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Vote Labor!

; No qualitative defeat for the working masses will re-
sult from the election of the Liberals, although they will
undoubtedly reverse some mild reforms, and no great leap

forward or substantial reforms will flow from a Labor vic-

Left to right: Gough Whitlam, John tory.
Ducker, Bob Hawke. Ducker, formerly a
senior official of the FIA, is Member of
the ALP Legislative Council, President
of the ALP in NSW, and asst. secretary
of the Labor Council of NSW. Hawke is
Federal ALP President and Federal ACTU
President. Dual roles show interpene-
tration of ALP, trade-union
bureaucracies.
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The class struggle is not fought out decisively in
the artificial atmosphere of Parliament House; the inter-
mittent teapot squall of parliamentary debate is only its
pale reflection. For the proletarian vanguard, the signi-
ficance of the current elections lies in the forum it pro-
vides for revolutionary propaganda, and in the opportuni-
ties for combatting the illusions retained by the masses
of workers in the bourgeois-democratic framework and their
reformist misleaders.

Because workers look to the Australian Labor Party
-+ ABR) for,lgadership, and hecqusajitris thewistorically-

Defend the militants! Down with the Junta!

CHILE

One focus for this year's official May Day
parade is the international defence of the work-
ers movement in Chile against the vicious repres-
sion which has continued since the generals of the
Chilean armed forces overthrew the government of
Salvador Allende on September 9, 1973. The
Sydney May Day Committee, under the strong in-
fluence of the Stalinist, pro-Moscow Socialist
Party of Australia (SPA), had invited Beatriz
Allende, Allende's daughter, to visit Australia in
conjunction with May Day. It now appears that she
will not be able to come, though Sergio Insonza,
former Minister of Justice in the Unidad Popular
(UP) government may replace her.

It is highly appropriate for May Day, the
symbol of proletarian internationalism, to take up
the urgent defence of the Chilean working class.
But for the SPA, the Communist Party of Australia
(CPA), and their '"left-wing" friends in the trade
union bureaucracy, the Beatriz Allende visit was

- intended as a publicity exercise for the servile
and disastrous class collaboration represented by
the UP before its demise.

The coup in Chile and the repression of the
Junta were a major defeat for what was the best
organised and most conscious proletariat in Latin
America. Nothing could be more stupid than to re-
gard this disaster as some sort of temporary de-
tour on the '"Chilean road to socialism' -- the
proletariat does not easily recover its strength
when its organisations are outlawed, thousands of
its best militants murdered and its living stan-
dards drastically slashed.. The responsibility for
this disaster rests with US imperialism, the Chi-
lean bourgeoisie and with the reformist leadership
of the workers movement which lulled the masses by
proclaiming confidence in the ''democratic'" mili-
tary, the '"'progressive' bourgeoisie, and the
"peaceful road" to revolution.

The Sydney May Day Committee and the SPA call
for a fight "for the restoration of democratic
rights and a democratic government' (SPA, April

no popular front
but a proletarian revolution

1974), and one of the major slogans for May Day is
"For the Restoration of Democracy in Chile'". This
is really nothing but a plea for the return to a
UP government and the disastrous policies that
laid the way open for the military coup.

The UP was not a workers government but a
popular front-4hich inecluded the bourgeois Radical
Party and Left Christian Democrats whose partici-
pation guaranteed that the UP would not go beyond-
the bounds of capitalism.

An authentic workers government would have
taken immediate -measures to crush the class enemy
by arming the working class, expropriating the
bourgeoisie and destroying its armed forces. In
contrast, the Allende regime basing itself on the

Stalinist and Social Democratic formula of the
peaceful "transition to socialism' and ''the par-

liamentary road" agreed to respect the bourgeois
constitution and to leave the army intact.

The role of the Allende regime, like the role
of all popular fronts was to prevent the indepen-
dent mobilisation of the proletariat against the
bourgeoisie. The authority of the established po-
litical leadership of the Chilean proletariat --
the reformist Socialist Party (SP) and Communist
Party (CP) -- was used to bind the workers to this
reformist coalition. The Allende government op-
posed strikes and factory occupations, used the
military to harass the peasant movement and re-
fused to arm the workers against the military,
proclaiming instead the loyalty of the military to
the constitution. The UP thus left the working
class disorganised, unprepared and defenceless in
the face of the reactionary assault.

Continued on page seven

Oust Whitlam!

ALP chiefs promise
“better” bosses’ rule

On May 18 Australians go to the polls in an election
precipitated by the small change of parliamentary chican-
ery, fought over programmmes and policies which on neither
side have any substantial connection with the aspirations
of the masses of Australian workers, and in short, a cha-
rade tangential to the course of the class struggle.
There are times when the dissolution of a bourgeois par-
liament represents an organic development of a crisis in
the bourgeois regime, or is a direct product of the class
struggle, such as the recent elections in Britain. The
double dissolution announced in Canberra on April 11 has
more to do with the "normal" manoeuvres of ambitious
politicians.

evolved mass political party of the class, the SL
calls for a vote for Labor in the May 18 elec-
tions. The ALP remaining in office is a pre-
condition for exposing in practice, as the class
struggle intensifies, the dead-end of the current
ALP leadership's reformism. But in order to avoid
building the authority of the class traitors who
now control the ALP, and in order to counterpose
clearly before the class the path of revolution,
we demand the ouster of Whitlam and the Labor
bureaucrats and their replacement by a revolu-
tionary leadership, and a Labor government pledged
to expropriate the capitalist class.

The respective machinations of Whitlam and
the Liberal-Country Party Opposition -- the ap-
pointment of DLP Senator Gair as ambassador to
Ireland and its aftermath -- are of scant impor-
tance, either in themselves or symptomatically.
The Liberals, in forcing the election, are at-
tempting to get back into power before competing
ambitions blow their shaky alliance completely
apart. The disunity, lack of coherent policies
and stupid blunders of Snedden and his friends
have proved an embarrassment even to that section
of the bourgeoisie totally opposed to Labor.

The issues presented to the public as key by
the two contenders -- inflation and (to use the
bourgeois euphemism) "industrial unrest'" -- ref-
lect key aspects of the current level of class
struggle. But the LP-CP and ALP are only compet-
ing with each other to prove to the ruling class
who is best suited to administer the capitalist
state. While Snedden makes demagogic appeals to
the petty-bourgeoisie, wildly accusing the Labor
goverment of encouraging strikes, refusing to
chain the unions, coddling the unemployed, con-
sorting with the deformed workers states in
foreign policy, lusting after power for Canberra
over the States, and similar outrages to capital-
ist or petty-bourgeois conservative shibboleths,
Whitlam seeks above all to portray his government
as the most 'responsible'" servant of the bour-
geoisie, capable of restraining the workers by
backing. token concessions, opposing strikes, pro-
moting capitalist industrial development, fight-
ing for greater "productivity'" in industry (i.e.,
a higher rate of exploitation), and excising some
of the more glaring warts from the face of capi-
talism to prevent it from appearing too ugly to
too many.

The '"new", "trendy" Liberal Party, which so
offends fossils like Senator Hannan, has sought
to mask its hostility to labour with sweet talk
for the unions and a sudden, not very convincing
concern for the rights of women and oppressed
minorities. Opposition shadow Minister for Labor,
Malcolm Fraser, has spoken of maintaining and even
expanding social services, guaranteeing full em-
ployment, and even encouraging union membership.
But at the same time he calls for upholding the
"right'" to refuse union membership -- the "right"
to scab, an open union-busting device. As for
maintaining social services, Liberal Chipp made
no bones about the purpose of unemployment bene-
fits in his eyes, when he delivered a policy
statement which called for '"restructuring" un-
employment relief rates.

" ... Mr. Chipp said 'restructured' meant
'cut'. He could not say exactly over what
range the cut would occur but gave the
example of a young apprentice who would re-

Continued on page four
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SLL runs f

The following exchange of letters between

the Spartacist League and the Socialist
Labour League (SLL? exposes the cowardice

and dishonesty of the SLL, the Australian
representatives of the tendency led by Gerry
Healy of the British Workers Revolutionary
Party. The refusal of our debate challenge
by the SLL, covered with a barrage of fantas-
tic, contradictory lies, illustrates why we
call the Healyites: political bandits.

SLL National Secre~
tary Jim Mulgrew "ob-
serving" demonstration
against Chilean re-
pression. Mulgrew de-
nounced the protest.

(photo: 45p)
debate challenge:

Sydney.

22 January, 1974.

To the Political Committee,
Socialist Labour League:

With the aim.of developing a more open con-
flict between the Spartacist League and the So-
cialist Labour League, which can only aid the po-
litical clarification necessary for the progress
of the workers' movement, we have on a number of
occasions issued verbal invitations to your or-
ganisation:to debate us publicly.

While spokesmen for the SLL have refused such
invitations they have suggested we make them in
writing, and outside your 17 December 1973 meeting
Jim Mulgrew, your National Secretary, said you
would accept a written invitation.

We therefore propose that public debates be
held in both Melbourne and Sydney in the last
half of February. We propose that the debates be
chaired by people independent of both organisa-
tions; that at the debates each organisation have
half an hour's presentation time; that there be an
hour for discussion from the floor; and that each
organisation have a quarter of an hour's summary
time.

We ask you to accept this proposal or make
whatever alternative proposal you prefer, and to
suggest particular dates and chairmen suitable to
you.

Bill Logan
Chairman
Spartacist League.

- ., ”
Mulgrew's "answer”:
22nd- February, 1974.
Bill Logan.
Chairman Spartacist League A § NZ,
SYDNEY
Dear Comrade,

: I would like to correct immediately the com-
pletely groundless suggestion that I, as national
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rom debate

secretary or in any other capacity, accepted an
invitation from any of your members for organized
discussions. The truth, as you well know, is that
outside the meeting mentioned and all other meet-
ings, my replies to your members' jeering invita-
tions were quite different.

I have on all occasions painstakingly pointed
out that such invitations from opposing political
groupings should be made in writing direct to our
Central Committee, which is nationally, our high-
est governing body.

