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For workersl revolution 
southern Africa • In 

Smash Portuguese 

imperialism 
The overthrow of the Caetano dictatorship in Portugal by 

'a military coup has focused attention upon the national liber­
ation struggles in the Portuguese African colonies of Angola, 
Mozambique and Guinea-Bissau. The coup itself was in large 
part precipitated by the Portuguese regime's inability to 
suppress the colonial nationalist movements. The solution 
offered by General (now President) Spinola is a proposal (under 
the guise of "self-determination") for a Lusitano-Africqn 
commonwealth, similar to the post-World War II French Union, 
as a form of pseudo-independence. 

This solution has been repudiated by the main guerrilla 
groups, and recently the talks between the PAIGC (African 
Independence Party of Guinea-Bissau and Cape Verde) and the 
interim government, which were seen as setting the guidelines 
for talks with the other nationalist groups, broke down. In 
Mozambique the nationalist forces have undertaken a generalised 
offensive, and in both Mozambique and Angola a major strike 
wave continues. 

The various protest groups, like the African Freedom 
Movement in Melbourne and the Southern Africa Liberation Centre 
in Sydney, have sought to use the publicity surrounding these . 
events to help build the demonstrations on South Africa Gold mine workers in South Africa. The South African proletariat has strategic 
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nationalistic and social-democratic proclivities of their main . 
activists these committees have adopted a quite uncritical, 
idolatrous attitude towards the southern African guerrilla 
movements. While calling for the independence of the Portuguese 
colonies and for the military victory of the nationalist 
guerrillas, the Spartacist League sees that it Is the duty of 
revolutionaries to struggle politically against the petty­
bourgeois leaderships of the independence movements, and 

alists, with control of most of the popu­
lation and three quarters of the area out­
side the cities declared independence. At 
this stage independence for. Guinea-Bissau 
is probably inevitable. 

roads leading west to Rhodesia. The 
threat to white-dominated Rhodesia's main 
outlet to the sea has prompted the covert 
intervention of Rhodesian mercenary army 
units against FRELIMO in the Tete prov­
ince. 

for the proletarian revolution, smashing capitalist property 
relations, necessary to bring the independence struggle to 
successful completion. 

Of the guerrilla movements in the three colonies the PAIGC 
in Guinea-Bissau, the smallest and least significant of the 
territories, has been the most successful. In 1973, the nation-

Of much greater imp9rtance is Mozam­
bique. The Liberation Front of Mozambique 
(FRELIMO) has made dramatic military gains 
during the last 18 months. Previously 
confined to a narrow area in the northern 
provinces, it has extended its activity 
south to the key port of Beira and the 

FRELIMO is clearly the only viable 
African political force in Mozambique at 
this point. But the nationalists are far 
from having complete hegemony. Pande­
monium broke out among striking dockwork­
ers when the Portuguese colonial minister 

Continued on page seven 

Builders' Labourers' Federation deregistered 

Bureaucrats' squabbles threaten building workers 
On Friday, June 21, the Builders' Labourers' 

Federation (BLF) was deregistered by the full 
bench of the Australian Industrial Court in Mel­
bourne. The decision is the latest result of a 
sustained attack by the Master Builders' Associa­
tion (MBA) on the NSW branch of the union which 
began in October 1973. While the state branches 
retain their registration within their states, 
the court's decision opens the way for the de­
registration of the NSW Branch, and the NSW MBA 
has already begun the process. W. Glover, an 
MBA industrial officer announced that: 

"Once the federation was deregistered as a 
State union, the association would 'refuse 
to deal with its officials', but would pro­
tect builders' labourers on the job and 
would deal with them through their job de­
legates." (Sydney Morning Herald. 22 June 
1974) 

In addition to this declared intention to smash 
lthe union and set up a scab branch, the MBA has 
taken provocative actions, organising armed 
guards at some construction sites and informing 
the building trades unions that they had orders 
to "shoot on sight" any "trespassers". The MBA 
is clearly out for blood. 

