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Why There Cannot Be Unity

Our view is that such mass work can only be carried out by
devoted Marxist-Leninists who have trained themselves in the
process of practice, ideologically, as Marxist-Leninists. Ideology
will ensure correct politics and organisation. If our members
are fully trained then they are capable of the infinite flexibility
and identity with the given sphere or stratum of people required
of mass workers. Slowly, gradually, we are developing such
people. There are those who say we are abstract. Of course
that is true, or partially true. At the same time we are concrete,
They are but two sides of the contradiction. Taken singly we
are one-sided. Taken together we are not one-sided. Mass work
— summing up (abstraction, if you like) — mass work again ~—
and again summing up.

Our comrades have paid particular attention to Mao Tse-
tung’s “On Practice” and “On Contradiction” as an essential
part of our development as a Party. These writings have opened
many doors for us, in mass work and in understanding theory.
They have enabled us to challenge many of the old ideas we
had, to test them anew, to take what was good and discard what
was bad.

Once more we must say that we are feeling our way. There
are successes and failures. But our comrades are full of opti-
mism because they are inspired by the ideas of Marxisn-
Leninism,

You comrades have had the great advantage of a leadership
that was firm in Marxism-Leninism. Your course has not been
exactly similar to ours. Your contribution has been much
greater. In the past we have expressed to your leading comrades
our profound admiration and respect for them and our profound
gratitude for the assistance we have had trom the example of
your party. We should like now to avail ourselves of this oppor-
tunity of conveying those sentiments to the delegates to this
Conference and through you to your whole Party and to wish
you even pgreater successes in the struggle for Socialism and
independence in New Zealand.

LONG LIVE MARXISM-LENINISM!

LONG LIVE THE SOLIDARITY OF THE CPNZ.
AND THE CP.A. (ML)} _
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With The Modern

Revisionists

The Communist Party of Aunstralia (Marxist-Leninist) fre-
quently meets with statements by very good people that ihey
agree with us but that we should unite with the Communist
Party of Ausiralia. Sometimes it is said that the Russians and
the Chinese should unite. Obviously this is a question that
troubles many workers and supporters of social revolution, It
therefore requires a serious answer.

People who make this assertion undowbtedlyirzve the cause
of the working class and of socialism at heart. Yet to us it is
quite clear there can never be reconciliation with those whom
we call modern revisionists, Why is it that it is clear to us and
yet mot clear to these very good supporters? There are many
reasons and it is not a matter that can be disposed of with one
all embracing answer,

In the first place, human understanding unfolds in a compli-
cated way — by experience, conclusions from experience, and
putting those conclusions into practice. Experience showed
people who ask this type of question that Khrushchov was wrong,
but it took quite a time. They drew the conclusion from a series
of experiences that his wrongness was not accidental: it was
systematic and arose from his desertion from Marxism-Leninism.
Therefore they say to us you were correct about Khrushchov
and we agree with your stand on all other questions except one
and that is your irreconcilable attitude to those whom you call
revisionists,

And we must say to them ‘‘yes, we are irreconcilable in our
attitude to the revisionists, There can and never will be recon-
ciliation. And if you do not agree with us please let time show
you that we are just as correct about the present position as we
were about Khrushchov.”
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This matter is a question of theory and of concrete practice.
Khrushchov expounded ideas of peaceful co-existence, peaceful
transition to socialism, reconciliation with social democracy.
Within the Soviet Union he fought for the restoration of the profit
motive. Internationally he came to terms with the U.S. imperial-
ists but only on the terms of the U.S. imperialists. Within Aus-
tralia the modern revisionists headed by L. Aarons slavishly fol-
lowed Khrushchov. Specifically in Australia they urged unity
with the AL.P. and they abrogated all working class struggle.
The A.L.P. fully supports Australia’s alliance with the U.S. im-
perialists, We must say we think that that is treachery to the
Australian workers and working people. Unity with the AL.P.
is necessarily the same treachery.

Now Khrushchov has been replaced in the Soviet Union.
It is said that things have changed, that the new leaders are
better and that within the capitalist countries the revisionists are
better now that Khrushchov has gone; that there is the possi-
bility of unity, reconciliation. But we must assert that the possi-
bility is less. The situation has not improved; it has deteriorated.
In its deterioration there is good because Khrushchov’s exposure
undermines his successors and the day is getting closer when this
policy will be overthrown within the Soviet Union.