To state, as you do, that I or any member of
our movement would act contrary to this is a de-
liberate lie. Our movement does not operate in
such a cavalier and undisciplined manner.

After the first such invitation by one of
your members over a year ago at a large public
meeting I explained this procedure then. Your
members stated.that they understood this and
would follow the verbal invitation up in writing..
This same discussion has taken place on every en-
counter since then. There are dozens of witness-
es who could support this.

This distortion is directly in line with
your further suggestion of an 'independent' chair-
man and further reveals the middle class nature
and political bankruptcy of your organization.
what sort or 'independent' arbiter do you propose
in this 'debate', a reformist, Stalinist or could
it be a centrist?

This is the very same kind of suggestion your
co-thinkers in the US made in 1966 when you accus-
ed the British Socialist Labour League (now the
Workers Revolutionary Party) of 'scabbing' and
'misappropriation of funds'. On that occasion
'documented proof' was to be supplied to represen-
tatives of 'bona-fide' workers' organisations.

On that occasion you were prepared to run to
our political enemies, the Stalinists, reformists
and centrists. Of course such documentation never
surfaced and in fact never existed simply because
the accusations were a figment of your co-thinkers
imagination.

You follow this up today by proposing a de-
bate in which our enemies would be involved as
arbiters.

Your organization is an agent of the Robert-
son Spartacist group in the United States. The
International Committee opened up fraternal dis-
cussions with this group in the early 1960s. The
British section in particular, worked consistently
to develop political clarity with this group for
several years, eventually succeeding in bringing
a delegation to the Third Congress of the IC in
1966.

It was at this congress that Robertson broke
irrevocably and for all time with the Trotskyist
-movemenit. He refused absolutely to accept the
discipline and authority of the Congress and in-
stead took those of his group in the US whom he
could rely on personally to stand in complete po-
litical opposition to the IC.

Since that time Robertson and his followers
have worked hand in hand with the Pabloites of the
'"Unified Secretariat' in the use of gossip, sland-
er and lies against our movement internationally.
You have joined Pablo, Deutcher [siec], Lambert and
a gamut of other centrists in declaring that the
Fourth International is dead.

Your group in Australia has been set up and
maintained by Robertson and Co. for the primary
purpose of working against the SLL in Australia
through the use of slander and distortions.

Your group supported the British Pabloites
in their lying provocation around the Tate affair
and blocked with the Stalinists against our move-
ment in the US. You and your cronies were the
instigators and perpetrators of the completely
distorted 'Mansell Affair’'.

You hawked this lie around to our enemies
without once making it public or putting a word
about it in print. The sole purpose of this and
other such practices is to discredit our movement
and provide the Stalinists and right wing with
lies to use against us.

The Spartacist League is a collection of
frenzied and disoriented middle class radicals
who carry out the wishes of Robertson and friends
in the US. Their sole reason for existence is
their hostility to the forces of the Internation-
al Committee of the Fourth International. ’

It is the height of cynical hypocrisy to
suggest that we enter into debate with your group
eight years after your unprincipled and irrevo-
cable break with us at the 1966 World Congress of
our movement.

The SLL is the Australian section of the ICFI
and as such has nothing but the deepest respect
for the lessons of the unblemished history of our
movement. We have no intentions whatsoever of ig-
noring this history and those lessons by entering
into your unprincipled proposals.

tirely inadequate.

Listen Spartacists! Not debates with
'squeezed lemons' in the vacuous confines of'
the left, but vigilant, uncompromising respect
for principled struggle within the working class
to construct a revolutionary movement to lead
the working class to power this is our aim.

Yours fraternally,

Jim Mulgrew,
National Secretary,
Socialist Labour League.

~...and the facts:

Sydney.
April 10, 1974.

Jim Mulgrew,

National Secretary,
Socialist Labour League,
Sydney.

Dear Comrade,

We find your 22 February response to our 22
January written challenge to a public debate en-
Your refusal is an act of po-
litical cowardice so blatant that you have been
forced to introduce in your letter a number of ex-
traneous issues. -- primarily unsubstantiated, a-
political slanders and lies. You have taken a po-
sition so sectarian that it condemns your own co-
thinkers overseas as renegades, and stands in con-
tradiction to the actual behaviour of the SLL. '

In order to set the record straight we will
discuss briefly the points raised in your letter.

1. The claim that you did not indicate that a
written challenge to a public debate (the only
"organised discussion" ever proposed) would be
accepted is simply a lie. Moreover, your attempt-
ed rationalisation of this lie cannot be taken
seriously. You claim that you could not consider
an oral challenge made to you as SLL National
Secretary, an officer who is, one presumes, a
representative of your Central Committee. The SL
does not care ahout the SLL's arcane organisation-
al practices, which apparently require its Central
Committee to be polled for a decision on every de-
bate challenge, but the fact is you found it pos-
sible to reject a written challenge addressed to
the Political Committee of the SLL. You are only
evading the question. You have repeatedly dodged
any commitment to a public debate when challenged
orally. You have done so in order to attempt to
justify your unprincipled policy of physically ex-
cluding from your public meetings any members of
the SL or supporters of SL politics.

2.  You seem to feel that the proposal for an
independent chairman for the suggested debate --
that is, one that is not under the discipline of
either organisation -- is an important political
question. You say that such a proposal reveals
the "middle class nature and political bankruptcy"
of the SL. In this you denounce not only the SL,
but also your own co-thinkers of the Workers
League (WL) in the United States.

Your comrade, Tim Wohlforth (National
Secretary of the WL), was in your eyes guilty

" of the 'height of cynical hypocrisy' when (after

refusing SLUS proposals for a debate for eight
years) he challenged the Spartacist League of the
U.S. (SLUS) to a debate which finally took place
in Los Angeles, California on 17 May 1973. The
challenge first appeared in the 2 April 1973
Bulletin (newspaper of the Workers League):

"Will Spartacist appear openly before the
working class public in freewheeling debate
over basic strategy? We are waiting to
hear. No reasonable proposal will be turned
down."

(In fact, Wohlforth stalled for over a month,
withdrawing the proposal once and then under
pressure retracting his withdrawal.) Wohlforth
managed to "'ignore the history and lessons of the
ICFI" by "entering into'" such an '"unprincipled

Continued on page four
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SLL “big lie” flops

Even slander should make some sense

There exists a current within the inter-
national workers movement represented in Aust-
tralia by the Socialist Labour League (SLL), call-
ing itself Trotskyist and creating an incessant
din with pompous declarations.of its unique claim
to the mantle of Bolshevism. Serious militants
should carefully examine the substance behind the
image, measuring the revolutionary pretensions of
all political currents with the gauge of scien-
tific Marxism, testing competing programmes
against the objective needs and tasks of the
working class.

An important test of the revolutionary fibre
of an organisation is its attitude toward politic-
al struggle. An organisation firmly grounded in

scientific Marxist theory and programme, far from
fearing an open political clash with its op-
ponents, must seek out and promote such confronta-
tions for the purpose of clarifying before the
working class the issues it faces in the class
struggle; and in order to help break the politi-
cal chains which bind the working class to the

Tim Wohlforth of the Workers League, US co-
thinkers of the SLL, excluding supporters of
the SLUS from a public WL forum in Cleveland,
Ohio on December 13, 1973. (photo: wV)

agents of its class enemy. Only through politi~-
cal struggle can the most class conscious workers
be won to the programme of revolutionary Marxism,
and become welded into a combat vanguard party
capable of realising that programme by leading the
proletariat in-the successful conquest of state
power.

In the 21 March 1974 issue of Workers News,
organ of the SLL, appears an article under the
title "A 'Gun for Hire" which purports to reply to
an attack on the SLL in the March 1974 Australa-
sian Spartacist. We had documented the political
‘exclusions of members and supporters of the SL
from supposedly public meetings of the SLL, ex-
plaining how such methods are characteristic of
the "International Committee" (IC), led by Gerry
Healy of the British Workers Revolutionary Party
(WRP), and why the SLL is forced to resort to
these methods to avoid political exposure.

True to form, the SLL's "response'' consists
of blatant lies and slander so vile that it de-
mands a vigorous reply. Yet not a single one of
the political charges made against the SLL in our
original article was even mentioned! A group
which is forced to resort to slander, exclusion
and violence in order to protect itself from po-
litical criticism is not a revolutionary organisa-
tion. The SLL's response to our attack only con-
firms what we said. Rejecting a Trotskyist pro-
gramme in practice, the SLL attempts to usurp
Trotsky's authority and that of the Bolshevik re-
volution. Rejecting principle for cheap organisa-
tional chicanery, the SLL replicates in miniature
what Trotsky called the bureaucratic ultimatism of
the "Third Period" Stalinists. Our political
charges against the SLL unanswered, we will deal
with Mulgrew's wretched, wholesale, falsehoods,
which mimic the campaign of vilification directed
at Trotsky and the Fourth International by Stalin,
point by point.

1. "The SLL has not excluded other-'political
tendencies. We have excluded the Sparta-
cist League and only the Spartacist League."
(Workers News) '

We said in the original article:

"The Spartacist League is not the only poli-
tical tendency to be excluded from SLL
meetings. At a public forum held in the
plumbers union building in Melbourne in
August 1973 Peter Conrick, a member of

the Socialist Youth Alliance (SYA), was
excluded because of his defence of the

SL's right to attend the meeting."

Unlike the SLL, the SL does not make charges un-
less they can be backed up with facts. Mulgrew
'did not mention this incident in his response;
thus the SLL has not denied its accuracy. Stalin
once remarked that "paper will take anything that
is written on it". Mulgrew is content to ignore
the facts and to issue a blanket denial. But

Stalin had the whole apparatus of Soviet state
\ v

power at his disposal to help perpetrate his lies.
The SLL's pathetic attempts to imitate him are
doomed to failure.

Moreover, the exclusion of many political
tendencies from public meetings is standard
practice for the SLL's co-thinkers in the U.S.,
the Workers League (WL). Tim Wohlforth, leader
of the WL, defends these acts. Where does the
SLL stand on the behaviour of their fraternal
American group? Evidently, they feel it is quite
proper.

