of a mroject canbnly be conclusively shown by giving it a go)e
However, REM has never been more then a fledgeling organisation,explicitly
aware of its lack of an overall mrogramme and strategy, so it is hardly
gurprising that members! committment has generally not extended to putting
an effort into particular activitlies in which they cannot see any valuee.

Is this an excuse or an explanation? On one level it is simply an
explanation - whether we like it or not, people are not going to throw

[eunse

t
1
f
T
c
€

Y e b e

bet 1 P ] e

B R VRS S B L TR Y




M15

themselves into things they think are a waste of time purely through
tecommitment to REM's But I am going beyond that to say that, however
frustrating it may be to the leadership, this sort of reaction (or lack of
reaction) from the membership ig quite reasonable. Someone who is aware
of the vacuum in revolutionary strategy is correct in not devoting time or
energy to something they think is a dead-end.

This situation was the backdrop for the rapid changes of !'Main Task!

% in late 1977 and 1978, as the organisation tried to hit on some campaign
that would galvanise the membership into action. In practice, none of these

% tasks inspired the whole membership, and so noreof them got off the ground

% on the large scale which the tasks! proponents had hoped for.,

|

|

The failure to implement many of the more routine decisions which were
taken can also be partly traced back to this lack of overall directions
The executive was reluctant to dismiss any idea that seemed like it might
be worthwhile for fear of missing out on doing something that would help
get REM going. As a result, commitments (on paper) to do various things
piled up far beyond the organisation's real capacitye

Eventually, things got to the stage where many of the membership doubted
the value of even golng to meetings and,rather than coming to meetings to
express thelr dissatisfaction with what REM was doing, or not doing, many
stayed away. This was a sign of no confidence in REM itself. Some of those
who drifted away from REM during the last year and a half, complained of the
organisation not being activist, not going out to the working class, elz.

But those who voted with their feet by staying away from the meetings, rather
than- coming along to fight to change the orientation of the organisation,
may perhaps have themselves felt the familiar uncertainty as to what should
be doney precisely.

GRS

The solution to this part of the problem is surely obvious -~ if all our
previous plans have come to nothing, or next to nothing, because of a fun=-
damental lack of confidence that what we were doing was a worthwhile contrib-

“ution to the revolution, then we should make it our main task to strive for
a clearer idea of what the revolution is all about,

I'11 come back to this polnt later in the article.

A s

Pebty-Bourgeois Tendencies

Here I am referring to the tendencies in REM to launch grandiose schemes,
to be easily dlscouraged when things don't turn out as we hoped, to be umwil~-
ling to carry things through. These phenomens are summed up well in the
passage from Lenin quoted by Charlton in REM: Directions for 1980 (p.5) :

"This slovenliness, this carelessness, untidiness, unpuncality,

nervous haste, the inclination to substitute discusgion for action,

talk for work, the inclination to undertake everything under the

sun without finishing anybthing, are characteristics of the 'educated!..s!

These failings are much worse in some people than in others. Moreover,
the aimlessness discussed in the previous section provides fertile ground
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for these tendencies to flourish. Some people who were nob markedly af-
flicted with these shortcomings in the past have developed them in
the REM atmosphere where it is normal for activities to be started with—
out much thought and dropped just as casually, where no-one is surprised
whe or particularly irabe when Somebody fails 4o do scmething they under-
tooka - :

So it is essential to tackle the problem of lack of overall direction
if we are to eradicate the petty-bourgeois tendencies it encourages. However,
these tendencies hafe an independent existence, and they must be fought £f
directly as well. Part of the answer is simply being aware of these ben—
dencles and pointing them out when people exhibit them.

There are also organisational measures which can help keep us on

the rails. For example, running meetings in a more orderly way by circul- .
ating beforehand an agenda vhich (with gny modifications made at the start
of the meeting) will be adhered to. Coms rzople seem to think that ideas
can only flow freely.when a discussion is at Lliberty to drift randomly from
one subject to another. There is, indeed, value in this type of discussion
at times, although in a meeting of mcre than a feu people it has the dis-—
advantage that before you've had a chance to express an ides aboub one topic,
the conversation has moved.onto comething elre, However, this kind of stream

of consciousness discusgion sghould be cleariy distinguished from a discussion

meant to achieve a definitz result (s decision, a vlan of action, allogation
of tasks, etc.).. Perhaps we should cehedule  'brainstorming sessions! - to
borrow a term from ransgerent theory literature - on major political quest-
lons, while clearly underctanding that more orderiy discussions will also

be needed before any identifladle concluriors cen be formulabed and publishede

Drawing up and circulatiry meeting agendas required someone to devote .
some time to it. 8o do rome othor thinss that showd be done, for example =

* Informing pcople who were not &b a reeting of what was discussed
and what was decidcl,

¥ keeping a register of the things we have decided to do and who

was going to do *hem, and chocking up on whether they have been
dones . ‘ : :

These and other tasks were msant to be carried out by the !'Administrative
Secretary! appointed by the executive early last year. Put afber a few months
he decided that he vas vnable to do the job adequevely, and there did not ap-
pear to be anyone else who would be able and willing to do it. The proposal

Yo transfer the positica of pald crganiser %o Melbourne was largely an attempt

to solve this problem, and thereby help to solve the larger problem of ‘genearal
disorganisatiqn and sloppiness. It was never expected to be more tbhan rart of
the solution. ‘

Other Sources of the Mess

I'said at the start of the article thath rny of the causes of the Mel-
bourne mix-up were factors not signilicint ln themselves. By this I mean
particular incidents or situations, factors Masically outside our controls
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One factor which falls at least partly into this category is the
absence, mentioned above, of any individual(s) able and willing to devote
a significant proportion of thelr time and energy to organisatienal tasks.
This has certainly been a problem for the past 18 months, and maybe it was
before(I'm not in a position to know). To be sure, this situation can partly
be traced back to the low priority given to REM by many members, which re—
f£lects some of the more basic problems, but there 1s also a more specific
dimension to it.

Consider the Melbourne REM members who have served on the executive
during the last 18 months. A couple of them were unable to attend meetings
regularly or undertake other regular commitments for regsons beyond their
controle Some others are people who are not at all good at following things
through systematically - in fact they are not all that good at organising
themselves, let alone anything else. Of course, they should change their
behaviour and develop these skills, but in the meantime oseo A couple of
others who were more suited to attending to organisational tasks happened
to be particularly badly placed to put much time and effort into REM be-

cause of work commitments and other political activitiese

So What Do We Do About It ?

As I said before, one of the things we need to do is to acknowledge
that our main task is to develop an understanding of our society and the
revolution needed to change its In other words, theory is primary at the
present time. A number ef Melbourne members of REM, including most ef the
executive, have held this view for some time. Bub until recently, we'lve
made scarcely any headway in putting 1t into practice. One reason for this
is that the question of whether or not theory is primary, and in general the
relationship between theory and practice, was not explicitly thrashed out
among the Melbourne membership. This ig being done in the present discuss-

~ion, and we have a good chance to clearly resolve the issue one way or anothere

Another problem is, if the view that theory is primary prevails, how do
we go about Implementing it? We proponents of theory belng primary are gullty
of having given thls questlon far too little attention. It was as 1f we
assumed that ence REM!s only activity was the Discussion Bulletin, people
would automatically start writing for the DB, responding to articles in it,
coming to meetings to discuss issues raised by DB articles, etc. Of course
it didn't happen. The way we'!ve been operating the last couple of months
has been much better -~ articles are being written ag a result of discussions
at meetings, tackling questions that people sees as contentious and import—
ante From the masses, to the masses - on a modest scales

We should also give some thought to the relationship between theory
and propaganda. People are more inclined to think, argue, read and write
about some political question if they are conscious of striving for a con-
crete result, in the form of a leaflet, booklet, article, position paper
or whatever, We should, of course, be wary of "putting something out" for
its own sake before we have anything useful to say, but on some issues,
even an explanation of what we don't think, and why, or an outline of quest-
lons that need to be posed, could be quite stimulating to people outside our
ranks. For the time being, the IB will be our main propaganda vehicle (and
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with a circulation -of 500 and growing, it is not an insignificant medium),
but that- need not p”event us from publishing onher uhvngs from time to -
time. | & ‘

- As far as organisation is concerned (and I am not atbempting to deal
heTs with interstate organisation, only organisation within Melbourne), we ‘
should probably steer clear of "comprehensive schemes" for the time being,
and try to make the best of the people we have, concentrating on- the most
essential tasks for keeping people in touch with one another. If there is
any potential left for REM -~ and I think there is -~ one way it will show
itself will be in membership growbh over the next few months. This new
blood (s it is termed in the Transylvanian Workers! Party) will boost our
enthusiasm and confidence that REM is worthwhile,as well as increasing the
amount of energy and skills available for the work to be done.

One thlng that worries me a bit is that when an organisation starts
to spend mcst of “its time analysing 1tself, it geneérally means the or gan—
isation is*about to collapse. To a great extent, REM has been doing this
right from the beginning, (epending too much time analysing itself,I mean
-~ not collapsing, although a case could ‘be made out that we have been col=
lapsing since we started.) We have always spent an inordinate amount of
time agonising over what REM's role should be, how it should be structured,
where did we go wrong, etc. Naturally, people tend to get 'fed up with this
after a while. There are so many important things to do. -Analysing REM is,
in itself, one of the leas® importan® - although some cf- tae issues arlsing
Zrom such analysio are important political questions.

But thgre is a dilemma here., While some members hgve become fed up
with REM because it isn't-doing anything except arguing about what it

ghould be doing (or worse still, wha® should have been done at some time -

in the past), there are others who have got browned-off because they felt
REM wasn't facing up to';recisaly these kinds of questionso The problem,
I think, is this. AlL of us agree that whatever REM's main task might be,
it Shouldn’t be self-analysie, but.at.any given time there are likely to
be some people who feel that the O?ga“1°°ﬁ¢on ia d01ng the wrong things -
or not doing the right things - and want above all elre to have this
thrashed ouba . ‘

The only solution to this.problem is to try to strike a balanae.
Neither "Let's stop everything and have a souT~Search‘"y nor "Letls cut
the crap and get on with it I' This means, a’ the [wecon’ Llae, that wo

should all be determined to see that this internal discussion leads fairly
quickly to at least a provisional decision on hov to geb moving again. We
can then. tackle any outstandlng issues, tzking as much time as 1t needs,
without holding everything up, To achieve this modus vivendl, we should
all be prepared to make compromises, without “el¢noulsh1ng our right to
continue Struggllng for what we th nk is correct.