The fact is that Khrushchov and his colleagues (who are
now his successors) represent the capitalist elements in the Soviet
Union. There are in fact capitalist strata in the Soviet Union.
The very highly paid live on the exploitation of the workers.
That is their economic basis just as in capitalist society social
democracy, reformism is based upon the highly paid sections of

.the workers. Fverything the Soviet revisionists do flows from

their class interests — capitalist class. So they are in class unity
with the capitalists throughout the world. And as they exist in
a powerful country they seek common ground with the capitalists
of what to them is the other powarful capitalist country—U.S.A.

To test all this there are outstanding examples. Khrushchov
assisted the Indian reactionaries to wage war on China. Kosygin
took the part of India in its war on Pakistan, then imposed the
so-called Tashkent agreement with the aim of strengthening
India. Kosygin proposes joint socialist action in support of
Vietnam. Superficially that is attractive and there are those who
say it should be tested out so that the Soviet leaders can expose
themselves. Therefore there should be unity and agreement with
this proposition, Our opinion is that that is profoundly mistaken.
The Soviet leaders have already exposed themselves. Khrush-
chov pursued the policy of disengagement in Vietnam, ie., get
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right out of it and leave the US. to it. Kosygin pursues the
policy of disengagement in Vietnam in order to achieve the same
objective, ie., Soviet-U.S. control of the situation. The Soviet
leaders want to end the Vietnamese struggle by negotiations, i.¢.,
leaving U.S. imperialism in Vietnam. They have not been able
to impose their will on Vietnam. The problem for them is how
to impose their will. If they occupy key military positions or
supply key military material in Vietnam then they can use it to
control the situation just as they used their rockets in Cuba. It
is said well why not test it? But do you go into a critical battle
with a person whom you know for certain is a traitor in order to
test his treachery? Certainly not. His treachery can lead to
your defeat. The situation is too serious for such an exercise.
We know from a multitude of facts of the Soviet leaders
treachery, of their real alliance with the U.S. imperialists. There
is the “spirit of Camp David,” of “Tashkent,” of open collabora-
tion with the Indian reactionaries, of seeking agreement with the
Yapanese imperialists, of co-ordination and agreement with U.S.
imperialism. The U.S: imperialists can withdraw troops from
Europe critical to them in Vietnam only because of the actual
(not imagined) conduct of the Soviet leaders. The Soviet leaders
interfere in the internal affairs of the Co~munist Parties in Japan,
Indonesia, New Zealand and indeed of all uthers. incluading those
in Asia and Errope in order to try to impose their line of peace-
ful transition, peaceful co-existence, negotiations on them. That
line is peace at any price, agreement with U.S. imperialism at any
price. We say to you examine all the facts and ask yourselves is
it possible for there to be reconciliation with all this?

For the Chinese or us even to think of unity or reconciliation
or even to raise the question would be treachery. Tt would sug-
pest there was something good in these people. It would help
them in their treachery. Tt would be betrayal of the working
people of the world. There is nothing good in the Soviet revision-
ists or local revisionists except their badness and their badness
is good because it Jeads to their exposure.

Then it is said the Communists in- China, Albania, New Zea-
land and Japan did not go to the 23rd Congress of the C.P.5.U.
That, it is said, is bad. It creates confusion particularly when
others went. Once more we must say that to go to a conference
initiated by traitors is to provide the traitors with cover. It is to
assist their treachery. We know full well from a host of facts
they are traitors. How then can Marxist-Leninists go on the
basis that this is the Congress of a fraternal party? The Soviet
leaders would then say, “Look, the Chinese. the Albanians, the
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New Zealanders, the Japanese attended; we can’t be as bad as
they say.” Marxist-Leninists are responsible for the destiny of
the people of the world. Anything they do that jeopardises that
destiny is bad. In particular the Chinese Party is scen and seen
correctly as the focal party, leading party of Marxism-Leninism.
If the Chinese Party had attended would it, for example, have
assisted the Marxist-Leninists in the Soviet Union? On the con-
trary. Would it assist the Marxist-Leninists in Australia? On
the contrary. So it goes for the world.