2. "This policy was adopted after the Sparta-
cist League had attended a public meeting
in January 1973 and attempted to disrupt
it." (Workers News)

Here is a report of that same meeting, not from
the SL, but from a politiecal enemy of the SL,
the Communist League, some of whose members
‘were in attendance:

"The report of the meeting in Labour Press
said that members from a number of revision-
ist groupings acted throughout to cause
maximum provocation. In fact the meeting
was quite orderly. If by maximum provoca-
tion the SLL means a few questions about
the more confused aspects of its politics,
then one can only conclude that they have
so far deviated from Marxism that they can-
not stand up to any criticism." (Militant,
8 March 1973)

Our original article gave a detailed account of
the SL's intervention at that meeting. There
were in addition quite a few witnesses to this
meeting who can testify to the accuracy of our
account. .

3. "In at least one case the activities of
this anti-communist group [the SL] have
caused us to be denied the use of facili-
ties for meetings." (Workers News)

What "aétivities'"? When? Where? The SLL has
never bothered to inform anyone- (including the
SL) about this '"incident". Why is the SLL un-
able to name the time and place? In any event,
we categorically deny that the SL has ever
caused any such action. If the SLL has been
denied use of facilities, it is undoubtedly be-
cause of its undemocratic exclusionism, and that
is the responsibility solely of the SLL.

4, "Since its establishment [the SL] has
systematically used allegations of 'gang-
sterism' and 'bashings' against the SLL,
allegations which have never been pub-
lished openly despite frequent.challenges
to do so." (Workers News)

We state categorically that the SL has never re-
ceived a single challenge from the SLL, verbal
or written, to publish anything, save one men-
tion of the so-called Mansell affair (for which
see the exchange of letters published in this
issue). See the March 1974 Australasian Sparta-
eist for several unsolicited, very openly pub-
lished accusations of gangsterism by the IC
which we know to be true, and which can if
necessary be backed up with signed written state-
ments and other documentary evidence. What al-
.legations is the.SLL talking about?

5. We reported the well-documented incident in
which Ernest Tate, British supporter of the Pablo-
ist United Secretariat (USec), was beaten by mem-
bers of the British SLL (now WRP) while selling
literature outside a meeting of the SLL in London
in 1966. Workers News gives its own version of
the Healyites' rebuttal:

"The truth is that Tate was not prevented
from selling at that meeting but was asked to
clear the doorway. Upon his refusal a scuf-
fle broke out between Tate and a steward.
Immediately he saw the incident, national
secretary of the SLL, Gerry Healy, took steps
to ensure that it stopped.

"The Spartacist League knows that this is
the truth and that accusations made by Tate
to the contrary were withdrawn on the threat
of libel action."

What are the facts?

Tate's original letter protesting the attack,
together with the other details of the case were
published in the January-February 1967 Spartacist
(publication of the Spartacist League of the U.S.
(SLUS), republished by the SLANZ in Healyism a
la carte, available for 50¢.) At the time of the
attack, Tate was selling a pamphlet published by
‘the American Socialist Workers Party (SWP) entit-
led, Healy "Reconstructs" the Fourth Internation-
al, which had aroused Healy's ire because it ex-
posed the unprincipled expulsion of the Sparta-
cist tendency from the 1966 Congress of the IC on
a transparent organisational pretext. (The re-
visionist SWP had its own reasons for publishing
this pamphlet -- it took great pleasure in using
Healy's bureaucratic manoeuvre to discredit all

anti-Pabloist forces;) Healy had threatened
salesmen of this pamphlet publicly in the SLL's

. Newspaper:

"We shall not hesitate to deal appropriately
with the handful of United Secretariat agents
who hawk it around the cynical fake-left in
England." (Newsletter [later to become Work-
ers Press], 20 August 1966)

As we stated in the March 1974 iésﬁe, Tate was at-
tacked by members of the SLL and severely beaten.
The ''scuffle'" was described by Tate:

"I was ... set upon and physically assault-
ed by six or seven Socialist Labour League
supporters. My literature was knocked from
my hands -- I was punched and thrown to the
ground, my glasses were smashed, and as I
lay on the ground I was kicked repeatedly
in the groin and stomach.

"After the attack I had to attend the casual-
ty department of Middlesex Hospital and I was
forced to stay in bed for the greater part of
the next day." (quoted in Spartacist, - '

January-February 1967)

The Workers News version gives the impression
that Healy deplored the attack. But first, we
know of Healy's not-so-veiled public threat in
print to 'deal with" those such as Tate.

Secondly, it is worth citing the enlightening
contribution made by Healy's American agent,
Wohlforth. In the 13 February 1967 Bulletin,
Wohlforth refers to the beating of a member of
the sectarian Socialist Labor Party (de Leonist)
by a union militant while distributing a leaflet,
expressing his wholehearted support for this
violation of workers democracy, calling the vic-
tim of the attack a "socialist scab'". He then
develops his argument: "Tate and his political
allies represent political scabs of the worst
sort." Wohlforth refrains .from putting in print
the only possible conclusion to this syllogism --
Tate deserved what he got. But why go to the
trouble of explaining why a politically motivated
beating of Tate was correct if in fact no such
assault took place? The Healyites can't keep
their story straight: Healy '"deplores'" the at-
tack, Wohlforth defends it. .

Workers News lies outright in two further
respects:

(1) Tate himself never withdrew anything, nor did
the USec; (2) Healy did not threaten libel ac-
tion -- he instituted proceedings in the bourgeois
courts! He went to the class enemy in order to
try to prevent Tate from protesting his assault!
Healy did succeed in intimidating two papers which

Continued on page six
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ceive more from the $26 unemployment bene-
fit than by taking work."! (Sydney Morning
Herald, 22 April 1974)

Naturally, for these reactionaries it would be too
"inflationary'" to give the apprentices a living
wage!

Whitlam, et gl, have responded in two ways:
indignantly proclaiming their loyalty to capital-
ism on the one hand, and attempting to posture as
defenders of the workers on the other. While
Whitlam attempts to make the most out of the few
imperceptible reforms actually implemented, stres-
sing education, social welfare, government health
insurance, etc. (all areas in which very little
has actually been done, thanks to the timidity of
Whitlam and the utter futility of attempting to
lead any major reform through the parliamentary
labyrinth), and rails against the wicked, foreign
"multi-nationals", he quotes as his authority (on
democracy!) arch-Liberal Sir Robert Menzies (The
Australian, 17 April 1974)!

Meanwhile, Minister for Labor Cameron has
been busy at his usual pastime of trying to
scare the bourgeoisie into supporting Labor by
raising the spectre of class struggle. After
Snedden, in his haste to show the bosses how
tough he would be, called for a "voluntary' wage
freeze (with the threat of penalties if the
""volunteers'" do not come through!), Cameron
queried, '"How will he stop workers from striking
to prevent the erosion of wages by price increas-
es, except by re-introducing automatic wage ad-
justments, as advocated by the present government
in the recent national wage case?" (quoted in
The Australian, 20 April 1974). Cameron is re-
ferring to his proposal for quarterly adjustments
based not on total wages but on the minimum wage,
guaranteeing that the wages of most workers will
fall behind price rises. In other words, Cameron
is suggesting to the bosses that he is cleverer
than Snedden; it is not necessary to use a club,
with its uncomfortable risks when you can trick
your victim out of his money instead. Warning
that the LP-CP plan would lead to '"industrial un-
rest', the "even-handed" Cameron was quick to
prove his own loyalty to the bosses by admonish-
ing a group of metal trades workers who staged a
demonstration over the national wage case at the
Melbourne offices of the Arbitration Commission
(Financtial Review, 16 April 1974).

It is important to understand how the elect-
ion is regarded by the two principal classes in
society, the bourgeoisie and the proletariat, in
the context of the prevailing relation of class
forces. In this correlation of forces the con-
sciousness of the working class enters as an ob-

Billy Mackie
Snedden,
lTeader~of

the bosses'
Liberal Party

jective factor in determining both the attitude
of its enemies and the activity of the proletarian
vanguard, the minority of class-conscious workers.

The most important facts dominating the cur-
rent situation are: (1) The overwhelming, if
grudging and passive, support in the working class
for the ALP's reformist leaders which cannot see a
way to circumvent the frustrating impotence of
parliamentary and trade-union reformism, and
largely harbours illusions in the efficacy of
Whitlam/Hawke's methods. This false conscious-
ness conflicts with rising militancy which oc-
casionally runs up against the ambitions of the
petty-bourgeois ALP parliamentarians, as the work-
ing class faces uncontrolled, accelerating in-
flation which eats away at real wages and compels
a running battle to maintain their standard of
living; (2) A significant section of the bour-
geoisie, which as a whole is experiencing a tem-
porary economic upsurge, clearly supports the ALP
in the election, convinced that the Liberals are

Responsibility for election comment in this issue
is taken by M. Hotschilt, 212 Glebe Point Road,
Glebe, Sydney, NSW.
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for the present too discredited and too muddled to
govern the capitalist system effectively.

. In short, a temporary economic recovery from
the 1971-72 slump has had a moderating effect on
the development of social tensions. Partly for
this reason, the outcome on May 18 looks to be
close, and will be determined by a swing of less
than 2% of the vote.

The viewpoint of the pro-Labor, pro-Whitlam
capitalists is most frankly. expressed by The
Australiagn in an editorial on 20 April 1974. Ex-
hibiting a high level of bourgeois class con-
sciousness, they describe Whitlam's programme with
devastating accuracy:

"In fact, the Whitlam Government has not
been a truly socialist party since it took
office ... the Labor Party framed policies
which gelled with the Australian electorate's
desire for change, but which stayed strict-
ly within the concepts of basically-con-
servative Australian political thought ...
the Whitlam Government, progressive though
it ‘may be, is basically a petit-bourgeois
operation, functioning within the concept
of a free enterprise economy."

