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']ﬂ-IE organised Maoist movement in Australia

is going through difficulties. The last twelve
months have dented some of their simplistic
certainties, Up till then, all scemed very simple

tn them, the world was divided into pure revolu-

tionaries on the one hand amd revisionists and
traitors and counter-revolutionaries on the other.
There were simple tests to decide which category
one belonged to. China supporied the oppressed

‘people everywhere and urconditionully.  The

policies seemed clear, consistent and Pmdictahle.
At the same time the local Maoists, mainly centred

in Melbourne round the Worker Student Alliance

and what is left of Ted Hill's Communist Parly
(ML), gave some of the Chinese policies their
own dogmatic interpretation.

The changes in Chinese policies consequently

; caught them quite unprepared and embarrassed.

Theé events in Ceylon in April 1971, the struggle
in Pakistan, and the Nixon visit o China did
not fit into the picture that the readers of Ven-
guard (Ted Hill's paper) and the members of
the WSA had been fed on.

| Because of the considerable influence of Ted
Hill on the outleok and mode of thinking of the
organised young Maoists and the “educational”
role of Vanguard and similar Hillites publications,
il is necessary to say semeihing about the history
of this group which puts its own particular
imprint on the leading cadres of the WSA.

~As a result of (he differences and subsequent
split. between the Soviet Union and China, small
groups that proclaimed their adherence to China
emerged in a ber ol blished Cen i

Parties in the early sixties. In Australia such a
greuping was formed under the leadership of E, F.
Hill, the former Victorian Secretary of the CPA.

After a partywide discussion in 1963 as a result

Ternie Talt is Victorion President of the Communist Party
- of Awsralia.

of which the policies advocated by E, F. Hill
were overwhelmingly rejected by the CPA mem-
berstip, Ted Hill broke away from the CPA apd
established a separate organisation named the
¥ list Party of A lia (Marxist-Leninist) .
He took about 200 with him out of the CPA. )

Essentially this group was and remained con-
fined o Victoria where E. F. Hill's personal and
political influence had been greatest, Naturally
the group publicly proclaimed its complete adher-
ence to the stated Chinese policies at the time.
But in auwcmpting to mechanically apply thosz
policies 1o the quite different situation in Aups
tralia, a relatively advanced capitalist country,
the group inevitably blocked any possibility of
becoming a viable political force. What made
sens¢ in China, just became farcical when it
was mechanically transplanted to Australia. From
the very heginning no atterapt was made to
analyse the Australian reality, still less to elaborate
any kind of revolutionary strategy for Australia.

In fact E. F. Hill felt no need for such an
examination. The group confined jself in the
main to proclaiming and re-proclaiming each week
in the columns of its paper Vanguard the same
old eternal truths about the evils of capitalism
and the onset of the economic crisis, Its headline
invariably proclaimed that the Australian people
were uniting and rising against US imperialism.
It was a dull, repetitive and highly general paper,
and each week it repeated much of what had been
saicd the week before. [t denounced what it called
revisionism and went in for a great deal of
personal abuse. Because of past personal loyalty
to E, F. Hill of some of the Victorian eommunist
trade union officials, this group retained some
trade union positions, However its pro-Chinese
policies were frequently kept out of trade union
activities.

It was characteristic of E. F. Hill that he now
dogmatically and unconditionally supported cvery
policy and action of China, just as he had pre-
viously equally dogmatically and uncenditionally
supported every policy and action of the Soviet
leadership. As late as 1959, after returning from
the 215t Congress of the CPSU he wroie a glowing
report about the Soviet Union, In a pamphlet
called Builders of Communism he stated: “To me
words are not adequate to describe fully the grand

icturc of the new way of life in the Soviet
{‘Jnion. . " “The Communist Party of the Sovitt
Union leads the Soviet people.” “Everything it
does is for the interests and advancement of the
Soviet people.” “The spirit and enthusiasm of
Soviet workers is somcthing that has to be exper
ienced.”