It will also be. heTpful 1f we ury to 1dentify and conccntrate on the
polltlcal questions.in dispute and not waste too much time on recriminat-~:
ions for thelr own sake or arguments aboul trivia like who said what at-
which executive meeting. : o '

REM is-not allfthaﬁ;impdrtanﬁ. It woula*be”ho great tragedyuif,it
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folded. But it is worth making an effort to keep it together for a

couple of reasons. Firstly, because 1t is there, and if we let it fall

to pileces we will only have to try to set up something else sooner or

later. Secondly, because after being so scornful of the sectarian and
vindictive way the revisionists in the CPA(ML), AIM and WSA for AI reacted
to opposition to them within those organisations, it seems a shame that we
haven't yet learnt to handle our own internal differences much better. If
we can work out how to pull back from the brink and settle our differences
like comrades, we will have created something of real value to the whole
world movement.

20 8o 0@
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TEE PERSONAL IS PBOFLE'S POVER !

The article "The Personal is Political' points t0 the need of communigts
to take their personal relations seriously. It calls for emotional
honesty and for demonstrations of caring and respect. No one could
oppose such a call, and 1t has lonz been‘felt that communists

sell their own feelings out in their-oohcern for‘more abstract and.
general issues @

e will die with total Strunﬁers
But he will not live with me...,"
(Dory Previn The Altruist and the Needy Case)

The article mentions the game "Name the ILdne" as onc way in which
the Left can dehumenise an atfitude. It is as though people are
not Beople at all, but cardboard representatives of the idea
vhich is motivating them. Opponents ore sanitised /’dehumanised
into idcas, and thon discarded. This aspeck of the article, which
opposes the sonitised coproach to politics is fo he fully

supportaed.

Onc problem with the articl., hovevecr, is that it assumes o degrec
of intcllcctual and cmotional sccurity wvhich really isn't thore.

It would be fine if we could be cortain cbout otherz communists,
but the fact is thet we don't know who is to be united with, Ve
don't know when o dispute is antogonistic. Is it really ftrue thot
we would work better if only we improved our communication skills 7
I think it is morc than this . We really arc unceriain ab ut what
to do, and so we tond to take people’s words and ideas os the test
of their politic-1l attitude. We nced to know vhen to unitc
with people but the test should be whot actions they proposc for
the Australion revolution. Until we kmow vhot we think, how ca

re apply ony test fo others ? The result is fhat we Judge n the
basis of Style. Thet we rcad o political linc into a style of
work, lobel it ond throw it out. Ve should roformi bad style of

work, ond this involves undcrstanding where we arc .

This rciscs the problem of whot o communist style is. The article!
onsver is quite cleor - communiste arc people who arc carcful of how
they present themsclves to others, and are seribus in their attitude.
TIs this truc 7 Whotever happencd to the checky, often bloody-mindcd
rebolliousncss of the left ? There's o lot of destructivoness /
corclessness in the attitude punk music, for cxomple, tokes fowards
other people, but there's clso o good clement of rcbelliousncss.

Jre we to straisht-jowket oursclves with caring, or arc thorc good
progregsive clements in both thescy stylcs of communism ( if thot's

vhot we think punk is ). Ve really do hove to decide what our
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sts sttitude is to the lumpen-siyle culture vhich is orround now. Is
2 1 A/

it ?rogressive ? Con somc part of it be supportcd ? Iow should
the scmi~foscist clement be opposcd 7 Pious demonstrations of coring
will not solve this problem., Investigotion of vherce we are and the

progrem we ore to follow will.

The cssential problem with the cpproach foken in the article is thot
e)’ it ftokes thoe wethod for the content. The suthor hopes that we

gshould not refusc to develop commniwation skills just becausc they
arc 'misused' Dby the bourgeoisic. The point is that c neontrating

on our rclotions with cach other means ignoring our main fimction.

We are not trying to create 2 mountain stronghold of nice folk

who communicatc with cadh other, we cre trying to commmmicato

with the poople outside. It would be useful for us to start a
troining coursc in running an s-p bookiec busincss, or how to

a2lk about the footy. Or how to fill in o dole form or how o run

the car industry. The bourgeoisie runs personality development
courscs bccouse these courses arc o tool especially suited to them.
The bourgeoisie does not hove to chonge the world., The solution

to any problem for the bourgcoisie is tu change pcople's hends,

This is not the case with us. The bourgeoisie 'loves' the neoplec, ;
and loves then as they cre. Ve oinm to develop ways in which the /
people will be able to scigze power. At the moment they cannot,

ond $olking cbout commmumnicoting with cach other, or $alking about
Morxist thoory olone, will not help. Develop people's imaginotion -
show how we don't nced the capitolists, and the peonle will do without

them, To do this we must find out how to run the c untry.
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Some Thoughts on 'The Personal is Political'
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The last paragraph of Charlton's A History of the 'Red Fureka

Movement' reads

'"In my opinion the 5 failures of REM (listed on page 8)
' all boil down to one main thing, that is, the need to
develop an REM collective life. Melb. REM has never
managed to solve thig problem and in 1979 stopped try-
ing. Adelalde branch is, at present, trying to tackle
this question along the "lines of the ideas raised in
"The Personal is Political” (Discussion Bulletin 9)°'

from this it would appear that in Charlton's view it is to the
ideas raised in The Personal is Political that we 1in Melbourne
should look for a solution to the problem (lack of collective
life) to which many of our other failures boil down. The
importance which Adelaide members attach to the artlole in
relation to the shortcomings of REM in Nelbourne has been
confirmed by discussions a number of Melbourne membcrs have

had in Adelaide recently. In fact some Melbourne members seem
to have got the feeling that the tensions between the two clties
result mainly from a clash of cultures - with the Adelaide
members being a humourless bunch of encount er group enthu siasts
who spend their time gazing into each other's eyes and assidu-
ously showing how much they care about one anotber; in contrast
to the happy-go-lucky, cynical, abrasive Melbourne members who
militantly refuse to take anything too seriously. A couple of
people returning from visits to Adelaide commented with some
surprise that the REM members there seemed to be more-or-legs-
normal people, not all that different from us!

This emphasis put on The Personal is Political by Adelaide
people 1s the reason quite a bit of time has been spent discuss-
ing some of the ideas in it at Melbourne meetings and a number
of people have decided to write articles commenting on it.

It is a valuable article. The proposition in the title has
been advanced and discussed in various. groups, espacially the
women's movement, for at least the last ten vears, but it would
seem that the CPA(ML) and YSA, as well as Trot groups, lgnored
this discussion -~ or perhaps scoffed at the suggestion of a link
between the personal and the political. So it 1s useful to have
this idea raised in RBEM. The article contains, in particular,
some thought-provoking ideas about veople's behaviour at meet-
ings, Nevertheless I am not persuaded that the subject-matter
of the article 1s all that central to understanding the prob-
lems of REM in Melbourne, including the lack of collective life.

Ve should certainly strive to overcome bourﬂeo s habits in
our relationships with one another. But we're not angels - we're
products of our society. We should be trying to change ourselves
but we can't change overnight and we'll never change completely.
Humanity can chanﬂe itself radically (though probhably not to
angels) but that will take szenerations of strugele.

Political is-

An imvportant issue raised in The Personal is
that of decidi ing questions by voting. Where there is disagree-
ment on an important igssue (or an issue seen by some as import-

r+

i
ant) a decision should not be taken until everyone has had a
chance to express their views and feelings, including 1f necess-
ary time to go away and think questions over and discuss them

outside meetings. But even when this has been done, there may
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St17l be some who feel radically dissatisfied with the majority
view, S seeing 1t as radically wrong and dangerous, etc. In such
a-case, 1T the question is one of what we should do, then if%
woul d mnormally be better to take a ma jori+v decision than to
prolong the dlSCUQ81Oﬁ after all viewpoints have been discussed
~ even 1f there is no 'crisis situation’. Affter all, such
guestions can thlmately only be answered in practice. Hven if
we reach a unanimous vdew we may be wrong.

“When a decision has been taken by majority vote on a quest-
ion of continulng °1ﬁﬂlfl ance, such asg an ongoing prozraemme oOf
activities or a que stion of pqlltical line, the majority should
keep making @fforfs to persvade the minotity, rather than just
saying, 'The issue's been regolved.’ A vote can decide the
guestion of what the group is going to do or say, but the fact
that a majority have voted a certain way can never vprove that

a decision is correct. Likewise people who still hold to =
minority view should say so, not wrc*cnd to have been convinced
while 1In practice carrying out a campaign of resistance by
failing to put the decision into pract1ce with any vigour or

by reframing theilr ovposition in the form of continual object-
iong to the way the policy is beiﬂv carried out. Of course

those who are in a minority are entitled to continuc struggling
to have their views accepted, ouc fhere can be no hard and

fast rules hout the forms +1lo strugzgle can take without
obstructing the organisation's efforts to get on with the job in
ccotdance w1tn the majority decigion.

fnother thing which is said to distinguish ‘communist democ—
racy' from bourgeols democracy 1is peonle's behaviour towards one
anotier at meetings and the attitudes to others which this
elther reflects or apnears to reflect. Rubbighing vpeople,
expressing disagreements in an abusive wav? going for the
jugular, etc, chtajuly create bad feelings and should be
fought against. This ftype of behaviour may reflect an uncaring,
or to be more prec ise a manipulative, attitude to other peaple,
and 1if this 1s the CdS@ such attitudes should certainly be
struggled azainst. (Although the mere use of words like 'rubb-
ish' about SQmeone*S views doeo not necesgarily amount to
rubbishing the person -~ it dﬁpends on the context and the way
in which 1t is said.) But we'll get nowhere if we demand super-
human standards of conduct from oineLu as a precondition for
associating witth them or listening to what they have to say.

Vhat I have written so far takes the form of general assert-
}on89 w1tnout reference to spec Lflc eplsodes 1in SEM 3 history.
In. this r espect it is like The Personsl is Political. This is
all Tl”?* for trj ng t@ esta blish g framework for discussion,

but 1f ideas put forward about these issues are to be cited as
EHSujfl ation for taking a particular stand on rdations within
REM (such as the Adelaide branch's unwillimgmess to be bound by
1major1€7 decisioms) then the concrete events and ac*iobs people
‘have in wmind would need to b@ analysed. I fear this would prove

to be ‘argc‘v a waste of time (s diversion), but one thing's far
~ you can't just say: ‘ugM must ucvelop a collective 1ife
¢d on the recognition that the personal is political. It
uld practice communist democracy, not bourgeols democracy.
ople shouldn't use hasty votes to ram things down other
beonle's throats and evade ﬂsDu@ . The members of =2 commun-
O0rgzanisation should care out one another. Therefore wve
rebelling agai Sﬁ you. ' Thﬂ Line of argument needs to be
nd precisely spelt out.
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A few final remarks which do refer to recent events in REM,
Adelaide members aren't angels either. In Melbourne-Adelgide
Differences and in some conservations, they give the impression
that their main aim is to make Melbourne members feel like g
worn-out clique of bumbling smart-arses who should shuffle off
quietly into the dustbin of history. This is not calculated %o
make us feel that we are .cared about. Secondly, 1f you're in
the minority on some question and you feel the majority doesn't
care about you, you've got a right to complaein - in fact you
ought to complain - but that doesn't mean you should attempt to
seize control in the name of the caring minority. You should
show the majority you care about them, and the organisation,
by abiding by the vote and trying to change the majority's
behaviour and/or attitudes.
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HYPOCRITE EFFECTIVENESS TRAINING

when I first read "The Personal IS Political” (DISCUSSION BULLETIN 9, pl3), I
felt quite positive about it. Now I feel quite negative. The main reason is
that 1 have since experienced an EXTREME display, from the author of the
article and others who identify with it, of exactly the sort of uncaring,”
undemocratic and priggish attitudes, and breakdown in communications, that”~
thought the article was meant to combat. Indeed the article has even been
adopted as a sort of rallying point in defence of those very attitudes.