The economic upturn, decisively limited by
the gathering world economic crisis, is real but
temporary. The Financial Review (5 April 1974)
reports that "New capital expenditure in the six
months to December was 16.3% higher for all in-
dustries -- the first time in 18 months that this
figure has shown an increase. The increase was
due to a resumption of spending in manufacturing
industry.' Before the double dissolution, capi-
talists projected an increase of 23% in capital
spending in the first half of the new financial
year, with 33% projected for the mining industry
(The Australian, 23 April 1974).
possibility of a Liberal government has caused
capitalists to hold back on these investments, ap-
parently in hopes of a Liberal government reduct-
ion in interest rates (Financial Review, 24 April
1974). Record profits are announced regularly by
the vast majority of firms, posting profit rises
of 16%, 30% or even higher. Unemployment is down
to 1.41%, and vacancies in the major cities ex-
ceed unemployed by ratios such as 1.5 to 1 (Syd-
ney) and 1.75 to 1 (Melbourne), (Financial Review,
8 April 1974). -

BOSSES NERVOUS AS STRIKE WAVE MOUNTS

All is not so rosy for the bosses, however.
One source of high profits was the high world
prices of raw materials Australia exports, most
of which are projected to decline this year.
Moreover business publications such as Syntec are
predicting declining profit increases due to what
they term "excessive wage push'". .(Financial Re-
view, 5 April 1974). A sérious recession in Japan
would pull the rug from under the booming mining
industry. The balance of trade has turned nega--
tive, a development welcomed by the Financial Re-
view and promoted by Whitlam as a means to coun-
teract inflation. But it can do so only by allow-
ing more competitive foreign goods to vie for the
Australian market with domestic producers, inevi-
tably driving down the profit rate. The inflation
which might otherwise be tolerable to the bour-
geoisie is running up against the pressures of the
world market. When the burden of inflation be-
comes decisive, the capitalists will unite in the
effort to make the working class pay by cracking
down on the unions. This is a job which can be
undertaken by either a Liberal or a Labor govern-
ment. The current division in the ruling class
concerns only the tactical question of what can
best hold back the workers in the meantime -- the
open repression of the Liberals, or Whitlam's cos-
metic "reforms'. The nervousness of the bour-
geoisie is summarised in a statement attributed to
a stockbroker in the Financial Review (24 April
1974): "The situation is that industry is riding
for a frightful fall in profits and a frightful
rise in costs." ‘

Australian workers still overwhelmingly back
Whitlam's ALP at the polls, and together with
Hawke and the ACTU bureaucracy, he has been large-
ly successful in heading off and containing work-
ing-class dissatisfaction. But the election in
1972 of a government which workers regarded as
representing their interests spurred rising in-
dustrial militancy which has now developed into a
significant strike wave, as workers instinctively
seek to take what they have been denied for so
long. Revolutionists must seek to exploit this
conflict which drives the impatient workers in

actual struggle up against the 'respectable' re-
formists who hope to cling to power by appeasing
the bourgeoisie. Strikes have also been fueled
by the temporarily favourable conditions for
forcing trade-union concessions out of the em-
While limited to trade union demands,
and largely an attempt to keep up with inflation,
the class militancy is deep-going and sometimes
extends beyond the wages struggle to important
reforms that Cameron would rather bury in the
Arbitration Court. A series of recent strikes,
have revealed determination and self-reliance.
The NSW power workers have been striking inter-
mittently for a 35 hour week since early 1973.

Since then, the -

After suffering a setback last October, the power
workers have now renewed their strike in the face
of virulent slander by the bourgeois press. The
0il tank drivers of the Transport Workers Union in
Sydney have shown an exemplary solidarity against
an attempt by the petrol companies to force scab
deliveries to Shell 0il customers while Shell
drivers were on strike. Postal workers have em-
barked on a campaign for a 35 hour week, but their
leaders have caved in to pressure from Postmaster

General Bowen to call off strike action that might
"embarrass' the Labor government in the elections.
The coal miners have resisted pressure to accept

a $20 wage rise in their award campaign and have
won a $25 rise.

The trade-union bureaucracy has responded
to the upsurge with a show of militancy, which
has sometimes forced them to clash with the
Federal Labor government (as with the NSW power
workers, who have refused to buckle under and are
continuing industrial action in support of their
claims, disregarding Labor government pleas to
back off for the elections). But their function
is typified by the carefully stage-managed sell-
out of the Metal Industry award settlement in
early April. Whitlam is depending on the labour
bureaucracy to keep workers in line.

The pro-capitalist behaviour of the Whitlam-
ite ALP should come as no surprise. Although the
current ALP programme opposes the use of the armed
forces against striking workers, Whitlam and co.
are entirely within the tradition of Chifley and
Scullin, Labor Prime Ministers who used the mili-
tary to smash strikes. The ALP programme is de-
signed partly to appeal to the rank and file of
the labour movement with Whitlam/Cameron seeking
to pose as champions of the unions by decrying the
penal powers. The ALP programme does talk of the
"socialisation objective', but its definition is
hedged in by so many qualifications that it is
rendered meaningless, and it has remained a dead
letter. As The Australian's editorial quoted. a-
bove notes,

"It [the Whitlam government] has not
nationalised anything, and it has announced
no positive plans to nationalise anything ...
Mr. Whitlam's appeals last year for the co-
operation of leading Australian businessmen
was no flim-flam; he really wants their
help."

The undue significance attached to the so-called
"socialist objective' by more "orthodox" left
social-democrats like the Socialist Workers League
(SWL) merely reflects their own social-democratic
interpretation of that objective. Nevertheless, a
large number of the most militant workers are kept
bound to reformists like Whitlam by this perfunc-
tory nod in the direction of class consciousness.
Deceptive as it may.be, it is essential to the ALP

|
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Debate . . .

proposal’. Under the agreement negotiated for
that debate, it was up to Wohlforth to pick the
"enemy" of the WL who would act as '"arbiter' by
chairing the meeting. Was it a "reformist,
Stalinist, or could it be a centrist?" No -- it
was an apolitical, liberal graduate student at
UCLA (the upper middle-class university where the
WL insisted on holding the debate). The SLUS had
proposed several long-time working-class militants
with a reputation for honesty, such as Arne
Swabeck, as possible chairmen, but was seriously
interested in exposing Wohlforth's revisionism
and accepted his proposals so as not to give him
an excuse to back out again. )

3.  You claim that it is unprincipled to propose
to settle allegations of serious breaches in pro-
letarian political morality, such as bashings or
crossing the class line, by means of an open hear-
ing before the working class conducted by a non-
partisan poay ot representatives of workers
organisations. Must we remind you of the Dewey
Commission -- headed by the American pragmatist,
liberal supporter of 'democratic" imperialism,
John Dewey -- formed on the initiative of Trotsky
and his American supporters to refute the slanders
of the Moscow Trials? The Comintern (certainly
Trotsky's enemy) was challenged by Trotsky to sit
on this commission. They refused -- and Trotsky's
harsh denunciations of their "cynical hypocrisy"
apply with equal force to the political cowards of
the Healyite International Committee (IC):

"As soon as it arrived in Mexico, the
sub-commission invited the Communist
Party, the trade unions and all the
workers' organisations of the country
to take part in the investigation ...
The so-called communists and the offi-
cial "friends" of the Soviet Union re-
plied with demonstrative refusals whose
haughty tone tried to substitute for
their cowardice. Just as Stalin can
bring to court only those accused from
whom he has first extracted all the
confessions he wants, so the friends of
the GPU speak only when they are sure
they will not be contradicted." (Trotsky,
Writings, 1937-38, p 63).



in that it symbolises the ALP's historic roots in
the class struggle.

The essential reason for the Spartacist
League's critical support to the ALP is not the
minimal reforms in its programme, but the fact
that (though run by the labour bureaucracy) it is
the historically-evolved party which expresses the
political activity of the workers as a class,
firmly tied to their mass organisations, the
trade unions. Yet given its leadership and
programme, it functions not as a party re-
presenting the interests of the workers, but as
a bourgeois party, the instrument of agents of
the bourgeoisie within the labour movement.

Critical support -- supporting the workers' party
against the open parties of the class enemy, the
Liberals and the Country Party -- is a tactic to

help set the aspirations of the working masses
against the treachery of its petty-bourgeois
leadership. The ALP is a contradictory phenome-
non. It is the duty of revolutionists to sharp-
en that contradiction in order to resolve the ALP
. into its two class components, with the ultimate
aim of winning the majority of workers to the sup-
port of a mass revolutionary vanguard party.
Therefore we link the call for a Labor vote to the
need to oust Whitlam and his ilk, and for a Labor
Party pledged not to parliamentary reform but to
the expropriation of the capitalist class.

The contradiction in the Labor Party must be
suppressed by the reformists, through its bureau-
cratic structure and the effective stifling of
internal democracy. The real function of the
clause in the ALP rules banning "associations"
with other political parties is to prevent dis-
sension rising from below from finding political
expression and threatening to throw off the en-
trenched officials. Rank-and-file workers cannot
effectively direct their own party through the
bureaucratic maze of the ALP, which allows the
trade-union officials to integrate the ALP into
their role as labour lieutenants of capital. .
Democracy in the ALP and democracy in the unions
are thoroughly interlinked questions, and a strug-
gle against the ALP reformi ts must be based on
the struggle for a revolutionary leadership in the
trade unions. ’

The application of the tactic of critical
support to the Labor Party in the elections, in
the absence of a struggle to build an alternative
revolutionary leadership in the trade unions, is
a capitulation to the present consciousness and
level of organisation of the working class, and
to the social-democratic myth that "politics"
should be dealt with only by the parliamentary
wing of the ALP. Both in_the trade unions and in
the Labor Party the struggle to build an alter-
native revolutionary leadership must be based upon
the transitional programme. o

This programme must give a class-struggle
answer to the problems faced by workers: to fight
the effects of inflation, an unlimited cost-of-
living escalator (a sliding scale of wages) and
the organisation of committees on pricés to ex-
pose the bosses as the real source of high prices;
and in response to the threat of unemployment, a
sliding scale of hours, a flexible shortened work
week with no loss in pay to guarantee full employ-
ment. Central to the transitional programme is
the independence of the trade unions from the
bourgeois state. The interpenetratian of the

trade-union and the ALP bureaucracies -- symbolis-
ed by Hawke's dual role as both ALP and ACTU
Federal President -- is the means by which the

unions in Australia are being increasingly subor-
dinated to the state.