Hill, an authoritazian himself, always nceded a
supreme autharity. Shortly afier writing the
he simply transferced from one “authori
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some of the young people that 5t atracted to ite
Cranks. It introduced them or rather subjected
them to a brand of “Marxism™ which s a
caricature of Marx and Lenin's views and runs
counter to many of Mao Tse-tung's own stated
atcitudes. These are some of the typical features:

© It trained its members to regard critical
thought as being alien to Marxism. Open
discussion, a clash of views, was seen as wrong
and dangerous. It based itself on Sialin, rather
than on Marx and Lenin, who regarded
critical thought and free debate as essential
1o the revolutionary movement and for the
[uture socialist society.

® With this goes an attitude of utter intoler-
ance to other groups and viewpoints inside
the revolutionary movement. The group
revived the Stalinist precept that the main
enemy is the one closest to your own position
and that the main blow is to be directed
at him (since he is most likely to deceive
the masses). Jill Joliffe, who herself prew
up politically in this group, notes in retrospect
thal “the struggle against ‘revisionism’ loomed
larger than 'the struggle against capil lism".”

fights with the poiice will radicalise the
victims of police action. This is ceriainly not
always the case, especially if police reaction
and over-reaction 15 artificially induced as
a result of such a theory.

® The same simplistic attitude is expressed in
the slogans that they advance. It is frequently
concerned with smashing something — be it
US imperialism, capitalism or cven inflation.
The trouble with such a slogan is thar it
appeals only to those already convinced. -

In preparation for the April 21 demonstration,
Struggie (March 21, '72) informed is veaders
that “WSA is producing a large number of
stickers with various slogans including Smash
Inflation on April 21." Since WSA's own political
diet is rather meagre, they readily absorb the
dict dished out by Vanguard, which revived
Stalin's theory of “social fascism”. Under the
heading: “Labor Reformists and Revisionists are
part of Fascism”,. Vanguard, October 8, 1970,
stated: e

... the struggle against fascism is primarily the struggle

against seformism and revisionism and 5:: bourgeois
sacred cows they both support. parliamentarism  and

(Socialist Review, Feb. 1972))

@ They have absorbed some of the worst Stal-
S inist traits and attitudes and have even taken
some of them further. Believing themselves
0 be the only true revolutionaries, they
regard any means as justified to defeat their
political opponents. Truth matters little,
arguments are distorted and misrepresented.
“Their style of work is highly manipulative,
anything goes as long as it achieves their
purposc.

Their dogmatisin, their biind copying of
foreign slogans and forms of struggle and
attempling Lo apply them to quite different
situations in Australia — such as the call
for the Australian workers to arm themselyes
i and for a People’s Army here in our condi-
tions — produces some grotesque resulis.

® Feature of their dogmatism is the extraor-
dinarily primitive approach, By refusing to
discuss, or being unable to discuss, political
jssues seriously and by reducing student
politics to 24-hour slogan shouting, they have
created an adverse reaction o politics
generally among many students. The reaction
%o this is often il this is politics 1 want
nothing of it”.

® Because of their primitive attitudes they wend
1o personalise their politics. ‘They can only
foctis on individuals  (individual enemies)
rather on social forces and movements. Hence
the individual policeman becomes the main
object of attack rather than the institutional-
ised rule of the police force. :

: ® As well as a reoccupation with the individual
policeman :l":ey have the primtive view that

1r:

Long ago Stalin said that social demoeracy (abor pariy

rcformism) was the moderate wing of fascism.

In concentarting their fire exclusively on the
exposure of the Number One Fnemy, US imper-
jalism, they leave the Australian capitalists out
of the line of Are, and oftcn let them get off scot
free. The blind copying of a foreign slogan had
some amusing consequences, when recently the
local Maoists added Japan to the list of enemies
after Chou En-lai’s statement to this cffect.

In the belief that simplistic answers are the
whole and sole truth, such people defend the
Stalinist terror and physical destruction of tens
of thousands of devoted communists and socialists.
They sneer at socialist humanism and advocate the
suppression of free debate even for fellow socialists
in A socialist society. Their model of socialism
is as defective as their tacties to achieve it. If
their kind of socialism ever comes mamy socialists
will not he alive to participate’ in it.