Specifically, it has been used to defend a naked attempt to bully REM by
people so convinced of their own superiority that they have openly declared it
doesn't matter what the rest of us think, they will do as they please. The
theory behind this is apparantly that since other members of REN do not act in
a sufficiently “caring" way towards thosé who identify with the article,
therefore it is alright to treat us with complete contempt.

Naturally this has made me re-evaluate the article. After all, as we are often
reminded, practice is the main criterion of truth.

I oti11 think the article has some positive aspects. The quote from Orwell is
very appropriate, So is the refreshingly straightforward account of the state
of affairs in the CPA{ML). These raise real and important issues about the
whole nature of the revolutionary movement. To make a revolution and build a
new society based on fraternity instead of exploitation we have fo buitd
genuinely revolutionary organizations based on mutual comradeship, The fTact
that most "Teft" groups adopt the uncomradely norms of bourgeois society is a
major obstacle to revelution, People are rightly suspicious of such groups and

fear of "the dictatorship of the prigs" is very well founded,

These 4ssues have been raised sharply in the women's movement, although the
problem exists there too and is not adequately described by the term "male
politics". Similar issues are implicit in critiques of "leninists™ both from
our opponents and from the Targe majority of activists who are so repelled by
the actual practice of allegedly "revolutionary" groups that they prefer to
remain immersed in purely local struggles for immediate reforms,

~ So I do think its very valuable to take up this question in the Discussion
Bulletin, and refreshing too. But the trouble comes when we get to the
solutions offered.

“While intentions and attitudes are basically important, there are
many techniques and conditions which can be used to change our
behaviour to show caring, Of course, these techniques are often

misused by the bourgecisie (E.u. the way husinessmen  use
cause that

communication skills to exploit people more) but just be

5

happens. doesn't mean we should refuse to use them, "
p



Mab HYPOCRITE EFFECTIVENESS TRAINING

Here 1 disagree. The problem is to actually have caring and comradely
intentions and attitudes, Techniques and conditions to change our behaviour to
“show caring” are a way of avoiding that, and are used by businessmen
precisely because they help to CONCEAL rather than change, an uncaring
attitude,

In discussing this article other comrades have pointed out that the
“techniques” advocated are closely related to “Parent Effectiveness Training”,
“Teacher Effectiveness Training® and similar fads currently popular in
schools, tertiary institutions and in management training,

I hope others will present a more detailed critique, but I think the essence
is summed up in the phrase "Hypocrite Effectiveness Training”. Of course that
isn’t the whole story. Just as the article has positive aspects, I'm sure
there are many valuable things involved in “"Teacher Effectiveness Training"
and the like. But to gain any benefit from the positive, we have to reject the
negative,

Teke the question of "body language" discussed under “communication skills', T
doubt that 65% of messages are non-verbal., For example recently I saw a
written declaration endorsed by the author of this article, along with others,
which expressed eloquently in writing the "non-verbal® messages conveyed by
"body moves away, feet or entire body pointing towards exit, frequent
scratching, tightly clenched hands (suspicion), crossed feet, interest in
teeth or fingernails (hostility)."®

2xpressed  so

What body Tanguage would be needed to get across the message e
n I be completely

clearly as "Until further notice the Discussion Bulietin wil
controlled by the Adelaide branch, not by the Executive..."?

How could one not notice that this represents “centralism without democracy”
in an EXTREME form and is an explicit declaration that you do not "care" about
the opinions of anvbody outside Adelaide?

Nevertheless 1 agree that "communication skills® are important and it gg
valuable to make people aware of the meaning of various gestures, tones etc,
It s valuable first so that people can respond more consciously to feedback
from others who are comnunicating boredom, interest eic by non-verbal means

and second so that one's own non-verbal communication will be more accurat

and clear and can be responded to more easily,

Unfortunately that is NOT what the article does. Instead of helping people to
communicate more effectively by making full use of body language etc, it
obstructs communication by encouraging peopie to disguise their actual
feelings to "show caring™, This may not be what is intended in courses  on
human retations and communications skills such as “Teacher Effectiveness
Training”. Indeed they probably advocate the exact opposite. But in a society
based on exploitation it is natural for bosses and the like to extract from
these ideas a manipulative approach more useful +to them. That is what
"Hypocrite Effectiveness Training" is all about,
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This makes the distorted application of these ideas a rather typical product
of cynical bourgeois pragmatism and behaviourism and one that dis rightly
treated with contempt and hostility by many people exposed to these courses,
In adapting concepts more relevant to relations between adults and children,
and applying them to velations between comrades in a revolutionary movement,
“The Personal is Political” tends to fall in with the manipulative bourgeois
approach, instead of extracting the positive side.

Take for example the communication of boredom and disinterest., In effect the
article says that when someone 1is speaking at a meeting, you should show that
you are interested by using the following techniques: "sit sguare on towards
them, adopt an open position (e.g. don't make a barrier of arms or legs), lean
forward, maintain eye contact, sit relaxed and still..."

But then how 1is the speaker supposed to guess if you are veally not
interested? Mao Tsetung advocates that if you find a lecture boring (or a
meeting?), then you should fall asleep. He says this is a form of struggle,
and it is, resorted to by countless bored students over the centuries. The
article advocates the exact opposite.

Of course one could argue that the article only means you should display
interest if you veally are interested. But that is not what it says and
frankly I don't think that is what it means either. Tts all very well to say
that 1f you are bored you should say so directly and openly rather than by
falling asleep, But people DO communicate many things like that non-verbally
with great effect, The only result of acting according to the advice in the
article would be to SHUT OFF an important and effective means of
~ communication. When people look bored, suspicious, hostile etc at meetings it

15 not because they have not been trained in the skill of avoiding misieading
signals but because that is actually the way they feel. Instead of helping
people to generate and respond to these signals more consciously, as Mao does,
"Hypocrite Effectiveness Training" is precisely intended to make people
skilled in misleading each other about how they feel,

Another aspect of this approach is its use to actually intimidate people from
“pressing their feelings. "I hear you but you are not hearing me" becomes the
lick yankee equivalent of "wipe that sitly grin off your face",

trongly resent having been lectured about "displaying hostility" during a
Nt argument with the author of this article., 1 felt bloody hostile so 1
50 - both verbally and non-verbally. Why shouldn't 1?7 Serious complainis
nd a more “caring" response than mealy mouthed phrases about "I hear you"
ou are entitled to feel that way" or even patronizing “summaries® of what
1s supposed to have been saying. People who persist in responding to
ays of indignation by such “cool" statements as “vou are getting angry®
ikely to provoke actual violence.



M L8 HYPOCRITE EFFECTIVENESS TRAINING

Several different people have reported feeling intimidated from expressing
themselves freely, either verbally or non-verbally, as a result of remarks
made about their manner by people who are enthusiastic about this article. So
it is not a matter of misinterpretation, or distorting the argument of an
articlte that really advocates more frank and open  communications, On the
contrary, on first reading it, I assumed from the very positive analytical
material at the start that the solutions offered must also be in the same
direction. But practice shows this was a misinterpretation.

There is a strong element of Liu Shao-chi's "benevolence” Tine in "How to Be a
Good Communist" running through all this, just as there s a strong element of
Dale Carnegie's "How to Win Friends and Influence People", It comes out most
strongly in the section about "maintaining eye contact" etc with Trots when
having a political argument with them, to show "respect” even though you don't
“Tike" them,

Basically I agree with the point that Trots should be treated with respect as
people and that when arguing with anyone at all you should pay careful
~attention to what they say and respond to their arguments. But that is not
Jjust because "you're much more Tikely to win the argument, and %o leave them
feeling that you had some respect for them after all", It should be becayse
you really do have some respect for them as people and really are interested
in what they have to say., If you don‘t really have any respect for them and
aren*t really interested (even from the point of view of just understanding
how the other side thinks) then it really is just an ego trip arguing and you
should forget it, or just do it to show off (and there are indeed some people
with whom one wouldn't bother arguing or would only do so for the benefit of
an audience),

The striking thing about applying this stuff to unlikeable Trots is thig
statement "...the kind of caring I'm talking about is not the same as
Viking...It doesn't mean you have to spend evenings boozing with them," 1T
don't think there is much connection between "1iking" and having to "spend
'eveniﬂg§ boozing". But there is a close connection between "Tiking"  and
"caring",

I quite like the author of the article (except at the moment!) so I care and
feel indignant instead of indifferent about attitudes I think are wrong., But
I*'m not too keen about this “caring" and "respect" that has to be "shown® by
various “techniques" because it doesn't arise spontaneously from one's actual
feelings towards others.

The article then goes on to talk about majority voting and democracy, This is
really a separate issue and should be gone into separately. But a couple of
things stand out about the phrase "those Tosing votes have not been shown that
they are cared about,




_First, there is an implicit factionalism in the whole concept of "winning” and
"losing” votes. As the article points out, voting has very 1ittle to do with
democracy. It is really an expression of centralism. The whole point of voting
is simply that the organization exists apart from its members and takes a
decision as a whole irrespective of what individual members or groups of
members think. Such decisions may be taken by consultation, by decree, or by
voting, but they become decisions of the organization (and may be right or
wrong quite independently of what method was used to arrive at them),

Generally voting 1is more democratic than not taking a decision (and hence
taking a negative decision), because it forces people to define their
attitudes and as a result of the experience gained following one path, people
can consult again later as to whether it was the vright one. A minority
convinced that a group should follow one path is not acting democratically
when it demands that no decision be taken to follow any other. It is acting
dictatorialy. It would be acting democratically if it persisted in arguing for
a change in direction, while going along with the rest of the group. But not
if it demands that the group vemains at the cross rcads unless it will agree
to follow them, and then, on feeling "uncared for" uses this as an excuse to
try and forcibly drag people the other way.

"Those winning" are not supposed to have separate "needs" from "those losing",
but have simply expressed a different (and quite possibly wrong) opinion as to
what the organization should do, which the organization has adopted. The
assumption that people with different views, or Tiving in different states,
have separate interests, or are entitled to "resent losing a vote” under
certain conditions, has Ted to some completely absurd situations.