That is why they are in-

Demonstration during 1949 coal strike.
(photo: Direct Action)

capable of fighting to end the arbitration sys-
tem with which Australian workers have been sad-
dled since before World War I. The resistance of
the capitalists to any serious reforms should be
answered with the demand for the expropriation of
industry under workers control. A revolutionary
programme would include the call for the timely
formation of some form of workers' councils that
could serve as the potential foundation for a
real workers state.

The SWL, which has never had a serious
orientation toward the trade unions, has develop-
ed a distinctive style of capitulation to the
social-democracy. In 1972, they made it clear
that they hoped to play the role of a left pres-
sure on Whitlam, with their highest aspiration
being absorption into a new ALP left-wing more in
the traditions of classical social-democracy than
the pragmatic technocrats among ALP parliamenta-
rians. They made themselves quite explicit:

“The ALP campaign can be a focus for all

the mass movements to project their de-
mands to a wider audience ... and to
pressure the ALP to take up real questions."
"A Labor government can and must be forced
to take firm action to prevent lay-offs by
big corporations ..."

"The ALP must be pressured into adopting
this demand [a sliding scale of wages and
hours] as part of a programme capable of
tackling the real issues." '
"Labor must be forced to totally repeal

the Lynch Laws and repudiate the Cameron
proposals.”

"This programme (['"class struggle' programme]
can only be popularised and pressed upon the
ALP tops by mass mobilisation around the key
issues, and a continual fight within and
without the ALP by socialists.'" (November
197Z Direct Action election supplement)
(emphasis added) ’

Naturally, the SWL's programme for the ALP
had to be adapted to the role of a pressure group
on Whitlam. Stressing the forces that the SWL -
thought could bring pressure to bear, the same
broadsheet proclaims: "Workers' -control?
Student/staff control? Women's Liberation? Self-
determination for blacks? These are the real is-
sues." In other words, the eclectic programme of
the various reformist, petty-bourgeois protest
groups that the SWL promotes. The election sup-
plement demands the repeal of the Lynch laws, but
says nothing at all about the arbitration system
as a whole, neglecting to mention the need for
the independence of the trade unions from the
bourgeois state.

In the current election campaign, like the
previous one, the SWL bases its case for a Labor
vote on the necessity to keep the reactionary
Liberals out of power. Such a view sees the
Whitlam government as a means of advancing the
aspirations of workers -- as if Whitlam's par-
liamentary reformism were capable of doing so.
Central to the SWL's propaganda is a profound
capitulation to parliamentary cretinism.

This time around, the SWL has begun to throw
out even those aspects of formal orthodoxy which
it once kept for appearances' sake. Dumping
their 1972 talk of '"nationalisation of transport,
industrial and financial institutions without com-
pensation and under workers control', the SWL in-
stead includes among its so-called '"socialist
policies' the demand,

" ... nationalise under workers control and
without compensation all corporations which
make excessive profits.'! (Direct Action,
13 April 1974) (emphasis added)

Continued on page six

Nor was this the only occasion on which
such investigative bodies were advocated by the
"middle class'" and "politically bankrupt'" Trotsky.
Regarding an apparently political murder of an
Italian leftist in exile, Trotsky wrote in 1935 in
an article entitled, "A Case for a Labor Jury'":

"The duty of workers' organisations, without
any regard for political banners lies in one
thing: in shedding the greatest light pos-
sible on this case, and thereby, insofar as
it is possible, to prevent the repetition of
gunplay in reyolutionary circles. -
"In our opinion the labor organisations must
establish, without any further delay, an au-

thoritative and non-partisan Committee which
would go over the entire material...."

(Trotsky, Writings, 1935-36, p 117) (empha-
sis added)
The matter you refer to -- Healy's dishonest

financial dealings with members of the Revolution-
ary Tendency of the SWP in 1962 -- is relatively
unimportant except as an example of the general
untrustworthiness of the SLL in Britain (now
Workers Revolutionary Party). Healy's dishonesty
had a bearing on a far more serious matter -- al-
legations of SLL violence against Ernest Tate, a
representative of the Pabloist United Secretariat,
for his distribution of literature at an SLL con-
ference in London in 1966. You could have easily
checked the facts in this case by consulting the
January-February 1967 Spartacist (SLUS). The
article "Oust Healy'", reprinted in the SLANZ pub-
lication, Revolutionary Communist Bulletin #4,
Healyism a la Carte, states:

"(Copies of the relevant correspondence
and cancelled checks would be available
to any bona-fide workers' investigating
commission.)"

No request for any investigation was forthcoming
from the IC -- because the charges were true. Do
you really want the material published? If so, it
can be arranged.

To our knowledge neither we nor the SLUS
have ever accused the SLL/WRP of '"scabbing".

4. The political positions you attribute to us
are your own concoctions which you have not been
able to document with a single real example. For
instance, you charge that we declare ''that the

Fourth International is dead". Nowhere in any -
published SL material will this expression be
found. Our longstanding position is for the re-
construction of the Fourth International (FI)
destroyed as an international organisation embody-
ing the Trotskyist programme by Pabloite revision-
ism. It is the Spartacist tendency internation-
ally which embodies the programmatic continuity of
the FI and which- struggles for the rebirth of the
FI based on its revolutionary programme. Nor have
you been able to document a single case of our al-
leged '"gossip, slander and lies'". You refuse a
debate precisely because you do not have a leg to
stand on. :

5. It is simply not true that members of the
Spartacist League were the "instigators and per-
petrators of the completely distorted Mansell af-
fair". Nor have we "hawked this lie" (what lie?)
to anyone. However, since you raise the matter,
let us simply say that as far as we know, in a
petty dispute over property, on 15 April 1972 some
of your comrades beat up Mansell (then a member of
the SLL), reportedly breaking a rib or ribs; and
Mansell called the cops. We trust you will cor-
rect us if these were not the facts, but in the
meantime the matter remains sufficiently obscure
to us that we have preferred to give you the
benefit of the doubt, despite the fact that the
incident might be revealing as to your political
method.

(On 25 February 1973 Mansell submitted a
written application for membership in the
Spartacist League which recognised that by call-
ing the cops he had "crossed the class line'" and
that this '"act cannot be justified and is cont-
rary to the revolutionary principles of the
Spartacist League'". It appears, however, that
this self-criticism was dishonest, and Mansell
was expelled from the Spartacist League on 10
March 1974 after he threatened to use the bour-
geois courts against the SL in another dispute
over property.)

6. The history of the SLANZ -- formerly the
SLNZ -- is available in published form (RCB #1).
The facts have nothing to do with your apparent
ly paranoid notion that the SLANZ was ''set up
and maintained by Robertson and Co. for the
primary purpose of working against the SLL in
Australia'. Of course, we want to politically
destroy the SLL, whose renegacy from Marxism,
opportunism and political banditry mark you as

an obstacle to . the construction of a revolu-
tionary vanguard party in Australia. But you
suffer from delusions of grandeur. According

to your paranoid logic, our criticism and ex-
posure of the bankrupt politics of Pabloism in
Australia, of the reformist, ex-Stalinist CPA
and the Maoists, of feminism etc. must be mere-
ly a cover to hide our demonic hatred of the SLL.

You apparently believe that it is especial-
ly damning that the SLANZ has close fraternal
ties with the SLUS. Unlike the IC, the SLANZ
believes in real internationalism and not. op-
portunist federations. . We are proud of our in-
ternational ties which are based on the firmest
programmatic agreement and commitment to the re-
birth of the FI. When the SLNZ was founded in
1968 (three years before the SLL came into exist-
ence), it adopted as its basic document the State-
ment of Principles of the SLUS, because its clear
and correct Trotskyist stand on a series of funda-

- mental issues showed the way forward to a recon-

structed FI. Your attacks on this principled re-
lationship border on anti-communist, nationalist
hysteria.

7. You reject debates "in the vacuous confines
of the left"? You plan instead "principled
struggle within the working class"? Absolute
lies! The SLL recently has made quite a big fuss
over the refusal of the Communist Club (of the
CPA) at Sydney University to accept the SLL's
challenge to a debate on Solzhenitsyn's expulsion
from the USSR. Perhaps you feel that Sydney Uni-
versity is really a ''working-class' milieu? In
fact you are cynical liars whose sectarianism is
a cover for opportunism, such as your mawkish
tears and moans in behalf of the anti-communist,
reactionary-utopian Solzhenitsyn, whose exile you
equate with that of Trotsky in 1929.

We can only conclude that your response to
our letter is a shabby evasion. Our challenge
to a public debate stands; your continued refusal
to accept it will not pass unnoticed. Class-con-
scious workers and all those seriously in search
of a revolutionary path will know from this that
not even the national leadership of the SLL can
defend their rotten politics in open debate.

Fraternally,

Bill Logan,
‘ Chairman, Spartacist League,
[We have yet to receive a response to this letter]
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So the SWL favours the continuation of "non-ex-
cessive" profits! Perhaps they can explain which
profits are not "excessive'!

It is not accidental that the central slogans
of the SWL and those of the supposedly "anti-
revisionist", "anti-Pabloist'" Socialist Labour
League (SLL) are identical: both say, '"Keep the
Liberals Out, Labor to Power with Socialist Poli-
cies'". With their sectarian inversion of the
SWL's reformist methodology, the SLL mimics the
SWL in adapting to parliamentary illusions among
the masses -- but the SLL manages to take cretin-
ism to extremes.

For both the SWL and the SLL, the axis of the
slogan, '"Keep the Liberals Out" is calculated
'scare-mongering. "Keep the Libs out" has also ap-
peared as the front page headline in Tribune (9-15
April 1974) newspaper of the reformist Communist
Party of Australia (CPA). The Liberals are a
party of bourgeois democracy. While they are
capable (as are the ALP ministers) of vicious at-
tacks on the working class they are not about to
smash the organised workers movement in the manner
of a military or fascist dictatorship. If, in-
deed, the bourgeoisie were to place such an as-
sault on the agenda, neither a vote for Labor by
itself nor any other purely parliamentarist tactic
would provide any effective resistance.