When a man is actually scabbing on a big workers’ struggle
and calls a conference, do the struggling workers accept an invi-
tation to go along and discuss the scabbery, even though the dis-
cussion might be wrapped up in pleasant words? Of course they
- don’t, because to go along as though the person were not a scab
would be to help him, give him standing, take the heat off him.
The present day struggle is even more serious.

Those who refrained from attending have assisted the struggle
against the scabs and renegades. They have made the scabs
and renegades stand out more clearly for all the world to see.

Look at it another way. Everyone knows that the Soviet
leaders have spared no effort in abusing the Chinese Communists
and the Albanians, the Indonesians, the New Zealanders and the

- Japanese. Yet they invited them to the 23rd Congress. Why?
It could not be for love of a fraternal party for in the case of
Albania, they even broke off diplomatic relations. It could not
be for the furtherance of Marxism-Leninism because they. assert.
that these parties are not Marxist-Leninist, (The Chinese are even
“Trotskyist,”” *‘adventurist,” *‘pseudo-revolutionaries,” and the
Albanians “have sold themselves to the imperialists for 30 pieces
of silver”). Why then invite them? Simply to cover their own
revisionist treachery and to provide the means for pursuing their
treachery.

Within Australia the Aarons revisionist group follows this
whole line. It is even a little clearer in Australia. It has changed
the Tribune from its previous position as a workers’ paper, a
Communist paper into Australia’s national progressive weekly
and its Communist Review into Left Review. It has acquired
a very expensive headquarters and printery. It seeks unity, iden-
tity, reconciliation with the A.L.P. Should we then seek unity
with it? Do we want unity with the A.L.P. — a party of capital-
ism that supports the U.S. alliance and thus the war in Vietnam?
Do we want to repudiate Communism into a Left Review or Aus-
tralia’s national progressive weekly? We may say we do not
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object to changes in a name. There is no necessary magic in a
name. But when the change is made in the present circumstances
it is a reflection of desertion of Marxism-Leninism. No moré
eloquent expression of desertion of Marxism-Leninism could be
fcIJ_u_nd than that by Mortimer, member of Aaron’s revisionist -
Z r;q}:\t; ;;;1 21?16 Four Corners Television Programme on the AB.C

We set out in full what_he said:

o "M Mo_r(imlcr. you've been called an exponent of the Tia-
1!:2: iCsfonlmumst line. Could you bricfly explain what the Italian

. “Wf:ll, first of all 1 don't like to be called an exponent of the
I'tahar? line because I like to be called an exponent of an Austra-
lian line, but‘ I think what people mean when they say this s
that thc.Italran party is the party that has most successfully
gdaptcﬂ tself to the new conditions in the western world if you
like. They have developed a set of theses about how it is poséible
to mobilise a popular movement for socialism utilising the demo-
cratic process that exists in Ttaly. Now this seems to me to be
somewhat rele_vant to our conditions in Australia. Therefore I
thm‘k th.e Italian experience is very worthwhile studying but I
don’t think that you can automatically apply what the Italians
do or say to Australia any more than you can what the Russians
do or say but I think the Ttalian line is more relevant to Australia
because the social conditions are more similar,

“Would you call it a more liberal line perha
_ I ps than those
who follow either the Moscow or Peking lines fairly rigidly?

‘.‘We;_:f if you ignore the connotations that liberalism has —
¥es, m the sense that 1 think it is a more relaxed and i

> i crea
approach to socialism. e

‘Would you say that means working more within our normal

constitutional processes in Australia?

“Yes, but it doesn’t mean relying solely upon parliamen
means. We believe that essentially gsocialiim pin Xustralia :;::
only come by the mobilisation of the democratic resources of the
people as a whole, different classes of people, different strata of
people and they have to take a direct part in the active process of
social change_in order to achieve socialism in Australia, So that
it works within the democratic process by giving more weight to
popular movements outside the purely parliamentary machine.”
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These statements of Mortimer are completely at one with
the A.L.P. position. From a revolutionary Marxist-Leninist view-
point they completely avoid the key position of the working class
struggling for its own state power and establishing that slate
power by its own armed force and smashing the state machine of
the capitalists. Lenin in “The State and Revolution™ pointed out
that this was the very question that marked oft the opportunists
(social democrats, revisionists or whatever term you use) from the

Marxists.