A couple of those situations have been mentioned in the last paragraph of the
article. Since a request has been made that "detailed polemics, recriminations
etc would be best distributed internally in REM", 1 will comment on those
specifics in a sepavate article, But I find it rather annoying that matters of
this sort should be raised publicly (also in "Waiting for a Communist Party")
with a request that they be replied to internally, so I have been unable to
refrain from making some references to the same matters.

The. "Australian Communist" has developed to a fine art the style of writing

artigles in general terms which have some specific message for those "in the
. X i

know", It is a rotten style and should not be imitated,

A second point about winning and losing votes is that “those losing" are
supposed to "care® too. You may turn out to be right in the end, but if a
majority keeps on rejecting your proposals, you should take that very
seriously and examine whether they might be right and you might be wrong. It
takes real arrogance to simply assume that the majority couldn't be Tistening
to you properly, or is being misled, or is made up of people too inactive for
their opinions to be worth considering. It takes outright megalomania to
demand, as a response to your preposals being rejected, that you should be
accepted as the *leadership" since the rest are apparantly incapable of
understanding your correct analysis.

it
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An absoltute minimum standard of "caring" about what other people think would
require a minority firmly convinced of its correctness to keep trying to
convince the rest, in spite of any obstacles (real or imaginary), and not just
to abandon them,

Sometimes, when people say "rubbish", "pig's arse", or "bullishit" in meetings
or in writing, they are communicating a message you should Tisten to instead
of dismissing as bad manners, Sometimes, when people do not bother to reply at
all, they are also giving you a message that you should listen to, instead of
demanding that they speak out,
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A major theme in left wing propaganda s opposition to fascism, Quite often
even relatively moderate opponents of the left are described as "fascists®,

Yet scratch a “"Communist™ and one quite often finds a fascist underneath.

The vregime that began with the October Revolution s now a  fascist
dictatorship. In China too, since the defeat of the Cultural Revolution many
revolutionaries have been executed and the right to speak out freely, hold
great debates, put up big character posters and so on has been officially and
formally repudiated,

The degeneration of Comnunist Parties in power is a separate problem calling
for a separate analysis, But what about the degeneration of parties holding no
power?

THE CPA{ML)

Our experiences with the "Communist Party of Australia (Marxist-Leninist)®
were sufficiently frightening to require some deep analysis, Almost any split
is accompanied by outraged cries of "unfair' or “undemocratic® from the Tosing
side, so it seemed undesirable to distract attention from the fundamental
issues at stake by going into details of who done what to who, But another
reason why we never got around to it was probably embarassment at having to
admit to ever having been involved with such a sick aroup.

The bankruptcy of Australian nationalism as an ideology for Communists is now
pretty apparent, while the question of whether China has gone revisionist has
been settled by open proclamations from the Chinese leadership themselves,
Although "Vanguard" keeps coming out each week, the people behind it seem
pretty discredited and there is Tittle need to discredit them further, In
Adelaide the “Worker Student Alliance for Australian Independence" has
disintegrated, along with its newspaper "People's Voice", In Melbourne the
entire editorial ccllective of "Independence Voice™ quit some time ago, there
was no "Independence platform" at Mayday and supporters of this line have been
completely routed in "Community Radio® 3CR,

As & complete expression of £,F, Hill's bankruptcy we have the suggestion in
"Australian Communist", that they want unity with us {previously described as
“Soviet agents"), and actual signed articles from Hill proposing reunification
with the CPA in "one Communist Party™ (presumably based on the fact that the
Chinese revisionists, having recently recognized the Communist Party of Italy,
as well as the League of Communists of Yugoslavia, as great "Marxists", also
wish to re-establish relations with the CPA, Teaving Hi1l out in the cold),

bor
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The thuggish behaviour of CPA(ML) supporters in attempting to intimidate their
opponents is well known. Both intellectual and physical thuggery have been
characteristic of their behaviour in 3CR and elsewhere, to the point where the
only "broad united front" they have been able to create has been that directed
against themselves. They have also become notorious for openly preferring.to
ally themselves with various Nazis and other fascists against the Soviet Union
rather than trying to unite the people, and especiaily the left, against
Soviet imperialism on the basis of progressive principles.

OTHERS TOO

But this more or Tess open fascism has resulted in that group being simply
dismissed as "crazies", In fact they are only a more extreme expression of
problems that exist, Tess overtly, throughout the Teft. Indeed it has been
noticeable in 3CR for example, that the excuse of keeping out the crazies, has
been used to justify appallingly manipulative and undemocratic behaviour (e.g.
elected Tistener sponsor representatives voting against explicit directives
from a large general meeting of Tistener sponsors), People who would be
shocked and indignant about that in other contexts have made excuses for it
when their own friends are doing it. Really how far is it from making excuses
to acting in the same way? And how far from there to ending up just like the
Yerazies" themselves?

In Australia other groups supposedly on the left have exhibited a personal
intolerance comparable to the Chinese parrots (the Spartacists come to mind).
Scanning overseas "left" newspapers one gets the impression that narrow minded
religious bigotry is pretty common, and even where it isn't taken to extremes,
it is still present,

This is a common theme in anti-Communist propaganda from open representatives
of the bourgeoisie, from Social Democrats, from Anarchists, from "Left" or
“Council” Communists and what have you. Nevertheless, attacks on Marxism-
Leninism from our opponents should be taken seriocusly, and indeed have been
taken seriously by the classic exponents of Marxism. Some of the material from
the Chinese Cultural Revolution ds very valuable in understanding the
emergence of fascist tendencies among alleged "Communists”. For example Mao
Tsetung's unpublished works, and the material criticizing Lin Piaoc (the
“successor” who turned out to be a fascist).

CHINESE FASCISM

In the "gang of four's" Peking University Journal of September 1, 1976 there
is an important article on "The Bureaucrat Class and the Dictatorship of the
Proletariat” (Philosophy and Social Sciences Edition No 4, Translation from
“Selections from People's Republic of China Magazines® No 895, American
Consulate General,Hong Kong., Reprinted in "Study Notes" Mo 8, Red Eureka
Movement, August 1978):
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n o, We must further recognize the high concentration of political and
economic powers under the dictatorship of the protetariat. If the
bureaucrat class succeeded in usurping power and in  its
restorationist conspiracies throughout the country, then it would
continue to flaunt the banner of socialism, take advantage of this
high concentration of political and economic powers and turn the
democratic centralism of the proletariat into the fascist centralism
of the bureaucrat class.

"I controlling and manipulating the means of production and the
product of labor, these bureaucrats will be far more powerful than
any previous exploiting classes and their political representatives,
than the slave owners and feudal rulers who claimed that "all land
under the sun s my territory and all people on earth are my
subjects,” and than the bureaucrats and financiers in capitalist
countries...In a similar vein, the present day new tsars behave much
worse than the old tsars..."

This article also goes into the question of the transformation of authority
into capital and capital into authority, which is relevant to an understanding
of imperialism in the West as well as in the Soviet Union and China.

DEMOCRATIC CENTRALISM

1f the democratic centralism of the proletarian dictatorship can be easily
transformed into the fascist centralism of the bureaucrat class in a
developing socialist country, then what about democratic centralism in
Leninist parties out of power? Is this an argument against democratic
centralism and proletarian dictatorship, as anarchists and others insist?

There never can be a guarantee against proletarian dictatorship turning inte
its opposite, and Communists in power must always be prepared for transition
to underground 1ife as Communists in opposition to capitalist roaders in
power. Likewise in Communist Parties generally.

But 3f there is no democratic centralism and proletarian dictatovship then it
is quite 1impossible for the revolutionary ideas held only by a minarity in
capitalist and socialist society to be centralised and dominant and in that
case the bourgeoisie holds power anyway. So weakening democratic centralism is
not the answer. On the contrary, it needs to be strengthened to keep Tascists

~out, on the same argument that the left cannot afford to be pacifist and must

Tearn the use of arms if it doesn’t want warmongers to hold power.

Fear of strengthening democratic centralism is veally fear of struggle. Such
fear is fully understandable in the present situatien, and a Tot better than
blinkered complacency. But it must be overcome.

The quote from Orwell's "Road to Wigan Pier" in "The Personal 1is Political”
(Discussion Bulletin No 9) rang a few bells and is worth repeating:

o
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w oo MSgcialism® s pictured as a state of affairs in which our more
vocal Socialists would feel thoroughly at home. This does great harm
+o the cause, The ordinary man may not flinch from a dzctgtorship of
the proletariat, if you offer it tactfully; offer him a dictatorship

of the prigs, and he gets ready to fight.”

We should be ready to fight against the dictatorship of the prigs gnd to do
this it is necessary to understand the transformation of Communists inte
prigs.

ARE WE DIFFERENT?

1f we take Lin Piao for example, there is no doubt that he did make
contributions to the Chinese revolution before emerging as an outright
fascist, The superstitious Mao cult he built up in opposition to Mao had
definite roots in China's feudal past, but also struck a chord among Western
"Maoists".

Ted Hi1l now appears to be nothing more than a follower of Liu Shao-chi, then
Lin Piao (as a major cult advocate) then Liu Shao-chi again, or whoever may
hold power 1in China at any given moment. But some of his analysis of
revisionism, parliamentarism and trade union politics in publications Tlike
" goking Backward; Looking Forward" are still valuable and he once made a
point of opposing sacred cows and stereotypes and supporting rebellion.

Things were drastically wrong with the CPA(ML) long before we parted company
and people are entitled to ask how we got mixed up with them and why we should
be regarded as any different. 1f we are to be any different then we must
analyse the thin dividing line that appears to exist between being a Marxist-
Leninist or "Maoist" on the one hand, and being a lunatic or a fascist on the
other,

There s little need to "expose" the CPA(ML) Teadership now in view of its
obvious degeneration., But the roots of current fascist attitudes do need
study, and the following facts are placed on the record for our own benefit
rather than for the benefit of anyone sti11 taken in by Hiltl.

SOME FACTS

1. There never was anything remotely resembling democracy within the CPA(ML).
This became obvious when concrete disagreements made 1t necessary to have 2
proper discussion and take a decision. But it should have been obvious even
when people thought they were in agreement.

7. As soon as a disagreement in principle was announced "through the proper
channels® etcetera, the IMMEDIATL response was to launch vituperative attacks
on individuals at first surreptitiousiy behind their backs and then openly in
"Vanguard",

3. The very idea of discussing the differences was repudiated and “security”
was abused to tell people that there had been a full democratic discussion,
which they just didn‘t happen to be part of.
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4, As 2 matter of fact it turned out that no Central Committee actually
existed, At Tleast one member of the Red Eureka Movement discovered that they
were supposed to be a member of it, after wanting to express their views to
it. This must be some sort of record in the international communist movement!

5. QOther members of the Red Eureka Movement who were both on the Central
Committee and knew it, were able to expose the lie that there had been some
vind of Central Committee discussion about China and that documents expressing
opposition had been circulated to the Central Commitlee etcetera.

6. Individual party members had to go outside the “channels™ to get any kind
of discussion and then discovered that the tehannels! didn't really exist.