Those who have a primitive view of social
change and who substitute pscudo-left phuxaseology
for revolutionary activities which reach cut to
the masses of the people, generally have a cor-
responding attitude to the kind of socialist society
they want. It is usually an elitist attitude which
ignores or neglects the mass movement, and which
involves manipulation of supperters, substitution
of sloganising, empty cliches and abuse or worse

for serious discussion of sacialisé society.
Underlying such attitudes and approaches are
certain assumptions about the  perspective for
social change. They can briefly be summed up as
follows: 4
They believe that the capitalist system in Aus
tralia is only maintained by force and suppres-
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OUR COMMENT

Mr. Taft’s article says that the Maoist move-
in Australia is going through difficulties.
must immediately say that anyone who
er,! the .dlfficulties in building a revolutionary
and in working in the revolutionary maove-
t, would be very foolish indeed. If Mr, Taft
rring to difficulties in the building of the
mmunist Party of Australia (M.L.), then he is
e correct. (We will confine our remarks in
egard to the Communist Par
i the other organisations to which Mr. Taft
rs will no doubt speak for themselves,) Not
have we had diff
rs. But does Mr. Taft’s observation conclude
question? Scarcely. The greatest revolution-
Parties in history have been the Communist

na and the Albanian Party of Labour. Each
ese Parties went through great difficulties.
wrote very much on this matter in relati
¢ Russian Communist Party. His early writ-
‘were very largely concerned
s and difficulties of buildin

921, went through great difficulties in Party
ing right up to 1935, and after that, though
 quality of the difficulties changed, difficulties
ed. The Albanian Party of Labour went
ugh great difficulties, not the least of which
re caused by interference in the Albanian
ety of Labour by Mr. Taft’s friend, the Trots-
st Tito. But the difficultics experienced by
ese Parties assumed secondary importance be-
their great positive achievements. It was pre-
ely through difficulties that these Parties grew
ng and led great revoluti movements.
. must certainly recognise difficulties. They
cts of life. The Communist Party of Austra-
'M.L.) has faced difficulties and is going
ugh difficulties. But in our opinion precisely
cognising those difficulties, facing them and
ling with them, the Party has grown greatly.
1as grown in the ideological sense, po itical
and organisational sense.

r. Taft continues that the Communist
f Australia (M.L.) has been “embarrassed™
changes in Chinese policies™ But this is
not true and it is based upon quite wrong
tions. Certainly we are admirers of Peo-
ina. Certainly we regard Chairman Mao as
developed the science of Marxism-Lenin-
an entirely new and higher stage. We

regard contemporary Marxism-Leninism as inclu-
ding Mao Tsetung Thought, We certainly helieve
that People’s China is building socialism, that its
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution was a his-
torically unprecedented and immeasurable con-
tribution to the building of socialism. Certainly
we are proud to subscribe, along with the Chinese
Party and other Parties, to Marxism-Leninism.
But we believe that the revolutionary problems
in Australia must be solved by the Australian
revolutionary movement by correctly integrating
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought into
Australian conditions. As long ago as 1847, Marx
and Engels in speaking of the internationalism of
the working class said: “The proletariat of each
country must, of course, first of all settle matters
with its pwn bourgeoisie.”” (The Communist Man-
ifesto 1848).. All Marxists have always pointed
out that revolution can neither be exported nor
imported. Revolutionary theory, Ma:xis_in-}..enin-
ism-Mao Tsetung Thought, is indeed internation-
al but its correct use depends upon the Commun-
ists of a given country; and whether or not the
people of a given country make revolution is a
matter for those people. Moreover the relations
between states are an entirely different thing
from relations between the classes within a given
state and in particular the class struggle within a
given state. AL the time of the alliance between
the then socialist Soviet Union and the U.S.A.
and Great Britain, Chairman Mao himself said:

“WE MADE MISTAKE"”