The MBA, hand in glove with the NSW Liberal 
Government, is determined to smash the NSW BLF 
because of its militant actions (especially over 
the last four years). The extension of "green 
bans" to over $3000 million worth of construction 
in 1973 was the last straw for the MBA, which in 
October saw its chance to move in for the kill 
when the leadership of the NSW BLF (primarily 
Mundey, Owens, and Pringle -- a "left" social 
democrat) imposed a green ban to preserve the 
historical virginity of the Rocks area in 
Sydney. This move was resented by the bulk 
of the trade-union bureaucracy (including the 
Melbourne-based BLF General Secretary 
Gallagher and Clancy of the Building Workers' 
Industrial Union (BWIU)). 

The building industry, covered by 11 separ­
ate unions and a confusing welter of state and 
federal awards, is nevertheless dominated by the 
BWIU (with about 45,000 members nationwide, 
covering primarily carpenters and bricklayers) 
and the BLF (with a national membership of about 
35,000). The BWIU is dominated by the respect­
ably reformist, prO-MOSCOW Socialist Party of 
Australia (SPA): BWIU Federal Secretary Pat 
Clancy is also President of the SPA, and the NSW 
BWIU leadership, headed by State Secretary Tom 
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McDonald, are predominantly SPA members. The 
Victorian and Federal BLF is run by Norm Galla­
gher, vice-chairman of the virulently national­
ist Maoist Communist Party of Australia 
(Marxist-Leninist) (CPA-ML), while its NSW branch 
stands under the green banner of Jack Mundey, 
new~y elected National President of the ex­
Stalinist, reformist Communist Party of Australia 
(CPA), with CPA member Joe Owens as BLF State 
Secretary. 

It is not only a crime but a devastating 
commentary on the pretensions of each of these 
three different self-proclaimed "revolutionary" 
organisations that, for no reason other than the 
reformist blind alleys they have led building 
workers into, the BLF is in real danger of a de­
cisive defeat which would weaken the entire work­
ing class. 

The danger does not stem directly from the 
deregistration itself, the effects of which can 
be defeated by a united trade-union defence 
against any attempt by the bosses to use it. At 
this point the trade-union bureaucracy as a whole 
has an interest in maintaining that defence both 
to prevent the use of deregistration against 
themselves, and to guard their image as mili­
tants. So the declarations of (future) support 
by the BWIU, the Building Trades Group of unions 
(BTG) in NSW, and the Australian Council of 
Trade Unions (ACTU) are not entirely empty. 

On the other hand, Gallagher's cheerful 

Continued on page four 
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editorial notes 
Revolutionaries and 
ALP funds 

Spartacist critical support to Labor in 
elections is a tool to fight reformism in the 
working class. Despite the ALP's role as the 
major roadblock to the Australian revolution, we 
seek to stand with the working class which sup­
ports it as the best existing expression of class 
unity. 

Critical support involves the use of every 
possible opportunity to expose the disastrous 
leadership and policies of the ALP. It does not 
merely mean a vote for ALP candidates, but also 
support for granting funds by trade unions and 
student bodies to Labor electoral campaigns. 

Spartacist supporters at LaTrobe University 
(Melbourne) missed a useful opportunity in the 
debate around the question of spending $2000 in 
support of the recent electoral campaign. They 
saw the need to fight Labor's treacherous leader­
ship, but failed to use the most effective 
weapon: a vote for such use of funds, together 
with a fight for an amendment to have the finance 
spent on critical support based on a class­
struggle program. Whether or not such an amend­
ment passes, the Spartacist League supports do­
nations by student bodies and trade unions to ALP 
election campaigns. 