The lead article in the 11 April 1974 Work-
ers News manages to include an amazing number of
absurdities. Among them is the following:

"The class struggle has entered a new and
decisive stage. What is at stake here is
not a swing of the electoral pendulum but
the struggle for power."

It is hard to keep track of all the "decisive
stages'" and "turning points' the SLL has pro-
claimed over the past few years. But if it were
a question of the struggle for power, one can
only conclude that the SLL thinks that the Labor
Caucus is capable of ‘carrying out an insurrection
and smashing the capitalist state:

"The urgent necessity is to ensure the
defeat of the Liberals." '"[the SLL de-
mands] that the Labor leadership break
completely from its capitalist policies
and adopt a full socialist programme to
defend the working class and keep the
Liberals out for good."”

A full socialist programme -- the dictator-
ship of the proletariat -- in order to keep the
Liberals out of power? There could be no more
cretinous parliamentarism than this! Like the
SWL, the SLL states its desire to pressure the
Labor leadership to the left. But does the SLL
really believe that Whitlam -- who the SLL has
recently exposed as not having carried out "a
single socialist policy" -- will ever '"break
completely from [his] capitalist policies and
adopt a full socialist programme"? The SWL is
more reasonable -- they only hope to ''pressure"
Whitlam a little to the left.

Two organisations nominally left of the
ALP, the CPA and the pro-Moscow Socialist Party
of Australia (SPA), are standing candi-
dates in the elections. The CPA is standing a
slate of three in both NSW and South Australia.
The national head of the CPA ticket is union

" Trotskyism.

bureaucrat and member of the advisory committee

to the Federal government's Cities Commission Jack
Mundey. In a campaign brochure entitled '"Vote Red
for a Green Australia', the CPA carries its tail-
ing of the petty-bourgeois, utopian ecology fad

to extremes. The programme in the brochure in-
terprets socialism to mean extended bourgeois

. democracy, including the demand "For a new life

style", a bourgeois-pacifist call for "Ending all
the nuclear tests and destruction of nuclear wea-
pons' and a shopping list of '"greater democratic
rights". The closest they come to an attack on
bourgeois property rights is a proposal not to
smash them but to regulate them: "Social control
of investment to meet people's real needs ...'.
To Whitlam's outright support for a spruced up
capitalism, the CPA counterposes Bernstein's
"peaceful evolution into socialism'. As Mundey's
brochure says, '"The need is to change capitalism
not reform it."(!) In practice, the two policies
are identical; but Whitlam is more honest.

The SPA is running its national secretary,
and head bureaucrat of the Building Workers In-
dustrial Union, Pat Clancy,

Like the CPA, the SPA tries to present itself as
truly socialist while the content of their prog-
ramme, in this case the class-collaborationist
"anti-monopoly coalition', remains the same as
that of the ALP.

Although the reforms advocated by the CPA and
SPA go beyond those pushed by Whitlam, they must
be regarded as only quantitatively different. On
no essential issue can they be distinguished from
the ALP's class collaboration. And, unlike the
ALP, they do not represent any significant section
of the working class. For revolutionists there is
nothing to support in these campaigns. Although
the CPA and the SPA are part of the workers move-
ment, a vote for them, while not ruled out in
principle under all conditions, is wasted; as far
as the interests of the working class are concern-
ed, after a vote for Labor the order of preferen-
ces does not matter.

The CPA and the SPA at present constitute
only a distraction from the main task -- to break
the base of the ALP away from its reformist
leadership in the ALP, to the support of a revo-
lutionary programme. The accomplishment of this
task, creating a mass-based, Leninist vanguard
party, will clear the road for the proletarian
revolution in Australia.

Vote Labor! Oust Whitlam and the Labor bureau-
cracy! Fight for a revolutionary leadership!

For a Labor government pledged to the expropria-
tion of the capitalist class!

CONTINUED FROM PAGE THREE

Healyite slanders...

had printed the letter, the Socialist Leader and

- Peace News, which issued retractions and paid the

costs demanded by Healy.

Regardless of Healy's "intentions'", it is an
elementary betrayal of Marxist principle to use
the bourgeois state against opponents within the
workers movement. Furthermore, that the beating
was politically motivated is clear to anyone with
half a brain -- why would Tate conceivably '"pro-
voke' his own hospitalisation? Finally, the SLL
has been caught in an open lie in inventing
Tate's '"retraction".

It is necessary to point out that the hue
and cry raised by the USec over the Tate affair
certainly resulted in a diversion from the poli-
tical issue of the USec's centrist revision of
But who is to blame for this diver-
sion? The Healyites' denunciations of Pabloite
revisionism are rendered totally ineffective by
their hooliganism and unscrupulous dishonesty.

The USec's indignance rings hollow, because
their record is tarnished by similar crimes. In
view of the SLL's belief that the SL constantly
"blocs with Pabloism', it is worth noting that
Wohlforth once blocked with. the Pabloist SWP-to
physically expel the SL from a meeting of the
SWP's anti-war front group in the U.S. Workers
Action #10, September 1971).

6. The Workers News article mentions the fact
that Mulgrew has threatened members of the SL
with bashings. According to Workers News, the
"meaning" of our statement of this fact is that
we "would desperately love to create a 'Tate
affair' in this country...'" In other words, we
protest against Mulgrew's threats because ... we
want them to be carried out?! This is itself
nothing but a veiled threat. Workers News does
not deny that the threat was made. Signed state-
ments from witnesses attesting to Mulgrew's
threat can be obtained if necessary.

CORRETCTTIONS

Members of the Socialist Workers Action
Group (SWAG) have verbally requested a clari-
fication on the relation of Patricia Filar to
their organisation. In Australasian Sparta-
eist No. 6, we mistakenly reported Filar as a
member of the SWAG. In Australasian Sparta-
etst No. 7, we published a correction stating
that Filar was not a member but a '"consistent
political supporter" of SWAG. It now appears
that while Filar clearly gave some public po-
litical support to SWAG, at least until May
1973, after that time she slowly dropped away
so that at the time of the expulsion of Spar-
tacist from Women's Liberation General Meet-
ings in Melbourne in September, 1973, she was
not associated with SWAG.

We cannot be precise as to the relation
between Filar and SWAG. The SWAG has refused
to submit a letter for publication putting
the relevant information in writing, although
we specifically requested them to do so.

Nevertheless, SWAG apparently believes
that -the point of fact is important. They
have denied verbally to members of the SL any
responsibility for the actions of Filar at
the expulsion meeting and claim to disagree
with the expulsion. (No members of SWAG were
present "at the meeting.) It is certainly
laudable that the SWAG has now come to oppose
this cowardly and undemocratic political sup-
pression. But the SWAG cannot evade their
own responsibility for having prepared it.
SWAG continues to defend its own cowardly and
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bureaucratic expulsion of SL members from the
Working Women's Group (WWG) of Melbourne Wo-
men's Liberation, which preceded and set the
precedent for the later expulsion, motivated
on the whole by the same arguments. The
seeming contradiction between SWAG's two po-
sitions is explained by the fact that the
SWAG regarded the WWG as 'their property",
much as the dominant feminists in Melbourne
Women's Liberation regard it as a whole as
belonging to them. Were SWAG to be dominant
in the women's movement, however, their past
practice leaves little doubt that they would
not hesitate to use the same methods against
genuine communists.

* * * % * *x * *x *x *x * % *x * %

Australasian Spartacist No. 7, in the
article '""Maoist dead-end in Victoria', incor-.
rectly stated the Footscray-Sunshine branch
of the WSA as having arrived at a syndicalist
position. The correct branch was Broadmea- -
dows. :
* Kk k k Kk Kk *x * % *x Kk *k *x * *

The article "Protest Victorian YLA ex-
pulsions™, in Australasian Spartacist No. 7,
inaccurately reproduced one sentence from
Comrade Naughten's letter. The letter ac-
tually read: '" ... it is patently undemo-
cratic to exclude anyone from the YLA simply
on the grounds that their political opinions
coincide with those of another organisation
in the workers' movement." The phrase, "in
the workers' movement', was inadvertently
omitted in production.

~ism.

-agent."

7.  "But what this frenzied group of middle class
degenerates [the SL] cannot and will not ex-
plain is why they broke off discussions with
the International Committee in 1966." (Work-
ers News)

We cannot "explain'" something that never happened.
The SLUS was expelled from the Third Congress of
the IC in 1966. For an accurate account of what
happened and the SL's attitude towards this un-
principled act see the SLANZ publication, Healy-
tem a la carte, which reprints no fewer than six
articles from Spartacist directly concerning this
unnecessary split engineered by Healy, and its im-
plications for the political character of the IC.
We also refer the reader to the SWP pamphlet,
Healy "Reconstructs" the Fourth Intermational,
which consists mostly of documents stolen from
the SLUS by the SWP following the 1966 split.
Finally, the documentary history of the Sparta-
cist tendency in the US from its inception in

1961 as the Revolutionary Tendency of the SWP is
available in the Marxzist Bulletin series published
by the SLUS. The SLL's fabrications can be easily
checked by any serious militant by obtaining the
available material from the SLANZ.

8. We concluded the article, '"What is the SLL
Afraid of?" by saying:

"“The Spartacist League calls on all political
tendencies in the workers' movement and all
class conscious workers to defend workers'
democracy by condemning and protesting the
SLL's exclusionism."

‘Workers News "interprets':

"The Spartacist League appeals for demo-
cracy but then calls for a bloc with the
Stalinists of the Communist Party who have
spent their whole lives attacking the demo-
cratic rights of Trotskyists and who have
been responsible for the deaths of whole
sections of the Trotskyist movement."