“Such compromise between the United
States, Britain and France and the Soviet Union
can be the outcome only of resolute, effective
struggles by all the demoeratic forces of the world
against the reactionary forces of the United
States, Britain and France. Such compromise
does not require the people in the countries of
the capitalist world to follow suit and make com-
promises at home. The people in those countries
will continue to wage different struggles in accor-
dance with their different conditions.™ (Selected
Works Vol. 4, p.87.) -

Let us tum now to Mr. Taft’s assertion of
our embarrassment aver the events in Ceylon in
April 1971. We made a mistake about the
events. Our mistake had nothing to do with
ple’s China, Our mistake arose from proceedi;




m-Leninism. It was in this spirit that
m'pralse of the Soviet Union a booklet
].uldeE‘s of Communism”. That booklet
¥ _tltenuon to great achievements in the
t Union — achievements the foundation for
re laid by Lenin and Stalin. Nevertheless
no doubt that in the earlier years of

v those who subsequently reco
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al Materialism'’

osition of dialectical and histori
n our view. These we prefer Chair-
Mao’s “‘On Contradiction” and “On Prac-

terialism to Stalin’s. Stalin’s
a little mechanical, arbitrary
ntradiction firmly

has done great service to the revolution-

ovement. People can easil
terial and choose between Stalin and Mr.
t least Stalin discusses his views and tells
they are. Stalin never condemned some-
a “‘primitive treatise’ and left it at that;
t told us why and in wh i
‘primitive treatise”. Only very
re in the position of loftily dismi

pugh read

or alleged denunciation of *Chinesc
lism” what are the facts? Mr. Taft and hi
ues were greatly attracted to the bourgeols
ists in China. These bourgeois rightists were
ing hard for the restoration of capitalism in
en Mr. Taft and his colleagues returned

alia they adopted and expounded the

the bourgeois rightists. They wentin for
vation” (a sort of pseudo phsycho-
,and tried to impose it on the Commun-

s a whole. In our view this was correct

ed and condemned. Ideas of the bourg-
tists, ideas such as self cultivation were
pposed to the Marxist-Leninist position
Mao and the Communist Party of

ina. Mr. Taft and his colleagues certainly
l.‘:»L_md themselves at home on the bosom of these
Chinese bourgeois' rightists whose ideas they
attempted to import into Australia. It is a ques-
tion similar to that we have discussed before.
These bourgeois rightists could not impose their
ideas on Mr. Taft: Mr. Taft adopted them because
they were essentially similar to his own in their
hostility to Marxism-Leninism. Such ideas in the
revolutionary movement were and are in our op-

inion correctly subject to analysis and eriticism
and withering scorn.

PROTECTS U.S. IMPERIALISM

Two of the most revealing things in Mr.
Taft’s article are his protection of U.S. imperial-
ism and his protection of the capitalist state
machine. Look at Mr. Taft’s article. On the third
page nce but several times he challenges the
line of exposure of the “No.One Enemy, U.S.
imperialism”. He uses various pretexts, “reasons’
he would call them. But the essence of his posi-
tion is don’t do too much against U.S. imperial-
ism. What is this but serviee to U.S. imperialism?
Mr, Taft is even lagging behind those sections of
the Aus n capitalist class which are increas-
i concerned about U.S. imperialism in Austra-

t is serving a definite purpase.
That purpose is to paralyse, confuse and divide
the growing movement in Australia against U.S.
imperialism. There could be no better service to

impe m. It is simple fact that U.S. im-
perialism dominates whole sections of Australian
industry and dictates Australian policy. One may
think that is good or bad. We think it is very bad
but Mr. Taft thinks that to say that is simplistie.
He does not say it is very good; that is true. But
what is the difference? — his article is direct pro-
t 1 of U.S. imperialism, At the risk of Mr.
Taft’s scorn, we think we would have been failing
in our duty if we did not turn our campaign tao
against Japanese militarism. Mr aft thinks that
too is simplistic. Well Australians know Japanese
militarism from the past. Mr. Taft may find it
amusing and simplistic. No ene can stop him from
thinking that way. We thank him very much for
puttinghis views so clearly. Just as in the days of
Hitler, Trotskyists served the Hitlerites, and Jap-
anese militarists, mankind's then greatest enemies,
so today’s Trotskyists serve U.S. imperialism, r
Japanese militarism, mankind’s greatest pre:
day enemies.