There are, of course, forms of "critical 
support" which do not take up a struggle against 
the leadership of the ALP. ·The Spartacists cor­
rectly opposed such a motion at LaTrobe, moved by 
supporters of the Socialist Workers Action Group/ 
Revolutionary Communists, based on a program not 
qualitatively to the left of that of the current 
leadership of the Labor Party, a program which 
certainly failed to go beyond the bounds of capi­
talism .• 

Cringing CPA bars critics 

ing stream of accusations of "Stalinism" is ren­
dered a trifle ludicrous by their own material. 
The Workers News artic~e (20 June 1974), entitled 
"Stalinist Congress: Class line drawn" says that 
"The Congress ... marked a further sharp turn to 
the right. Jack Mundey, who believes the Soviet 
Union is state capitalist and therefore no better 
than the imperialist countries, was elected 
National President." Yet the CPA is still held 
to be an agent of the Moscow bureaucracy! It is 
time for even the SLL to face reality on this 
question and come to the conclusion that the CPA 
has achieved, in independence from Moscow. a form 
of reformism which is capable of being grosser 
than even Stalinism. • 

. . . and so does SWL/SYA 
In recent months the Socialist Workers 

League/Socialist Youth Alliance have been trying 
to fight against their own unjustified bureau­
cratic expulsion from the Young Labor Associ­
ation (YLA). Now they use the same methods 
against YLA members (and also the Spartacist 
League) as have been used against them, showing 
the fundamental unity between the left-bureau­
cratic reformists of the SWL/SYA and the right­
bureaucratic reformists of the YLA. 

That the Spartacist League was allowed a to­
ken "press representative" at the Queen's Birth­
day weekend conference of the SYA in Melbourne 
did not prevent a correspondent of the wretched 
bourgeois Nation Review (21-26 June 1.974) from 
taking a good point allowed to him by the SYA: 

"You would expect after getting a leaflet 
inviting you to the trotskyite orientated 
Socialist Youth Alliance's 5th conference 
'Public Rally', that the words 'public 
rally' would mean just that. Instead, when 
I turned up last Saturday ten minutes before 
the advertised starting time of 8 pm, I 
found the door blocked by four men vetting 
the wouldbe audience. 
"About 20 people were demanding entry. Half 
were 'from the Spartacist League, an extreme 
hardline trotskyite group which disagrees 
wi th the SYA party line of 'entrism'." 

The Communist Party Queen's Birthday weekend 
24th Congress started with an "open session" '_"",' .. ~ ~._T~e.ou:er- .gI;owp.-he.~.~~iuded .. -was.-...tQe;. 
open, that is, to the bourgeois press and every- Vlctorlan YLA. 
one else (including representatives of both Well ... perhaps there weren't quite ten 

Spartacists hammering at the door, and perhaps 
the rodent from the Nation Review got the Sparta­
cist position on entrism wrong (we're certainly 
not against entrism in principle -- see the ar­
ticle on the labour parties in this issue) but 
the SYA has certainly managed to irk one of the 
liberals it's always trying to cosy up to. 

halves of the "United Secretariat of the Fourth 
International", the Socialist Workers League and 
the Communist League) except the Spartacist 
League and the Socialist Labour League. The CPA 
knows how it wants to be reported, and it knows 
who it can trust to report the way it likes. 
Among the guards protecting the Congress from the 
fearsome SL and SLL was one CPA member who claim­
ed proudly to be a law enforcement officer for a 
commonwealth service, and admitted to having the 
power to make arrests. Nice bloke to have around 
as a bouncer! 

The SLL was quite correct, but not, perhaps, 
entirely consistent to protest loudly about its 
exclusion from the "open" session. Problem is 
that the SLL itself is not without responsibility 
for the current disease of exclusionism. in the 
Australian left. They have consistently excluded 
the Spartacist League from their own "public" 
forums and classes since January 1973. The pro­
tests of hypocrites have a slightly pathetic 
ring. 