7. It was not a case of discussion being suppressed arbitrarily and decisions
usurped, but of there being no provision whatever for seriously discussing and
reversing a policy disagreed with,

8. This situation which existed long before it came to a head was put up with
by people who would rebel strongly against similar fascist oractices -in any

other social institution.

9, Many people on becoming aware of it, and seeing people branded as Soviet
agents etcetera, took a cynical attitude that this was wrong but not 2 major
question of principle requiring them to take a stand.

LIFE WASN®T MEANT TO BE EASY!

We did not fully realize it at the time, but there was little alternative to
the apparant extremism of Hi11's stand because there vreally wasn't any
possibility of a discussion. 1f he had agreed to a discussion, what could he
possibly have said? And if the CPA(ML) did not follow China religiousty, what
else could it do? We cannot blame Hill for our own naivety.

We only realized how difficult most people find it to rebel and think for
themselves once we had broken with Hill and company. “Stalinists without a
country” was the contemptuous Trotskyist Tabel, and there really is something
in it. It really is enormously easier to at Teast think you know what you're
doing when there is some "socialist motherland” backing you up. (Or 2 “Fourth
International®, a “"great leader" or some other crutch).

For non-revoluticnaries its fairly easy to maintain a political position
sustained by one or other of the reformist currents in mainstream bourgeois
society. But in a non-revolutionary society and with no back up from a
revolutionary society it requires real effort to develop a revolutionary
program, How much easier st would have been if we could have forgotten that we
didn't have such a program by simply pretending to ourselves that China, or
Albania or somewhere was revolutionary and that supporting them would somehow
help produce a revolution here.
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"Idealism and metaphysics are the easiest things in the world,
because people can talk as much nonsense as they like without basing
it on objective vreality or having it tested aga inst vreality,
Materialism and dialectics, on the other hand, need effort, They must
be based on and tested by objective reality. Unless one makes the
effort, one is liable to slip into idealism and metaphysics.”
Its interesting to note how even people with no attachment to Russia, C
Albania have managed to persuade themselves that Vietnam ia still ﬁorth
supporting and feel a deep and personal threat to their whole ideology when
this is questioned.

PRIESTS AND HORSES

Judging from overseas Titerature, the temptation of closed minded religious
Tanaticism 1is very strong in this situation. It provides a certainty that
would otherwise be lacking and puts an end to all confusion, doubt, cynicism,
liberalism and so on,

But this way out 1is the way out of the 'movement. It means joining the
innumerable sects that are much better organized and disciplined than we and
are able to get more done precisely because they do not have the "burden®™ of
really having to think out a revolutionary line.

We did not hesitate to reject the "security™ of blindly foliowing China
Albania or anybody else so we should not regret the consequences,

One consequence is that we are in some respects more vulnerable to confusion,
doubt, tiberalism, cynicism and so on than other left groups that feel more
confident about thﬂir (manifestly wrong!) Tines. The reason horses are given
blinkers s that it keeps them working away steadily without getting
distracted by things they might see. Groups that have attached themselves to a
foreign state, or that merely reflect a reformist current in mainstream
bourgeois ideology, have a secure basis for their activity and can work away
at it for years after it has ceased to have any social relevance or has become
purely reactionary.

The same can easily be true of “revolutionary" groups that feel secure, or
pretend to feel secure in their "correct !ine . They can whip up a great
frenzy of activity, full of sound and fury, but signifying nothing. Take a
fook at the "Revolutionary Communist Party, USA", On many points we would be
in Tull agreement. They have a similar analysis of China and Albania to ours
and they certainly do make a clear distinction between communist revolution
and  the bourgeois reformism advocated by most “revolutionaries”

On dnternational questions of very great significance they appear to have a
sundameﬁta!]y wrong analysis. But even more important, their whole APPROACH to
‘correct Tline" politics seems alien. They are certainly not paralysed by
Tiberaigsm - but so what?

Wnile confusion, doubt, tiberalism, cynicism and so on persist we will remain
unable to accomplish very much, dincluding theoretical work.
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mge must have faith in the masses and we must have faith in the
Party. These are two ca?dina% g?iﬂgip}esa If we doubt these
principles, we shall accomplish nothing.”

But the only acceptable basis for faith in the Party is confidence in the
coundness of its analysis and tine. Once we have grounds for such faith we
will be able to accomplish something, but not before. (And of course once we
do, we will again have the problem of blind faith and the potential for people
to  continue following a Teadership that has proved itself worthy of
confidence, long after it has ceased to play a progressive or revolutionary
role. But then it would be at a higher stage of the spiral},

Demands that people pull themselves together, combat Tiberalism or what have
you, will not solve the problem of lack of faith. This is an atheistic age and
veal communists are atheistic people. Our only God is the masses and the only
basis for our faith is scientific analysis of reality.

The situation we are in calls urgently for working out where we are and where
we are going. Without that, calls to press on more resolutely and with greater
vigour will only result in people getting more Tost. 1f some of us aren't any
good at reading maps or surveying the surroundings, then they will have to
make their contribution later. But it seems more Tikely that everyone would be
able to make at least some contribution now, since even illiterates and blind
people can study their surroundings and communicate with others.

CHIN UP, BACK STRATGHT, EYES SHUT!

It fs conservative, not revolutionary to promote "leadership”, "organization”,
"doing things", "collective Tife" and so on without a clear perspective for
Tiberating people from oppression. Defenders of the status quo habitually make
such appeals and every organization, revoluticnary or not, naturally wants to
he as effectively organized as possible (and most sewing circles and amateur
theatrical societies are probably a lot better organized than REM)., But it is
quite wrong to see the organizational reflection of our confusion as the
central problem instead of dealing with the confusion itself, (As for any who
are not confused, they would have an even greater probleim. Take off the
blinkers!)

Communism is not the only ideology opposed to liberalism. Fascism opposes
Tiberalism too., We have to make a clear distinction for example between the
Communist idea that "bourgeois democracy is & fraud" and the Nazi idea that
“democracy is a bourgeois fraud", It is one thing to want to widen and deepen
and ultimately transcend democracy by going beyond such mere forms as majority
yoting to develope real participation. It is quite another thing to declare
that ones policies have proved their own correctness and deliberately exclude
others from even a vote, let alone a real say, on the matter.

The fact that people like Lin Piac or Ted Hill could turn out to be fascisis
and that we could go along with a Toad of shit for a long time should alert us
to the dangers. When people on the left start acting Tike people on the
extreme right they must be pulled up sharply and told "You're 111" before the
disease becomes incurable and before it spreads.
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DEAR ADELAIDE: PARTY BUELDING‘EQWBULLSHIT%
In the last D:B. you rather indignantly penned the following:

npg article authorised by the R.EM, executive (Party Building is
Rullshit",see D,B.no.7 ) airily dismisses 211 the struggles waged
by all the M.L. and iMLLL" groups in most Western Countries today
as follows:

Any energy left over is spent wimmersing oneself among
the masses" Tleading economist struggles against  the
employers and the government." (D.B. 7 p.3

“This 1is promoting the terrible idea that to become involved 1in
any practical struggle at this time is Economist.

now on earth it is even possible to arrive at such a clear
picture from the vantage of one's Tounge voom in sunny Australia
is a mystery to us. Gratuitous insults, SO airily wiping off all
the ML  groups in the Western world, will not help us to build
international contacts. But the implications for R.EM, itself
arefar more serious.”

when 1 read this I wrotle beside it "missing the point entirely" -~ and you
were f(are?)., You atso quoted out of context, mis-read what was written and
have drawn quite incorrect conclusions.

1. For starters:

We "wipe off all the M.L. groups in the Western world,"

What was actually said was this:

"popolitical party is basically a group of persons organised Tor
the purpose of directing the policies of a government®. {Websters
7th New Collegiate Dictionary)

WA Len inist Communist Party is the advanced organised detatchment
of the working class, the highest form of its class
organisation,the instrument of the dictatorship of the proletariat
and so on (Stalin, 'Foundations of Leninism' ).

nit dis absurd and pathetic that in most Western Countries today
there are groups, smail or Hlarge’ (relatively speaking) who have
got  themselves organised (some quite efficiently organised,
judging from their publications), made an analysis, drafted @
program, and  proclaimed themselves  to Dbe the  vanguard

revolutionary party of the proletariat in their country.
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“These groups then spend a substantial amount of their energy
proving that the other dozen or so competing vanguard parties are
really phony (often very successfuly)., Any energy left o ver is
spent  "“immersing oneself among the masses”, Teading economist
struggles against the employers and the government.,

‘These people are quite clearly not organised for the purpose of
directing the pclicies of any kind of government, let alone being
the instrument of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat, and so
directing the policies of a proletarian revolutionary government.
Indeed the proletariat is genevally quite unaware of their
existence, Some of these parties appear to be organised because of
the inner needs for self expression of their members and leaders
-~ Just as other people express their creativity by joining
amateur theatrical groups and so forth,"

Firstly, "most" does not mean "all",  Surely one of the most basic
comnmunicating tools we have is Tanguage (English in our case) and we should
all try to use it to advantage--i.e, not point scoring but getting ddeas
across  clearly, Substituting Yali® for, "many", be it because of error
(fitting the article into preconceived notions of arimchair Marxism?) or
conscious deceit, has a distorting effect and enables wild and/or inaccurate
generalisations and conclusions to don the mask of reasoned and analytical
thought,

secondly, are you going to deny that in most Western countries -- the U,S.A,,
Britain, and Italy have stacks of them -- there are groups as described above,
ranting and raving at each other and energetically building non-parties?

2. Next:

"How on earth it is even possible to arrive at such a clear picky is a mystery
to us." Well it should'nt be! From our Tiving room chairs, bed rooms, kitchen
chairsor even our bloody Kingswoods we were able, and clearly too, to arrive
at a picture of Hua Guo Feng's China which did not please any of us., It was
really quite simple -~ we read the Chinese publications., t was the same
process with the foreign M,L. groups. For Christ's sake, if an organisation
which proclaims itself as the one vanguard (hallejulah!) of the proletariat
can't give a reasonably accurate picture of what it's on about through its
pub%igaégons then it obviously cant be a vanguard of anything (loonies
inctuded),
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Having read maclt of the overseas - optufe, T ohove no o boalt that most
(not all but most) are solf-rightecus, narrow minded rolipics vl
1mow Marxiem 1f they fell cver it which is preciscly why thoy tre® it as
o dogma, & bible of set(like concrete, gomades) pre-established hlue prints

£ & thought and action. I mean, could you imagine any © them in pd.er? Tow
cannot because nono of +them is actually bent on achieving pOWer.
(The one exception to this of the English speaking M.L. groups is the RCPUSA
wlhro, to thoir preat credit raisc the questions of power, of revoluticng louwd Ty

and attempt to answer them) .