Here is logic truly in the mould of Stalin. We
demand that even the Stalinists defend the demo-
cratic rights of Trotskyists; therefore ... we
bloc with them in their own attacks on workers

democracy? Nonsense! It ig the SLL which has
Joined the Stalinists -- which has made a bloc
in practice -- by attacking the "democratic

rights of Trotskyists”! Political exclusions

and intimidation have nothing to do with Trotsky-
As Bolsheviks, the SL will bloc with anyone
in the workers movement -- even the SLL! -- for
the defence of workers democracy. If the SLL has
put itself on the same-side as the Stalinists by
attacking workers democracy they have only them-
selves to blame. "The Spartacist League would
form a bloc with right wingers such as John
Ducker ... in their campaign against the SLL."
(Workers News). It is the SLL which uses methods

- which are the historical refuge of right-wing

bureaucrats of the Ducker variety. We are '"cam-
paigning" against their methods -- which are also
those of Mulgrew-Wohlforth-Healy. As we said in
"What is the SLL Afraid of?': '"Gangsterism and
class collaboration go hand in hand."

9. "... their [the SL's] only role in the future
will be to act as provocateurs ..." (Workers
News). No serious militant uses the word 'pro-
vocateur'" lightly. To be blunt, it means ''police
It is the most serious charge that can be
levelled at anyone in the workers movement. It

is also a standard calumny in the arsenal of
Stalinist slanders against Trotskyism. Workers
News has not a word to say as to the basis of
this fantastic and utterly despicable lie. We
say to the SLL: PRODUCE YOUR "EVIDENCE'" OR
PUBLICLY AND UNEQUIVOCALLY RETRACT YQUR STATE-
MENT! This is the only honest, principled

course. We predict that the SLL, which knows
nothing of principle and cares nothing for

truth, will not follow it.



_ CONTINUED FROM PAGE ONE

It is an elementary duty of class solidarity:
to defend the victims of the counter-revolution
and to demand the immediate release of all the
Chilean political prisoners. The Spartacist
League (SL), together with its co-thinkers over-
seas, initiated a campaign in defence of two im-
prisoned leaders of Movimento de Izquierda
Revolucionaria (MIR), Bautista Van Schowen and
Alejandro Romero. The SL saw the defence of these
two men as particularly pressing because of the
danger of their immediate execution. Further,
the MIR militants have received little attention
in the various international defence campaigns
which have focused on such people as Luis
Corvalan, the CP leader, and members of the UP
Government, and have attempted to rely on liberal
bourgeois public opinion rather than mobilising
international proletarian solidarity. While
Corvalan and the others must be defended, to focus
on them exclusively is to leave the MIR and others
to the left of the UP to their fate.

As reported in Australasian Spartacist No.7,
demonstrations were held in Melbourne and Sydney
around the slogans "Free Van Schowen and Romero',
"Free all victims of the reactionary Junta's re-
pression". Demonstrations and meetings have also
been held in the US (in New York, Ann Arbor,
Madison, Los Angeles and San Francisco) and in
Vienna, Austria. ]

In Sydney, a public meeting was held on
1 April at the Trades Hall to demand the release
of Romero, Van Sclowen, Luis Vitale (a prominent
supporter of the United Secretariat) and all
Chilean political prisoners. The meeting was

organised by the SL and the Commumnist League (CL),.

and was attended by members of the two organisa-
tions, members of the Socialist Workers League
(SWL) and a number of independents.

John McCarthy (spokesman for the CL) and
Dave Holmes (spokesman for the SWL) used the op-
portunity of this public meeting organised by the
SL to attack it with considerable vigour for fail-
ing to organise anything concrete on the question .
of Chile! In fact, as Spartacist speakers pointed
out, the SL has done more than any of its osten-
sibly Trotskyist opponents on this question.
Furthermore, when for rhetorical purposes Dave
Holmes called for a campaign (initiated by the
SWL's American co-thinkers) to defend nine leading
Chilean leftists, the SL promised full support for
such a defence campaign. ’

But when we contacted Holmes sﬁbsequent to
the meeting he had to say the SWL had no defence
plans "at this stage".

The SL speaker at the meeting said that the
task of revolutionaries is to draw the lessons
sons of the Chilean coup, to fight to break the
proletariat from all reformist and class collabo-
rationist illusions and to build a revolutionary
vanguard party committed not to a re-run, on an
even more disastrous scale, of the popular front,
but to a workers revolution,

While campaigning vigorously for solidarity
with the Chilean political prisoners, the SL re-
gards their defence in light of the need for re-
lentless political struggle against the existing
centrist and reformist currents in the Chilean
left, in order to achieve the political differen-
tiation necessary to construct a genuine Bolshevik
party to lead the Chilean workers to victory.

L
CONTINUED FROM PAGE EIGHT

Metal trades award...

While calling tor support to the full log of
claims and no closed award, they advanced the de-
mand for an automatic cost of living escalator
based on total wages and a 35 hour week linked to
a sliding scale of hours to combat unemployment.

This was key to the struggle since the threat of a

recession in the near future is real and it is
necessary to fight inflation with wage rises that
are tied to rises in the cost of living. A con-
tinuing national strike run by shop floor com-
mittees was advocated to achieve these goals. At
the Redfern Oval meeting on April 3, a supporter
of the SL put forward a resolution formulating
these demands and the necessity to struggle for
the needs of migrant and women workers (which the
speaker pointed out meant raising demands such as
the teaching of English in the employers time and
bilingual union publications, and free 24 hour
child care centres and the socialisation of house-
hold duties). )

In Australasian Spartacist No 6 we warned of
a sellout in the metal trades campaign. So long
as the leadership of the metal trades unions re-
mains in the hands of treacherous reformist
bureaucrats, the metal workers will face further
betrayals. The Spartacist League does not intend
to stand idly by but is working for the creation
of an alternative revolutionary leadership in the
trade unions through the construction of caucuses
based on the full transitional programme, the
only programme adequate to the objective tasks
facing the working class today.

The SL speaker stressed that the preserva-
tion of the lives of the MIR and other militants
was important because it is from the ranks of
such formations that many of the members of a
Chilean Bolshevik party will have to be won.
This is all the more urgent in that the Junta's

.rule, increasingly isolated, is not stable in any

sense and the potential exists for another out-
break in the not too distant future.

Before the coup the MIR had failed the test
of Bolshevism when it gave critical support to the
UP govérnment. Since the coup the MIR has made a
sharp right turn calling for a new popular front
of which it would be part. This contrasts vividly
with Lenin's policy in 1917 towards Kerensky, the
Allende of the Russian Revolution:

LAN Chile jet at Sydney
Airport, stalled by
Transport Workers Union
black ban. The ban forced
Junta to meet unions' con-
ditions for union "fact-
finding" trip. (photo:
The Amalgamated News)

"Our tactics: no trust in and no support of
the new government; Kerensky is especially
suspect; arming of the proletariat is the
only guarantee; . no rapprochement with
other parties." (V.I. Lenin, "Telegram to
the Bolsheviks leaving for Russia", 6 March
1917; Collected Works, XXIIL, p 292)

The Chilean events have provided a test of
ostensible revolutionary organisations inter-
nationally. In a resolution passed unanimously
by the international body looked to by both the
CL and the SWL, the United Secretariat of the
Fourth International, (USec) in December 1971,
the UP is characterised as a popular front coali-
tion towards which revolutionaries can give no
support whatsoever, including electoral:

"Revolutionary Marxists can, in certain
situations vote for a labor candidate
but not for a candidate of a front that
includes petty bourgeois and bourgeois
parties." (Socialist Review, May 1972)

But in the period immediately after the coup,
Robin Blackburn, a leading member of the Inter-
national Marxist Group (IMG), British section of
the USec, claimed in an article reprinted in the
Communist League's paper, Militant, (26 October
1973) that the UP did not have a ''classical
'popular front' programme'! :

CONFUSED REVISIONISTS BACK POPULAR FRONT

This hopeless centrist confusion is reflect-
ed in the policies of the USec elsewhere and
would have disastrous consequences if it had any
significant following in the working class. The
(now ex-) Ligue Communiste, then the USec's French
section, in early 1973 gave electoral support to
the Union of the Left, a classical popular front
which included the Communist Party, the Socialist
Party and the bourgeois Radicals, in the French
parliamentary elections.

It is no wonder that the Communist League in
Australia, which together with the ex-Ligue Com-
muniste and the IMG supports the majority wing of
the faction-ridden USec, was reduced at the forum
to attacking the SL's '"sectarianism'", dishing out
tales of horror and calling for a broad-based so-
lidarity campaign involving all ''progressive peo-
ple" in Australia, while having nothing to say a-
bout the way forward for the Chilean masses.

The Chilean proletariat attempting to learn
the lessons of the Allende debacle will find no
answer in the Mandel, Krivine, McCarthy swamp.
Nor will they learn anything from the minority
wing of the USec headed by the American Socialist
Workers Party (SWP) and supported by the SWL.
These reformists while posing as more orthodox
than their majority comrades were also not above
capitulating to Allende: witness the following
from Intercontinental Press, 5 October 1970:

"It would be a crime to whitewash the UP.
But failing to recognise the positive ele-
ments in it, condemning it in toto out of
some sectarian dogmatism would mean suicidal
isolation."

It was precisely Allende's popular front govern-
ment which represented a suicidal course for the
proletariat -- implacable opposition to it from
the beginning was the only way forward!

On March 23, a delegation of officials from
four Australian unions left for Chile on a "'fact-
finding" mission which planned to locate and con-
tact political prisoners held by the regime. The
Junta predictably did not like the idea. After
agreeing to the trip, no doubt wishing to give
the impression they had nothing to hide, the Junta
reneged when the unions involved laid down con-
ditions which would assure at least a minimum of
freedom for the delegation while in Chile., In a

make our position clear:

commendable act of proletarian solidarity, mem-
bers of the Transport Workers Union at Sydney
Airport placed a black ban on LAN Chile which im-
mobilised one of the airline's jets. This mili-
tant action forced the Junta to meet the condi-
tions.