The SLL's belief that the CPA is suf­
ficiently exposed by little more than a continu-
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The SLL managed to add to the hypocrisy ex­
posed above on the CPA conference by complaining 
in the same article that outside the SYA confer­
ence they were called, inter aUa, "provoca­
teurs". Certainly an outrageous slander, we 
agree, to suggest without evidence that a tend­
ency in the workers movement consists of police 
agents! But the SLL is not in a very good pos­
ition from which to complain. In their Workers 
News of 21 March 1974 they brazenly called the 
SL provocateurs. (See Asp no 8) • 

Cl, CPA reject united 
front against racist Act 

The Communist Party of Australia (CPA) can 
now share some of the Communist League's (CL) 
credit for undermining attempts to build a united 
front campaign against the Queensland Aborigines 
and Torres Strait Islanders' Act 1971. In their 
efforts to fight the Spartacist League both tend­
encies have displayed an amazing mixture of sec­
tarianism and opportunist do-goodism by demanding 
that supporters of the campaign must not only 
agree to oppose the Act, which denies basic demo­
cratic rights to the blacks who fall under its 
jurisdiction, but also agree in Melbourne with 
the "principle" of "self-determination for 
blacks", and in Sydney "black 'control over black 
affairs" (whatever they are). 

At a meeting called in Melbourne on May 13, 
ostensibly to establish an organising committee 
around. the slogan "Smash the Act", the CL argued 
that adherence to the "principle" of "self­
determination for blacks" was implicit in the 
anti-Act campaign. The Spartacist League ex­
plained that this could have disastrous conse­
quences as self-determination applies to nations 
and is inapplicable to the situation of Aborigi­
nals. To their sectarian concept of a united 
front for broad programmatic principles, we 
counterposed the Leninist conception of the 
united front, in which groups with different pro-

grams can agree to fight for a specific aim. The 

I CL showed how terribly serious they are about 
their claimed objective of smashing the Act by 
refusing to work with the Spartacist League on 
any basis other than the totally unacceptable one 
of self-determination for blacks. 

Members of the Communist League claimed that 
things would be different in Sydney as they want­
ed a real united front, but when Denis Freney of 
the CPA argued at a 19 June Sydney meeting that 
"black control over black affairs" must be a 
"principle" of the "united front against the 
Act", he was fully supported by the CL and a mo­
tion was passed basing the committee on that 
principle. Again the Spartacist League expressed 
its desire to participate in a campaign against 
the Act, and its opposition to being excluded 
from the united front by the imposition of an im­
possible utopian classless programmatic con, 
dition. 

The Spartacist League opposes the racist 
legislation, lind although we cannot be part of a 
committee organised on this basis, we will par­
ticipate in demonstrations and other activities 
it organises against the Act. -The CL-CPA's ex­
clusions from their fake united fronts -- in fact 
rotten blocs for propaganda -- are attempts to 
impose their policies bureaucratically on other 
groups, rather than to fight politically .• 

CL backs 
idiot terrorism, 
criminal massacre 

Implicit in the Communist League's (CL) 
lauding of the Symbionese Liberation Army's (SLA) 
"heroic ... attempts to smash capitalism" and 
ability to evade the repression of the US state 
apparatus (Militant 3 June 1974) is the notion 

: that without a revolutionary party the mobilised 
working class, using the same methods, will 
smash the bourgeois state with ease. However, 
the SLA's demise at the hands of brutal storm­
trooper Los Angeles police dramatically shows how 
misplaced their optimism was. 

Actually the SLA is/was not a left political 
organisation but a cultist grouping using semi­
political rhetoric to justify irrational out~ 
bursts of violence. Nothing was achieved by the 
SLA other than the waste of the lives of its 
yjctim~ and of its members~ 

Despite the SLA's unsavory character the 
Spartacist League stood for defence of their 
bourgeois democratic rights (including trial by 
jury) against police violence, but were it a left 
political organisation it would have been neces­
sary to defend them unconditionally against the 
state, whilst opposing the strategy of terrorism. 

Individual terrorism is incapable of gene­
rating fundamental social changes, as at best it 
leads the masses into passivity -- substituting a 
heroic liberator for the revolutionary mobilisa­
tion of workers and other exploited layers. 