<

i

o ot

These organisations are small time thinkers who want to be big fish in
e little pond. That's why the yare so intense, a0 vitriolic and energetle
against ore another but not on being a real altermative o the bourgeoisie,
pot on building themsclves intc Hona fide polirtical parties aapable of
sehzing power and then exercising it

5. Lastly:

We promote the terriblie idea that to Involwe cnesele  in practical
struggles at the moment is cconomiste

You said tba® comrades; not us. Instasd of Jjumping on a sentenco-—-read
the whole parvagraph (quoted at the start of this article). To malke the
,‘swaeping'generalisation from thalt paragraph that for any M.L. group 10

involye itselif In practical struggles s ecomomiist is very opportunist. We

were writing quiie specifically abaut weirdo Me.L.s(read tho whele paragrapb}
and what we said wo stand by, The generalisation is yours not oursi :

Vost (that word again) of these groups do burn off bulk ealories
sptoricating vhemselves with their revelational polemics. And with what calories
they have left they do dmmerse themselves in economist strugeles. Well
organised or not, big or nmoty this is nov a recipe for rewolutlonary mass
growth, mich loss revoluticr. You cantt tuild anything on flatus anywaye

’ No comrades, getting into practical struggles does nct oqual econCmistrs
But ©f 21l an F.L. group is coing to do is to haranguc cther groups {a copy
of ‘'Capiltal’ clutched firmiy to the bosom), engage in solf-praisc andimmeTrse
thenmselves amongst the messes’, then they pight as well forget it for allthe

good they 4o -- they are not advanging the revoluticon oneg bibe

hotually all this is a Bit cloge to the DONGe o~ oL could just as
~well be talking about the C.P.A. (Mo.L.). And those £ o of us who were in
that erstwhile mass orranisation would bBe more than o 1ittle dishonest with
curselves if we did'nd admit that “leose ideas have had an influence on US e

4o Absolutely Lastlys _—

, Tnstead of Teadimg cur arbicles with & a prieri set of cenclusions
voostnat Melbourne R.E.M. 1s Tun by armchalr Waryists and that lience our
stuff met be wronsg why nct just look at our stuff as it is written. It
saves so much mis-understanding, sC much ballsing avound. Thep Wwe can MOTE
elearly sec the differences and stert to tackle thens

PAUL.
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(draft 24/6/80)
YOU*RE ILL! Ron

Intellectually, I am convinced that the approach taken towards differences
between Melbourne and Adelaide REM by other members of the Melbourne branch is
more correct than my own,” more hostile and antagonistic attitude. However the
article below expresses the way I feel. Although it probably idsn't very
helpful in itself, it may be useful for others to respond to, Please do.

There have been serious problems in REM Melbourne for some time. By no remote
stretch of the 1imagination can these problems be blamed on anybody in
Adelaide, and we must avoid the temptation to use the situation in Adelaide as
an excuse to avoid facing up to the problems here. As far as hostile and
unhelpful criticism from Adelaide is concerned, we should still "blame not the
speaker but be warned by his words".

Nevertheless, 1 agree with Eric's report of 8 May 1980, on returning from
Adelaide, that errors dn their ideas and behaviour '"constitute a serious
problem because the Adelaide members think they are do1ng fine, whereas we in
Melbourne are at least acutely aware of our failings".

It will be difficult to solve the Melbourne problem without taking up the
Adelaide problem as well. For example, the Adelaide documents point out, to
some extent correctly I think, that a number of excuses have been made 1in
Melbourne which serve to Jjustify and perpetuate disorganization  and
1iberalism, Specifically, one of these arguments goes "It is better to be
disorganised with a (comparatively) good Tine than to be organised with a bad
Tine", This does not get across the need to deepen our understanding in a
positive way, and it does encourage continuing disintegration of the group
that ought to be developing a revolutionary line,

But my reaction to the Adelaide material is that I would much vrather remain

disorganized and T1iberal than become part of a tightly knit collective Tike

that., It is precise]y the fear of becoming yet another self-righteous, closed
minded and parancic sect that makes many of us very wary of taking on

"responsibility for building an organization of communists”. Our response

should not be fear and withdrawal, but active ideological strugg1e to build a

worthwhile organization. Neverthe1ess, a glance around the international and

Australian "communist" movement, shows that the fear {is well justified,

although the withdrawal is not.

Let us suppose, for the sake of argument, that everything said in the Adelaide
material about the current situation was basically correct. Could this
conceivably justify their recent behaviour?

Specifically, Tet us assume the following:

1. People in Melbourne are advocating an "armchair Marxist" position that
“theory s primary", while Adelaide has a more balanced appreciaticﬂ of
the unity of theory and practice. Armchair Marxism in Melbourne is a major
cause of the lack of collective life, demoralization etc and has caused a
number of members to leave.
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2. People in Melbourne have persistently refused to get themselves
organized despite helpful advice and repeated promises. This is associated
with opposition to the very idea of building a Leninist parly and stands
in contrast to the vigorous growth of Adelaide as a result of its correct
policies. (It passes understanding how a group of 7 people, any more than
a group of a dozen or two, could even IMAGINE the correctness of 1its
policies has been demonstrated by its growth. If they ever became a
respectable propaganda sect with a few thousand members, or even d few
hundred members, they would be completely insufferable, instead of just
being a joke. Still, we are making assumptions, ifor the sake of
argument.)

3. Adelaide REM functions democratically as a collective with all members
participating while Melbourne does not, but has only bourgeois, not
communist democracy. Melbourne meetings are poorly attended and Tifeless.
Decisions are taken with only a minority present. The rank and file
membership have no way to know what is happening. (Indeed so much so that
ncollectively Adelaide REM has a better appreciation of the real state of
the organisation nationally than most Melbourne REM members").

Instead of seriously trying to solve their own problems, some Melbourne
REM members have tried to arbitrarily push through a proposal that
Charleton be transferred to Melbourne to solve the problems for them. Even
then, they refuse to discuss Charlton's analysis of those problems, and
declare that they have nothing to learn from Adelaide in solving them.

4. The "Melbourne Executive” has imposed a policy of pubTishing all
material received in the Discussion Bulletin, which harms REM by
encouraging badly written and armchair Marxist material. Adelaide's more
professional approach has already demonstrated its correctness by the
marked improvement in D.B.9 compared with previous issues and it would "be
in the best interests of REM" that Adelaide "continue to control the DB".

5. In resolving contradictions, Adelaide advocates a policy of "cure the
sickness to save the patient" while some "Melbourne Executive" members use
"peuthless  struggle and merciless blows". This includes using debating
tactics to browbeat people into submission and deny them the right to
argue a certain way or ask certain pertinent questions. 1t also involves
attempting to win arguments by distorting an opponents position, wilfully
exaggerating differences, treating genuine offers of help with suspicion,
questioning motives, prematurely putting contentious issues to a vote,
falsely separating ideological and organizational questions, demanding
centralism when there is no democracy, not caring about the feelings of
people losing votes and so on.

The above is meant to be a fair summary of the position stated in "Melbourne-
Adelaide Differences™ (21 April 1980), including the reference to articles 1in
D.B. 9. It 1is not meant to be a caricature and any corrvections or
clarifications will be welcomed.
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Obviously it would be a "debating trick” not to answer the many serious
allegations made, either by throwing back other allegations, or by dismissing
them as inconsequential. So a reply will be necessary, But BEFORE replying,
and AS WELL as replying, I want to talk about something else, so you will just
have to grin (or grit your teeth) and bear it.

Frankly I am not very impressed with the allegations and resent having to
spend time discussing them, In ten years time nobody anywhere is going to give
a damn about this whole business, and right now only one or two dozen are
involved, and with varying degrees of interest or disgust. There really are
much more important things to be concerned about. Even without going into the
merits of the allegations, the mere fact that people can draw those
conclusions and carry on in this way, shows a degree of self-righteousness and
paranoia that is quite alien to building a revolutionary movement.

Nevertheless it is a simple fact that this sort of thing DOES keep happening
in relations between and within left wing groups. It won't go away and it is a
major obstacle to building a revolutionary movement. So we may as well put it
on the agenda as a theoretical question worth tackling. Also, there are no
grounds for assuming that the Adelaide membership of REM just happen to be a
bunch of deadshits, so just letting them piss off is not a good idea,

What I want to talk about FIRST is the actions Adelaide REM members took as
a result of the conclusions they drew about the current situation, Assume for
now that the situation was EXACTLY as grim as they describe it. What responses
would be reasonable or unreasonable faced with that grim situation?

First, Tet us agree that no matter how grim the situation, there are some
responses that could not be justified.

For example Adelaide members could have summed up the situation further and
decided  that Melbourne REM was unshakeably in the grip of  counter-
revolutionaries who might be planning to ki1l them and that the only way to
prevent this was to send over an assassination squad and ki1l one or two of
the ringleaders first. This would, to put it mildly, be unreasonabie,

On being accused of murder it would not I think be open to raise any of the
allegations mentioned above as a defence. Nor could one claim that it was
diversionary to discuss the accusation of murder before analysing the
provocations that had allegedly led to it.

Although 1t sounds far fetched to discuss murder, the fact is that people do
get killed as a result of internal disputes in Communist Parties and other
left wing groups, generally for no good reason. We thought Hill was a fine
comrade once, but he and his

associates did quite seriously discuss bumping

some of us off, and it was necessary to warn them against it. It was common
enough in the Albanian Communist Party for Enver Hoxha to compiain about guns
being brought to Party meetings and common enough in China for Mao Tsetung to
adopt the criteria of "have they actually killed anybody" in deciding whether
to try to unite with hostile elements.

Indeed, an intellectual acceptance of that criteria, rather than any really
strong feeling of comradeship, s the main reason I don't advocate Jjust
telling the Adelaide membership to piss off. After all, they haven't actually
killed anybody.
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Now lets Took at what the Adelaide members have done, which admittedly falls
far short of killing anybody, and therefore should not be taken as grounds for
writing them off completely.

Without consulting with ANY other members of REM they have unilaterally issued
the following "Decisions arrived at on 20th March re divisions between
Adelaide and Melbourne Branch":

1. They will not come to the national general meeting of REM which they had
proposed should be held in May.

2. They will not accept any vote by the membership of REM as to where the paid
organizer should work (but they do expect that he should continue to be paid
by REM for doing as he pleases).

3. They no Tlonger recognise decisions made by the Executive in Melbourne
(unless they happen to agree with them),

4, "Until further notice the DISCUSSION BULLETIN will be completely controlled
by the Adelaide branch not by the Executive. The following paragraph has been
chopped out of the *Blurb' in Discussion Bulletin 9:

"Policy statements are made formally by the REM Executive or
membership and will be signed as such in this bulletin","

(i.e. The membership of REM, as well as its "unrecognized" Executive has no
right to make policy statements. Only Adelaide members may issue Editorial
statements - like "Waiting for a Communist Party")

5. "We will not publish articles that fit our description of armchair
Marxism..,"

6, "We will publish attacks on the DB Editorial group (and controversial

- polemics in general) provided we think they are of interest to DB readers, We
will not authorise such statements from the REM Executive but may pubTish them
unauthorised. In general editorial vreplies will be published where we
disagree,"”

7. "We feel that some detailed polemics, vecriminations etc. would be best
distributed internally in REM,,.,"

None of this is particularly earth shattering and the long term future of the
revolution 1is unlikely to be greatly influenced by what now happens to REM,
its Executive or Discussion Bulletin.