The Socialist Labour League (SLL) -- the
Australian section of the bogus "International
Committee of the Fourth International -- had
flaunted its sterile sectarianism by refusing
either to join in a united front public meeting
to defend the MIR militants or to support the
demonstration at Sydney Airport. Then, in the
28 March 1974 Workers News, the SLL deepened its
disgraceful refusal to defend the Chilean work-
ers movement with the contemptible and ridiculous

claim that the union delegation was an attempt to

provide favourable publicity for the Junta! The
SLL incorrectly reported that the SL did not
claim to support the delegation's trip. Let us
while we opposed the
reformism of the union bureaucrats who made up
the delegation, we unambiguously supported the
trip as a concrete act of aid to working-class
victims of repression. Even though the reformism
of the union officials undoubtedly limited its
effectiveness, the delegation's visit could only
help, if minimally, to alleviate the plight of
some political prisoners and to expose some of
the Junta's crimes to the light of day. Reform-
ists such as Jim Baird (CPA member on the dele-
gation as an official of the Amalgamated Metal
Workers Union) are about as interested in sup-
porting the Junta as his Chilean co-thinkers being
tortured in the Junta's gaols. But above all, in
case you have forgotten, comrades of the SLL, the
delegation's trip was forced on the Junta by the
Transport Workers' black ban. One can only assume
that the SLL would have opposed the black ban and
denounced the workers' examplary act of class
solidarity as fascist publicity!

The Chilean proletariat has not been crushed
by its defeat. The revolution has a rare second
chance in Chile. The vital ingredient for success
is a resolute, Bolshevik vanguard party steeled in
the struggle against the reformist betrayers.

Such a party, crystallised in a sharp political
struggle to win subjectively revolutionary cadres,
from the existing revisionist currents, can stand
at the head of a victorious Chilean working class,
spearheading the socialist revolution throughout
South America and the world.
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Confused ranks betrayed by bureaucrats

Metal trades leaders settle for nothing

After four months of negotiations between the
Metal Trades Federation of unions (MTF) and the
Metal Trades Industry Association (MTIA) and other
employer organisations, the bureaucratic reformist
leadership of the MTF has led the unions into what
is clearly a defeat. The settlement provides for
a $15 pay increase, and one week extra annual
leave with a 17%% annual leave loading.

The gross capitulation of the MIF leadership
becomes even clearer when the $15 wage rise is
compared to $25 won by the miners, the $22.50 of-
fer now before the waterside workers, and the re-
ported $30 offer made by General Motors-Holden to
the. Vehicle Building Employees Federation (led by
one of thesmost servile, right-wing union bureau-
cracies in Australia, and without even a strike!).
In a leaflet distributed to the mass meetings
held to legitimise the settlement in Sydney on
April 3, the Spartacist League urged its rejec-
tion since: '

"1l. With price rises now running over 15% --
as much as 20% for food -- the defence of
workers' living standards is urgent. $15
does not come close to meeting the rise in
prices even in the period since the last
award was negotiated. Its acceptance will
mean not a wage gain but a cut in purchasing
power, an outright defeat.

"2. This new concession by the employers. has
been made even though there has been almost
no industrial action by the metal unions.
Clearly, a much higher gain could be won if
the Metal unions were to make a real fight.

"3, The rest of the log of claims has been
ignored. In fact it has been abandoned with-
out a fight by the union leadership. No set-
tlement should be adopted which simply ig-
nores the legitimate demands of the metal
workers embodied in the original log of
claims."”

In the current inflationary situation, even
when possible over-award gains in the next few
months are taken into account, the majority of
metal workers will, by next year, be even worse
off than they were before this §15 raise.

"GUERILLA" STRIKES: A STRATEGY TO LOSE

Throughout March the MIF leadership adopted

a strategy designed to dissipate militancy, and to
mobilise the more backward elements against the
militants, who were made to appear responsible for
the futility of the bureaucrats' methods of strug-
gle. Stopwork meetings on March 4 overwhelmingly
rejected the employers offer of §11 or $12 and an
extra weeks holiday. After a series of confer-
ences held in mid-March between the unions and the
employers held under the chairmanship of Mr
Justice Coldham of the Arbitration Commission, a
full meeting of representatives from all the metal
trades unions agreed unanimously that they "would
be prepared to recommend acceptance of an increase
of $18." (dmalgamated News, March 1973) This re-
commendation was taken to the mass meetings held
on March 19, where it was carried, though there
was significant opposition especially in Victoria
which wanted to retain the full log of claims.
Coldham a few days later produced a ''compromise'
proposal of $15 linked to a closed award. The
unions temporised but when it became clear that
the employers would accept this proposal the MTF
negotiating committee voted 14 to 8 to recommend
acceptance to the membership. Stopwork meetings
were held on April 3 to vote on this recommenda-
tion which was carried nationally by a narrow

. majority with NSW overwhelmingly for and Victoria
overwhelmingly against.

We reprint below the resolution put to
the April 3 Redferm Oval meeting by supporters
of the Spartacist League. Because the meet-
ing was bureaucratically rigged, the resolu-
tion never reached a vote.

* That the employers current offer of $15 be
rejected.

* That the full log of claims must be met.

* That any form of closed agreement be re-
jected.

* That there be no compromise on the needs of
women and migrant workers.

* That any settlement must include provision
for automatic monthly cost-of-1iving es-
calator based on total wages and for a 35
hour week linked to a sliding scale of
hours to combat unemployment.

* That there be a continuing national in-
dustry-wide strike run by elected shop-
floor committees in support of these
claims.
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. was waged.

The circumstances of the final vote were in-
dicative of the way in which the whole campaign
The union bureaucrats, after some con-
fusion about just what way the vote had gone,
finally managed to compute the vote down to the
last man, though at most meetings no count what-
ever was taken! Information was kept from the
membership (at the April 3 meeting at Redfern
Oval, Charlie Brown, who is the NSW secretary of
the MIF even tried to claim he did not know what
was happening in Victoria), the mass meetings
were bureaucratically controlled with motions and
amendments from the floor being ignored or ruled
out of order.

SHORT CHANGE FROM HALFPENNY

While the main exponents of the undemocratic
procedures (and vicious red baiting) were "right"
wing officials, the verbal opposition of the
"left" bureaucrats varied in inverse proportion to
the danger of their having to take concrete act-
ions to implement a real struggle. While right
wing elements organised buses for supporters of
an immediate settlement at the last stopwork
meetings in NSW, the 'lefts" confined themselves
to papering up their left cover towards the end
of the campaign. Moreover, it is "left' bureau-
crats like Halfpenny and Carmichael who have been
among the foremost advocates of the strategy of
holding 24 hour stoppages and ''guerilla strikes",
the policy by which the whole bureaucracy sought
to dissipate militancy.

The agreement finally worked out on April 9
includes a clause that amounts to a qualified
closed agreement. Though the statement produced
jointly by the employers and the unions includes
a proviso by the unions that they cannot give
"undertakings not to continue to press for econo-
mic justice', it declares that the settlement is
in satisfaction for future claims. While. the
phrasing appears ambiguous, a spokesman of one
employer group quite emphatically declared that:

. "The settlement of this dispute is based on
an acknowledgement by all union officials
that the increase of $15 is in satisfaction
for claims which would have been made against
individual employers over the next 12
months." (Australian Financial Review,

April 10 1974)

Whatever the ambiguities of the wording, this
settlement will be used by the employers to resist
further wage demands and to force the union of-
ficials to police their ranks. Furthermore it
will be difficult to substitute over-award pay-
ments for the inadequate national settlement since
the struggle for such over-award improvements is
confined to individual, isolated shop-floor strug-
gles.

The Communist Party (CPA) sought to posture
as militants, in particular highlighting the
greater militancy in Victoria, where CPAer John
Halfpenny is state secretary. Though the CPA
blustered a lot, it was reported (including by
fellow AMWU official, Charlie Brown) that Half-
penny actually initiated the $18 proposal, and he
certainly never publicly opposed it, in fact mov-
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ing the recommendation that this figure be accept-
ed at a Melbourne mass meeting. In a leaflet dis-
tributed in Sydney the CPA gently chastised the
negotiating committee for adopting the $18 figure
but tried to cover for Halfpenny by suggesting
that $18 was the minimum:

"It is regrettable that this has already been
done. The workers, faced with a '"fait acco-
mpli' have no altermative [!] but to endorse
the Negotiating Committee's action, but
should decide now that $18 is the minimum by
which a settlement of the money matter can
be effected."

The CPA sought to divert attention from its
craven capitulation by focusing on the question of
the closed award (their line being: it is fine to
sell out today as long as we can make a pretence
of being prepared to fight some other time). The
CPA's other prominent "militant", Assistant Fede-
ral Secretary, Laurie Carmichael announced that
the $15 and the extra week leave were ''substan-
tial" gains, and even tried to give out that
the paltry campaign had achieved the 'highest
level of struggle ever reached in the metal
trade" (Tribune, 16-22 April 1974). No matter

how much the CPA may blame the 'rights", it is,
clear that the difference between them and the
CPA is only a division of labour with the fake

Metal unions mass meeting at Wentworth Park,
Sydney, March 20. (photo: Asp)

militancy of Halfpenny and the like disguising
the more blatant subservience of Short, Brown,

_ Caesar, et al. :

The intervention of the fake Trotskyist
Socialist Labour League (SLL) was characterised
by a cretinist faith that somewhere there was a
"growing movement for an all out fight' (Workers
News, March 14, 1974) and an economist fixation
with the full log of claims. The SLL claimed
that the fight for the $30 was the key, though
in fact flat wage rises will not combat the
threat of inflation or unemployment. The SLL
has become so mesmerised by the final "crisis"
that it abandons the transitional programme and
grovels before the present reformist conscious-
ness of the working class.

. The only consistently revolutionary inter-
vention in the campaign was made by supporters of
the Spartacist League working in the metal trades.

Continued on page seven
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UNA RESPUESTA A LOS PEQUENOBURGUESES
QUE DENIGRAN EL PAPEL FUNDAMENTAL
DEL PROLETARIADO INDUSTRIAL EN AMERICA.
LATINA

Ten cents.

Cuadernos Marxistas]
Documentos de la Spartacist League

No 2 Cuba y la Teoria Marxista.
Twenty-five cents.

No 3 Chile -- Lecciones del Frente Popular.
Fifty cents. '

Declaracion de Principios de la Spartacist
League. Ten cents.

SEND ORDERS AND PAYMENT TO:

Spartacist League,
GPO Box 3473,
Sydney, NSW, 2001.