The CL has on occasion given a blanket en-
dorsement to terrorism: 

"the principle approach of Marxists in 
Australia is to defend and justify the 
actions of oppressed people everywhere 
in their struggles to overthrqw imperial­
ism ... therefore, we say that there are 
no 'innocent·s' who are the victims of 
'terrorism'. If one represents, or isa 
beneficiary of, or believes oneself to be 
a beneficiary of, a system that oppresses 
a nation or a class -- be they Israeli 
athletes, Protestant Ulstermen or French 
Algerian colons -- then they are just as 
much a part of that oppression as the 
police, the courts, or the capitalists 
themselves." (MiUtant 13 October 1972) 

Consistency is not, however, a virtue of 
the CL and in a later ~litant (22 January 1973) 
they printed without comment an interview attack­
ing Black September and terrorism in general. 
But now the CL has swung back again, and in their 
3 June ~litant they justify the killing of the 
high school students at Maalot by stating that 
they were "up and coming Zionists". 

No doubt their Israeli comrades, Matzpen­
Marxist, who are predominantly young people, will 
be pleased to know that the CL, by endorsing in­
discriminate and racist killings, has ruled that 
they are legitimate targets for terrorists. 

Despite the senselessness of the Palestinian 
terrorists their indiscriminate raid at Maalot 
pales before the orgy of violence perpetrated by 
the Zionist state against the Palestinian refugee 
camps in Lebanon in "retribution". 

If the CL had the courage of its convictions 
then in Australia they would be killing racist 
workers, trade union bureaucrats, bourgeois poli­
ticians and their sons and daughters. Their en­
thusiasm for terror, hpwever, only extends to 
that outside their own province where it cannot 
get them into too much trouble .• 
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Rightist Takeover Looms in Ceylon 
by Edm1A1ld Samarakkody 

Special Report , ... ...,... 
COLOI4BO, May 2-A sharp change 
has taken. place in the political sit­
uation bere. Tbe rigbtest forces led 
by the older and more conservative 
bourgeois party (United National 
,Parly) have now ~gun tomobWse 
with the perspective of ending the 
coalition government [of Mrs. Ban­
daranaike's Sri Lanka F r e e do m 
Party, along with the reformist 
LSSP and CP] and smashing the 
'WOrking-class movement .and the 
left. in the context of the coalition­
ist and reformist politics of the 
working-class leaders, it means that 
the working class and the left parties 
face an unprecedentedly grave situ­
ation, unless these forces are able 
to speedily reorient themselves, 
forge a new revolutionary leaderShip 
and march forward for the revolu­
tionary conquest of power. The al­
ternatives of proletarian revolution 
or the triumpb of counterrevolution 
are sharply and urgently posed on 
the Ceylon scene today. 
, The LSSP L Lanka Sama Samaja 

Party] betrayers and their stalinist 
friends bave so well practised class 
collaboration through the coalition 
government during the last f 0 u r 
years-weakening seriously the 
working class and politically dis­
orienting it-that the forces of capi­
talist r e ac ti on have gathered 
strength and are already taking the 
first steps (in the perspective of a 
confrontation to end the coalition and 
smash the working class and the 
left) toW8.1'Qs.the rea1isation of their 
new solution: a naked capitalist 
dictatorship. 

The UNP and its allies in the 
parliamentary ,opposition-lhe Fed­
eral Party (Tamil bourgeois), Tamil 
Congress (Tamil bourgeois), Ceylon 
Workers Congress (Thondaman) and 
some independent rightist parlia­
mentarians-stepped up their oppo­
sition to the coalition government 
with the deepening of the crisis of 
the economy and the worsening of the 
situation of the masses. Since the 
beginning of the year these rightist 
parties, backed by the ftDawasa ft and 
ftSun ft group of newsPapers, have 
been campaigning for civil disobedi­
ence as a protest against the acts 

and om'issions of the goverDJllent that 
have produced the increasing misery 
of the masses: increase of food 
prices, increase of the priceofker­
osene and petrol, increase in bus 
and train fares, increase in the 
prices of all commodities produced 
by government-owned factories and 
enterprises, etc •. These parties hl!-ve 
also' demanded that the government 
go to the polls at the end of the fifth 
year (next year), as againstthe gov-

ernment's decision to prolong the 
life of parliament for seven years. 