In criticising our “simplistic” slogans, el t
ist attitudes”, “manipulation of sul_)pnl!tcrs'.,.
wsubstitution of sloganising”, “empty cliches™,

~
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e dealing with in Mr. Taft’s arti-
‘two fundamental questions —

to socialism. What Mr. Taft

to dish up in slightly different

those previously used by him and his

rotskyist colleagues, the proposition

ture of imperialism has changed so

o longer necessary to overth w it and

position that socialism can be achieved by

Imeans. This is nothing but unadulterated

nism. Because in their original verbiage

e ideas have been thoroughly discredited by

experience and by debate, Mr. Taft can no

‘longer use the original words. He therefore

dresses this old stuff up in new words, The new
~ words do not alter the facts.

In this regard, look at his article again. What
oes it say. Don't demonstrate, don't resist the
olice, it is too simplistic to single out a
“Number One enemy”, U.S. imperialism, it is

amusing that Japanese militarism is included

as an enemy, the question of state power is

merely a question of ideas. In short that means

give away all revolutionary struggle: lie down
~ before the enemy.

According to Marxism-Leninism the central
_question of revolution is the question of state
power. The working class and its allies struggle
to take power and establish an ar i imperialis
_democratic  dictatorship led by the working

class — a form of the dictatorship of the proletar-
i iat. This isa desperate struggle — legal and illegal,
tion of private peaceful and armed, open and secret.

As we have said, ideas are fundamentally
important. Our Communist Party espouses its
ideas as vigorously as it can. But it recognises that
propaganda and agitation alone are not enough.
the masses must have their own political ex-
‘perience” (Lenin). To repeat, Mr. Taft is really

although in so many words he doesn't say s0)
ting the case for peaceful parliamentary tran-

d that this could
uld certainly be
ito. The Commun-
spiracies are not
They know too
de arbitrarily and
here and at all

e of circumstan-

sition to socialism. We content o\
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voting, under the old em and with the «.]Ti

s can think

‘The PTl.iIlEEELI" t wages its class struggle and
does not wait for voting to begin a strik
though for the complete success of a strike it is
necessary to have the sympathy of the majority
of _thl; working people (and, it follows, of the
majorit opulation); the proletariat wages
its class struggle and overthrows the bourgeoisie
without waiting for any preliminary fsupérvi.sed
by the bour, ic and carried out under its

oletariat is perfect-
ly well aware that for the suc of its revolu-
tion, for the successful overthrow of the bour-
eoisie, the sympathy of the majority of the
working people (and, it follows, of the majority
of the population) absolutely necessary.”
(Greetings to Italian, French and German Com-
munists, October 10, 1919.)

And to deal with Mr. Taft's article on the
essence of revolution — the question of state
power and how to achieve it permit us to quote
Lenin again:

“The main question of every revolution is,
undoubtedly, the question of state power. In the
hands of which class power is — this decides
everything.” (One of the Fundamental Questions
of the Revolution). And again:

“To imagine Socialism as though ‘Messrs.
Socialists will present it to us on platter, in a
ready-made little dress, is not permi ible — it
will not happen. Nat a single question of the class
struggle has yet been solved in history except by
violence, Violence, when it occurs from the side
of the toiling, exploited masses against the ex-
ploiters — yes, we are for such violence! And
we are not a bit embarrassed by the wails of
people who, consciously or unconsciously, stand
on the side of the bourgeoisie or are so intimida-
ted, so oppressed by its domination that now,
seeing this class struggle of unheard-of sharpness,
they have lost their bearings, begun to weep,
forgot all their premises and demand from us the
impossible — that we Socialists should attain
complete victory without struggle against th'r‘:
exploiters, without crushing their resistance.
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