Nevertheless I would feel pretty hostile if this happened in any trade union
or other organization I belonged to, and would describe it as fascist. So I
feel the same way about it happening in REM,

B
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The most striking thing about these decisions is that they are indeed
"decisions", not ‘“proposals" or even ultimata. "Until further notice the
Discussion Bulletin WILL be completely controlled...”, "“We will" do this and
"We will" do that, Nowhere in the entire document is there even an appeal for
other members of REM to SUPPORT the actions of the Adelaide members, let alone
any hint that it might be up to them too, and not just the Adelaide branch, to
decide the future of REM, its Executive, Discussion Bulletin and so on,

The document says "In our opinion Melbourne Executive only represents itself
and does not represent the Melbourne Branch membership", Fine, for the sake of
argument we can accept that as completely true., So where is the demand for a
general meeting or conference to elect a new Executive? Or where 1is the
proposal for the members of REM to adopt a new organizational structure? What
exactly are the members of REM who do not Tive in Adelaide supposed  to do?
Crawl away somewhere and die quietly?

Lets get it clear, these "decisions" are outright fascist. Not even “"social-
fascist". "Social-fascism" would involve "socialism in words, fascism in
deeds", but where are the socialist words? If social-fascists were staging a
takeover bid, they would pretend that some dire emergency had made it
necessary for them to assume "provisional and temporary authority" until
proper elections could be held. Actually these days even most "reputable
fascists" make that pretence too. It is outright Nazism to make naked
declarations that Teadership must go to the strongest, with no vote required.

What the Adelaide branch proposes other members of REM should do is made clear
by paragraphs 6 and 7 above. They do not propose that we should join them in
sweeping aside the rotten, undemocratic "Melbourne Executive" and adopting a
new and better Teadership or new and better policies. They explicitly rule out
this possibility by rejecting any general meetings. What they propose is that
we should simply accept that they have taken over REM's publication, and if we
feel so inclined, submit articles criticizing them, If they feel so inclined
they may publish such articles, but with "editorial replies" from the only
group of REM members entitled to adopt policy as a group - namely those who
happen to live in Adelaide.

This 1is apparantly meant quite seriously, People who previously offered tfo
help with typing and printing the Discussion Bulletin, or who were responsible
for distributing it, have even received letters from Charleton inquiring as to
whether they will still help. Apparantly the possibility that they might not
help has occurred to him, so he is asking, although the cbvious certainty that
nobody with any self respect would even consider helping, has not crossed his
mind, or he would not bother to ask.

Further confirmation that it was meant seriously is provided in paragraph 7
above, by the suggestion that "recriminations" should be made "internally” -
as though it was possible that a group whose publication had been hijacked
would Just mumble about this to themselves., A classic “explanation" for this
fascist approach will be found on page 7 of "Melbourne Adelaide Differences":
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"We want to encourage Melbourne REM members to continue (or begin) to
contribute to the DB, At the same time we Tirmly believe it to be 1in
the best interests of REM that we continue to control the DB, If
individual contributors can't handle honest criticism of their
writings then we think they are not taking the principles of
criticism and self criticism seriously,"

Thus people Tiving in Melbourne are supposed to contribute to a publication in
which they have no say whatever. Of course there are privately owned
publications Tike that, We read them every day over breakfast (and they are
often much more reliable than the publications of left sects). But at least
their proprietors offer to pay people to write for or distribute their
publications, while Charleton expects us to pay him! (He has even had the
effrontery to demand an explanation of why we will be opposing his remaining a
paid organizer, after explicitly declaring that he will not do the job),

If this is how our Adelaide comrades behave when they are a minority in a very
small group, one shudders to imagine what they would be Tike if they were a
majority, or if they held state power. In what way does their conception of

~how a communist organization should be run differ from ‘BE.F. Hitl's? Except
that he at Teast had the excuse of having at one time been generally accepted
as a party Teader, and he did not expect his opponents to degrade themselves
by accepting his dictatorial rule and servilely continuing to work for him.

In response to this fascist garbage, Melbourne members of the REM National
Executive did not, despite their tendency to "ruthless struggle and merciless
blows™, simply convene a meeting to expel the Adelaide branch. Instead they
wrote a polite letter to Adelaide members (4 April), enclosing Charlton's pay
as usual, "despite his decision not to carry out the functions of national
organizer at present" (which meant that he had been suspended on full pay),
asking that the Discussion Bulletin not be pubTished until current problems
were resolved, again asking Adelaide members to come to the general meeting in
May, asking Charlton to come to Melbourne for discussions in April, and

- notifying Adelaide that two members would be coming to discuss things with
them shortly.,

The Tletter said "We wish to do everything we can to preserve unity" and was
signed sarcastically "your humble and obedient servant”, This provoked great
indignation in Adelaide, and a declaration that "We are not interested 1in
unity on the basis of slavery or cynicism, but on the basis of the principles
outlined in this document" (24 April p7).

The Adelaide branch also reaffirmed that "We can see no reason to change any.
one gf the 12 decisions of our document of 20 March, at this stage", (21
April).

Thus unity was declared impossible unless we accepted such "principles" as
Adelaide's unilateral declaration that it would control the DB and Melbourne
should continue to pay Charlton for doing it, and this "unity" of course must
not be seen as slavery, or regarded cynically,
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It is obvious that if we had written back unconditionally accepting Adelaide’s
principles and enthusiastically praising their initiative, the Tetter would
have been (correctly) assumed to be sarcastic. Nobody unaffected by acute
megalomania could possibly believe that the approach taken by Adelaide could
lead to a resolution of differences rather than a split.

So although the "decisions" appeared to express an intention to unilaterally
takeover REM, 1t was fairly natural to assume that this was not the real
intention and the real intention was merely to make a dramatic gesture with a
view to orchestrating a split., After all, 1if Adelaide had really wanted to
become the Tleadership of REM, there would not at that time have been much
immediate resistance to them doing so (although they would probably have ended
up going the same way as the last lot that tried). They had already been given
one third of the Executive and de facto control of the Discussion Bulletin,
and Charlton had been invited to come to Melbourne as a national convenor
responsible for sorting things out. As they point out, Melbourne was shrinking
while Adelaide was growing so there was widespread acceptance that we should
Tearn from them. Elections were due in June and they could quite possibly have
elected a majority without opposition.

Discussion was noted in the minutes of a meeting of Melbourne Executive
members as to whether Adelaide wanted to become the leadership or wanted to
provoke a split, or whether there might be some explanation we don't know
about for their incomprehensible behaviour. This provoked a reply that:

"The answer to this question is that we want to become the leadership. We
think this s justified because Adelaide branch 1is democratic while

Melbourne branch is not, our branch is growing while

Me1bogrne. branch is collapsing and our branch is doing most of the
organizational work for REM. In short our policies are working while
Melbourne branch policies are failing."

If we accept this declaration at its face value, then our Adelaide comrades
are Nazis, who do not want to be elected to leadership but to establish some
sort of Fuhrerprinzip so that they will not have to tolerate any opposition,
In the light of our experience with Hill, and the Chinese experience with Lin
Piao, this possibility cannot be dismissed. Nevertheless, I think it more

Iikely that the Adelaide members who signed the declaration did not realize
its implications.

But whatever they thought they were doing:

1. It was pretty rotten.

2. It should be repudiated.

3. Discussions can proceed even while Adelaide members persist with these
viewpoints, but at the end of those discussions (however Tlong they take), a
formal repudiation of them should be required as a condition of unity,

4, A_ sp?jt would be better than either accepting this kind of shit, OR
brushing it under the carpet and pretending it didn't happen. Because IT DID
HAPPEN and it bloody well shouldn't have.

5. Seriously working out the problem would be better than a spiit,

(Unfinished)
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INTRODUCTION TO ARTICLES REJECTED FOR ‘THE '"DISCUSSTON BULLETIN'

The articles which appear on the six following pages - dealing with various
aspects of China - were written by Daryl and submitted for publication in the
Discussion Bulletin. The Adelaide branch has decided that they will not be
published. The following passages from Adelaide documents are relevant:

'Until further notice the Discussion Bulletin will be completely con-
trolled by the Adelaide Branch, not by the Executive...

Q. What is our attitude to what will be published in the Discussion
Bulletin in future?

We will not publish articles that fit our description of armchair
Marxism., Eg. some articles consisting mainly of Mao quotations on the
Cultural Revolution have not been published in DB 9 and will not be
published in future.' -

- ‘'Adelaide REM : Decisions arrived at on 20th
March 1980 re Divisions between Adelaide and
Melbourne Branch'

'"Our approach is a professional one, while the Melb. Execs. is an ama-
teur one. The Melb. Exec. has pushed for the publication of all material
received so as to facilitate the flow of ‘material. We don't believe that
this policy has worked. We believe that the publication of armchair
Marxist and badly written material will harm REM, not help it.

Because we have exercised control over DB 9 we think it is a better DB
and will help REM to grow. It breaks with the "anything goes" policy of
the Melb. Exec. and overall it makes some attempt to link theory and
practice.

We want to encourage Melb. REM members to continue (or begin) to contrib-
ute to the DB. At the same time we firmly believe it to be in the best
interests of REM that we continue to control the DB. If individual
contributors can't handle honest criticism of their writings then we
think they are not taking the principles of criticism and self criticism
seriously.'

- 'Melbourne-Adelaide Differences', page 7

When I discussed the matter with Charlton in Adelaide on the 26/27 April
weekend, he told me that he would not object to using any one of the articles
as 'filler' material but would not be in favour of printing them all in the one
DB. (If I have misquoted him I am sure he will correct me.)

Readers may judge for themselves whether the articles are armchair Marxist
or badly written; whether their publication would represent an ‘anything goes'
policy; and whether they are good for anything more than filling the odd blank
space.

However it may be worth mentioning that the articles were written mainly for
the effects they might have on people still influenced by the CPA(ML) and/or
the Chinese leadership, both through such people reading them (and some of those
people do read the DB) and through others using the information in the articles
as ammunition in discussions with those who have not rejected the new revision-

ists.
Eric
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CULTURAL REVOLUTION & WHE REVISIONIST
THECRY OF PRODUCTIVE FORCES. "

A number of people scem to think that after the gang of four
were arrested they were presented with "new revelations', they
now hed thefull facts’, and thercforc could proceed to do
political somersaults. Onec of these''new revelations™ was that
the revolutionaries in China were Vgabotaging production’ and
getting revolution against production®

To sec that there was nothing ncew about this tune you nced
go no further than the documents of the 9th and 10th Congresses
of the CPC.