Aarons himself appeared on the same programme and ex-
pressed more carcfully similar senfiments. He was rewarded by
the praise of the violent anti-Communist Knopfelmacher. There

is no need to comment.

Were we to make cven the slightest suggestion of reconcilia-
tion with these people would it help the Australian
workers? Would it not on the contrary, contribute to illusions
about them? Would it not give them cover? Would they not
be able to say, look the Marxist-Leninists think we are not so
bad?

Actually the position is simple enough. The imperialists are
at their last gasp. They are calling up their very last rescrves,
For example they are striving to unify the churches and *revive’
religion. Gromyko seeks out the Pope. Religion is a weapon
of the reaction. According to Christianity God forbade killing.
Yet the U.S. imperialists kill indiscriminately and at the same
time they scek to unify the churches and revive religion. Chris-
tianity serves their ends because from another standpoint it justi-
fies killing in the interests of the ruling class — do not resist, it
teaches. Gromyko sces the Pope and thercby enhances the
authority of the ultra reactionary papacy. Similarly the imperial-
ists promote revisionism -— diversion within the ranks of the
workers. There is no doubt (and you who question us do not
deny) that the revisionists have placed on one side the question
of revolution. They have abandoned it. If they have abandoned
revolution necessarily they support capitalism because capitalism

. can only be ended by revolution. There are all the other things

of which we have spoken and about many of which you agree
with us. Thus these people are the capitalists or capitalist influ-
ence within the working class. The very struggle of the workers
is to overthrow capitalism and capitalist influence within the
working class. Fow then can there be reconciliation or unity
with them? Reconciliation or unity with them means reconcilia-
tion or unity with capitalism. For us to give that any comfort
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ptr zllfidbat all would be desertion of Marxism-Leninism. It would
;-I fagr:e ctlntalz:clt)i;ly. Lenin was pressed with the need for uﬁity
] at there must be unity but on Marxist-Lenini in-
t -Leninist -
:;(I;:éssilc;;z)m; fa.l: the head of the smaller half (if one can usg Tlile
: one party within the then internati
' onal r -
i:l?lnéz:gjg/ tr;l:lmlrementh u];f)he]d revolution. All the other partiz:()}rl:
e larger half of the Russian social de i s
repudiated revolution, supported thei pongeaie Gt
X _ eir own bourgeoisie (j
giflc;{ns s:ilp%ortel; the reactioriary A.LP. po]icy)g -Ll.sggin(]l;:;azs
and firmly rejected unity and reconcili ti i ,
nciliation wit
Ip;:e(t))t[ia‘l::.S W’Ehere vzlere I_}Ixonest people who pressed him " 'l"sllllg;
re good. He did not waver. Ti hi '
rect. To some he appeared arbi . o mtostan o
. trary “not to und ”
had Lenin compromised i omilintion, thons
, sought unity and reconciliati
would have been no Oct i and thoosts v
_ ober revolution. And th
:]{ol;rlclis;ct:?owt.(:s ha}re betrayed the October Revolution ?ﬁg} ;:rel
oy it or its significance. It was i i
T it 5 precisely Lenin’
a%pifenﬁe to principle and refusal of such “unityy‘ angu}‘ls-eﬁrm
01l ia 1fon that initiated the world socialist system. Toda C(t)IIll-
gfei. or udity and reconciliation. at just as impoz:tant a {eri g
of istory, can only dlsar.m the working class just as certailx)ll ?1
can now see clearly it would have in Lenin’s day e

Thus we say to you in all sincerity: There wi

say 1 : ill i
ta]?él ?v?:. rll'gczncﬂlatlon ‘with the revisionigts. The toiIinZeprégpll]: 12;
sy, oaatng e rojionists _ That can b s

: - Itca in Australia. i i
ttgeas:lst bthte revisionists to maintain their holdweo‘glihiocgzi?;ng
th tﬁepen:{ vtveen us 1s mcreasing day by day and we will stru liy
o defeat revisionism. Tt is an essential e
struggle to defeat capitalism and imperialism part of the

think‘ﬁi (a),‘;:prec_ziate your sincerity. We are certain that when you
er, mvestigate and examine experi i

t _ perience, you will a

ith us. We cannot give you the one-blow anzwer. It tgsr 6;

question of the development i
T ooy e devel rﬂg gellé. of your experience and knowledge.
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