Pursuing these aims the rightist 
forces led by the UNP announced at 
the beginning of April that they would 
bold 150 pUblic meetings on April 21. 
Tbe government's reaction to this 
was to ban all these meetings. And 
when the UNP leader, Jayawardena, 
indicated that they would defy the 
ban, the government imposed a 
twenty-foUr hour curfew for April 
21 and also sealed the printing press 
of the ftDawasaft and -SUoft group of 
newspapers. ' 

There was speculation whether in 
this context the government would 
allow May Day meetings. There was 
however only a partial ban of meet­
ings on May Day. Only one trade­
union .meeting of the UNP was per­
mitted. But the UNP and its allies 
broke this ban and held several 
meetings; the police did not inter­
fere. The LSSP forces were the . 
largest in the. coalition's May Day. 
demonstration. 

perspective of the capitalist class 
is for a naked capitalist dictatorship. 

But why has the capitalist class 
decided to haVeMan end of coalition? 
Is there a real threat to capitalist 
rule in the immediate period ahead? 
Have the r e been mass mobilisa­
tions around an anti-capitalist 
orientation? 

Unlike the cases of IndOnesia and 
Chile, there bas not been during 
this four-year cQalition regime any­
tbingresembUtIg mass mobUisa­
tions. And 'tthue working-c I ass 
strikes, includi~ strikes in impor­
tant branches Ilf the economy, have 
occurred, they have not led to any 
sort of confrontation with the cap­
italist .class and .the government. 

However, the very success of the 

outset, empty of content even in the 
sphere of small concessions. The 
'WOrking class was cheated. While 
striking direct blows at the workers' 
living standards, the coalition gov­
ernment dangled before them the so­
c all e d anti-capitalist measures­
-income ceilings, - -land cellingsft 
-whicb were only measures in the 
interest of capitalist development. 

Thus it is now a question of 
settling the accounts between the 
forces of Cllpitalism and the forces 
of the working class and toilers. 

While the LSSP and CP leaders 
are shouting empty s log an s. of 
smashing -the fascists and reac­
tionary forces and of ending capi­
talism under the leaderShip of the 
working class, - they are lining up 

The government's explanation for 
its actions in relation to the cam­
paigning of the rightists is that fas­
cist forces have raised their head 
and were planning to organise vio­
lence for the overthrow of the coali­
tion government. Prime Minister 
Bandaranaike has used this theme to 
call upon the masses to come to the 
support of the government. Her 
claim was that the rightist forces 
are against the government because 
they have been adversely affected by 
the government's ftprogressive 
measures ft: land c e i Ii n g s, house Tampoe of Ceylon section, "United Secretariat" 
ceilings, income ceilings and se- coalition government in maintaining 

. VeH''"··tcax-&.t.~~j~&d on~.cla$.~,,.Jl~a.c,e,(b.()tbt.bl'ough coalition 
capitalists. politics and even more through the 

All pro-government trade-union use of and show of strength of the 
leaders h a v e issued statements armed forces) has cracked the base 
raising the spectre of ftfascist of- of the coalition regime. Bandara-
fensive, - expressing readiness to naike's politics-a ftrightful place" 
take to the streets with arms in hand for Buddhism, dethroning the Eng-
to fight these forces. In this regard lish language and enthroning Sin-
it is the LSSP that is most vocifer- halese as the -only state language 
ous on the need to mobilise the [to the exclusion of Tamil, the lan-
working-class forces to meet this guage of Ceyl0ll,'s·oppressedlndian-
threat from the rightists. It is re- derived minority], and the LSSP and 
ported that the LSSP Political Bu- CP promises of ftsocialism"-are 
reau has taken a decision to "form of no avail in keeping the working 
workers militias." class and the masses loyally in the 

The threat from the rightist for- camp of the coaljtion; on the con-
ces that have begun to mobilise is trary, the masses have now broken 
indeed real. But there is no -fas- with the coalition government by 
cist- movement today. Revolution- reason of the systematic blow struck 