From the 9th Congress Report in 1969 we read:
"As the 16-Point Decision indicate,
The Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution is a power=-
ful motive force for the development of the social
productive forces in our country.

"Our country has secen gocd harvests in agriculturel prod-
uction for years running and there is also o thriving situation
in industrial production and sciénce ani technology. The
enthusiasm fof the broad mzsses of the working people both in
revolution ant production has scared to unprececented heights.
Many factories, mines and other enterprises have time and
again topped their production records, creating all=time highs
innproduction. The technical revolution is making constant
ProOgress. The market is flourishing and prices are stables
By the end of 1968 we had redeemed all the national bondse
Our country is now a socizlist country with neither internal
nor external debts. ’ .

" tGrasp revolution, promote production' - this principle
is absolutely correct. It correctly explains the relationship
between revelution and production, between consciousness and
matter, between the superstructure and the cconomic base and
between the relations of production and the pvroductive forcese
Chairman Mdo always teaches us: 'Political work is the life-
blood of 2ll economic work.! Lenin dencunced the opportunists:
who were opposed to apiroaching problems politically. 'Politics
cannot but hawe precedence over econonmics. To arguc differently
means forgetting the ABC of Marxism.' (Lenin, Collected Works,
Chinese ed., Vol. 32, p.72.) Lenin again stated: To put politics
on o par with econcmics alsc means ‘forgetting the ABC of
Morzism'.(ibid.) Pelitics is the concentrated expression of
cconomics. If we fail to make revoluticn in the superstructure,
fail to arcuse the broad masses of the workers and peasants,
fail to criticize the revisionist line, fail to expose the
handful of renegades, enemy agents, capitalist-roaders in:
power and counter-revolutionaries and fail to consolidate the
leadership of the proletariat, hdw can we further consclidate
the sociclist economic hase and further develop the sovcialist
productive forces? This is not to replace production by rev-
olutitn but to use revolution to command production, promote it
and lead it forwnrd. We must make investigotions and study,
and actively and properly sclve the many problems of policy in
struggle-criticism=transformati n on the cconomic front in
accordonde with Choirmen Mao's general.line of 'Going all out,
aiming high and achieving greater, faster, better and more
economical results in building socialism’, in accerdance with
his great strategic concept 'Be preparced against war, be pre-
pared against naotural disaster, and de everything for the
people’ and with the series of principles such as ' take agri-
culture as the foundation and industry as the leading factor'e.
Ve must bring the revolutionary initiative ond creativeness of
the peoplejof all nationalities into full play, firmly grasp-
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revolution and cnergetically promote production and fulfill
and cverfulfil our plans for developing the nationel CCONCHY »
It is certein that the great victory in the CGreat iroletarinn
Cultural Revolution will continue to bring about new leaps
forward on the economic front and in our cruse of socialist
construction as a whole."(pp 60-64, FLP 1969,)

On page 39 of the same report we read:
"Bspecially when the capitzlist-roaders in power failed in
their scheme to suppress the revoluticn on the pretext of
"grosping production’ and whipped up the evil counter-revoluticnary
wind of economism, the broad messes came to understand still
better that only by recapturing the lost power was it rossible
for them to defeat the capitalist-roaders in power completelyy

Chou En-~lai's Report to the 10th Congress i1s even more
explicit. On pages 4&5 of the FLP 1973 edition we rcad:

" As we all know, the political report ¢ the Ninth Congress
was drawn up under Chairman Mao's personal guidance. Prior
to the congress, Lin Piac had produced a draft political report
in collaberaticn with Chen Po-tao, They were opposed to
continuing the revolutirn under the dictatorship of the prol=-
etariat, contending that the main task after the Ninth Congress
was to develop producticn. This was a refurbished version under
new conditions of the same revisionist trash that Liu Shac-chi
and Chen Po-ta had smuggled into the resclution of the Eighth
Congress, which alleged that the major contradittion in cur
country was not the contradiction between the proletariat and
the bourgeoisie, but thot 'between the advanced sccialist
system and the backward productive forces of socicty.’ Naturally,
this draft by Lin Pizoc and Chen Po-ta was rejected by the
Central Committee. Lin Piao sccrctly supported Chen Po=~ta in
the latter’s open opposition to the political report drawn up
under Chairman Mao's guidence, and it was only after his
attenpts were frustrated that Lin Piao grudgingly accepted the
Eolitical/%%n%he Central Committee and read its political
report to the congress.' (This statement, by the way, contradicts
the claim made by Teng and others about a year later that
Lin Piac was pushing an ultra-left line. This point nay scen
academic until you lock at how the revisionists have used
Lin Pizoo to discredit the Cultural Revolution.)
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JANUARY STORM by N.8.

China's Liberation Daily reg@rted‘éh December 24, 1979, that the

1967 Shanghai January Sorm, the most famous mass uprising during
China's Great Proletarian Culnnal Revolution, was officially de=-

nounced as "counter-reveluticnary! by the Shanghai Municipal Peopl’

Congress. Thée revisionists declared that all those who took part
in the uprising could Tace “severe legal action'.(Nc doubt this
also refers tc three of the ‘gang of four',)

This itself is not terribly interesting. Of course they denounce
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it, they were overthrown by it. What is interesting is the question

of how long they can keep going before they have to publicly crite

icize Mego, 1In defending their present policies, they have thrown
st in people’s eyes to some extent with their abuse of those

uney accuse of applying Mau's every word and sentence in a dogmatic
way. However this line won't cut any ice when you explicitly line

yourslef up in opposition to Mao on o specific historical event.
If being a good Macist.remains official, though nominal,. policy,
the Chlnese revisionists are going tq flrd themselves more and

more. on the defensive. Presumably they will have to change- tnepvw
Tules of the game. For example,foo went senile in.a year tostill _

to be fixed or the guy  who came back from Moscew in 1957 was aﬁ
lmpooturo ) o :

Hua Guofeng has promised on in-depth appraiscl of the_cultural

~revolution in the n ar futurc. It should be interesting reading,

_Below for your reference are three quote from Mao on uhe
Januury Storm, plus a quote from the Report to the 9th Party
Congress (a report which was reaffirmed at the 10th Congress),w_

"hfter the working meeting of the Central Committee the -LT=
‘phasis was on criticizing the bourgeois reactionary line. As

the crticicism of this line aroused the ' revolutiongry enthusiasm. .

~af mony revolutionaries, the revolutionary intellectuals. and the.

~young.students were the first to achieve consciousness,-which is.

-in accordance with the laws. of revolutionary development. In
January of this year the Shanghai. workers rese, as did. the worke

. erst of._the whole country and the peasants too, when the J January

Storn swept zcross the country. The development of.the move-
ment showed that the workers cnd peasants ore still the mai
force c.....0nly when the broad massea of .woarkers and peasanks
arvse was all that bourgecis stuff thoroughly smashed;.while th@r
revoluticnany intellectuals and the young students had to fall .
back intc a subsidiary place.” (From Mao's July 1967 converse.
ations, quoted in Revoluticn, Vol 54 No 1, RCP(USIp25.)

"This i1s one class overthrowing another. This is u«great T Ve o

~olution” (From Mao's Talk st a Meeting of the Central Cultural..

tgyﬁevalutlon Group, 9 Jan. 1967; Mac Tsebung Unrehearsed, 3225,)

g e

HThe UpSUTrge of rcvolublonary power in. Shangnul has brougnt
Lowe to the _whole country. It connot fail to influente the-

whole of East China and all prov1ﬂceﬁ and cities in the ceuntry™e
””(lbli p276.) S

"The twists and reversals in the revolutionary movement “™

‘further brought home tc the broad masses the importances. of
-pelitioal power: The maoin rceasen why Liu Shaoechi and his gang
coulld do evil was that they had usurped the power of "the pr@1n~7l 

--ebariab -in mamy units and localities, and the main reason why -

~the revolutlonary masses were repressed was that POWET was ﬂOt
in the hands of the -proletariat in those pla ces. In some unlt&y,

g
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the socialist system of cwnership existed only in form, but in
reality the leadership had been usurped by a handful of renegades,
encmy agents and capitalist-rcaders in power, or it remained the
in the hands of former cap italists. Especially when the capit-
alist=roaders in power failed in their scheme to suppress the
revolution on the pretext of Vgrasping production’ and whipped
up the evil counter~revolutionary wind of economism, the broad
masses came to understand still better that only by recapturing
the lost power was it possible for them to defeat the capitalist-
roaders in power completely. Under the leadership and with the
gupport of Chairman Moo and the proletarian headquarters headed
by him, the working class in Shanghai with its revolutionary
tradition camc forward courageously and, uniting with the broad
revolutionary masses and revoluticnary cadres, selzed power from
below in Januery 1967 from the capitalist roaders in power in
the former Municipal Party Committee and Municipol Pecple's
Council, :
"Chairman Mao summed up in good time the experience of the
January storm of revolution in Shanghai and issued his call
to the whole country:'Proletarian revolutionaries, unite and
seize power from the handful of Party persons in power taking
the capitalist road!! Following that Choirman Mao gave the
instruction: "The People's Liberation Army should support the %
broad masses of the Left', He went on to sum up the experience
of Heilungkiang Province and cther provinces and municipalities,
Toid down the principles and policies for the establishment of
‘revolutionary committees which embrace representatives of the !
revolutionary cadres, representatives of the People's Liber=
ation Army and reprcsentatives of the revolutionary masses, :
congtituting a revolutionary three-in-one combinaticn, and
thus pushed forward the naticn-wile strugple for the seizure of
power.” (Report to the Ninth Congress of the CPC, p38-40, FLP
Peking 1969.)

MAO ON THE GREAT PROLETARIAN CULTURAL REVOLUTION

"The current Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution is absol=
utely necessary and most timely for consclidating the dictator-
sktip of the proletariat, preventing capitalist restoration and
building socielism". (Quoted in Ninth Congress Report, ph FLP 4
edition.) ' ‘

#it secems that it won't do not to carry cut the Great Prol-

N

v
Judging from my observations, I am afraid that in a fairly large
majority of factories - I don't mean all or, the overwhelming
majority of them - lcadership waaﬁﬁgt in the hands of genuine
Marxzists ond the masses of workers. Not that there were no ¢
good people among those in charge of the factories. Therc weres.
Therc were good people among the secretaries, deputy secretaries
and members of Party committess and amcong ‘Farty branch secretariess.
But they were following that line of Liu Shao-chi - simply resorting
to material incentives, putting profit in command ond, instead
of promoting proletarian politics, handing out bonuses, and so

forth.”" (Quote from Mao's speach at the First Plenory Session of
the Ninth Central Committec on April 28, 1969.)

R

"In the past we waged struggles in rural areas, in factories,
in the cultural field, and we carried out the socialist education
movement. But all this failed to solve the problem because we did
not find a form, & mcthod, to arcuse the broad masses to expose
our dark aspects openly, in an allround way and from below. (Quoted
in Ninth Congress Report, p27 FLP edition.) 4
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