Ceylon premier 
S. Bandaranaike 
meeting with 
Chou En-Ial. 

ary Marxists are only too familiar 
with the cries of -fascism-raised 
by the stalinists and other reform­
iSts to keep the masses chained to 
the chariot wheels of the so-called 
progressive bourgeoisie. Of course 
the ground is fertile for the growth 
of a fascist movement, and the fur­
ther evolution of the present right­
ist opposition movement could well 
lead to the 'formation of such cur­
rents. In any event, the need and 

against their living standards, the 
hopelessness of their present state 
and their possible fate from the fur­
ther continuation of the government. 
The capitalist Class can well see 
that, the coalition has outlived its 
usefulness. 

The capitalist class (including the 
-national bourgeoisie - t hat was 
baCking this government) can clearly 
see that the LSSP and CP leaders 
can no longer control the working 
class. The working class has come 
to the end of its tether. The pro­
coalition trade-union leaders were 
compelled, however hyPocritically, 
to take deciSions to launch a general 
strike to compel the government to 
grant their w;tge demands. And al­
though the government reacted to 
these mobilisations by granting a 
wage increase, the workers have al­
ready expressecf'their disappoint­
ment in that regard. Big class battles 
are in the offing. But the cap1t:alist 
class and the. -government h a v e 
reached the limit of any concessions 
on the wage front. It is thus that the 
organised working class is a terrible 
roadblock to capitalist class rule. 

The other side of the picture is 
that the working class needs, from a 
different direction, to end the coali­
tion. In fact what the working-class 
leaders in the coalition government 
got from this alliance was, from the 

behind the bourgeois leader, Mrs. 
Bandaranaike, who has mad e it 
abundantly clear that she looks to the 
armed force of the bourgeois state 
to resist the forces of capitalist 
reaction! The LSSP and CP leaders 
have already raised their familiar 
and treacherous slogans: "unity of 
the progressive for c e s," "Anti­
Fascist Peoples Front," etc. 

While most of the "left" groups 
have e c hoe d the LSSP and the 
S t a Ii n i s t s, Tampoe [head of the 
LSSP(R), Ceylon section of the 
-United Secretariat"] has not even 
made mention of the real threat 
from the forces of capitalist reac­
tion. He has impliCitly taken a po­
sition of unconcern whether it is the 
coalition or the UNP-led forces that 
will control state power. Tampoe's 
remedy is "rebuilding the left 
movement"! 

It is only the Revolutionary Work­
ers Party that has undertaken a 
Marxist analysis of the present de­
velopment. Understanding the dan­
ger of the mobilisation of the right­
ist forces for the smashing of the 
working class and the left parties, 
we have,expl$ed how the coalition 
government, with the active assis­
tance of the LSSP and CP; helped 
the growth of capitalist reaction 
and are still continuing to do so. 
We have explained that the struggle 
against the forces of capitalist re­
action cannot be undertaken by a 
capitalist coalition government; 
such a struggle can end in the defeat 
of the reactionary forces only on 
the condition that it is an anti­
capitalist struggle under the leader­
Ship of the working class, a strug­
gle that will mobilise all the forces 
of the working class ~d the toilers 
on the basis of an anti-capitalist 
program. There cannot be any ques­
tion of political support to the coa­
lition government. Concretely, we 
have called for the independent or­
ganisation of the working class to 
counter the grOwing forces of capi­
talist reaction, and have insisted 
on the imperative need to break 
from the coalition government._ 
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CONTINUED FROM PAGE EIGHT 

•. • labour parties 
debate over orientation to the BLP were those of 
affiliation and critical support. Both were 
applications of the turn represented by devel­
opment of the united front, the turn which 
prompted Lenin's polemics against the u1tra­
lefts, to root the Communist Parties in the mass­
es and to set the base of the reformist parties 
against the top. The SWL et al. use the same 

Jack Lang of the NSW Lang Labor Party 

misrepresentation of the labour parties to just­
ify opportunism in applying both tactics. 

The writings of Lenin and Trotsky against 
ultralefts who held back on principle from giving 
critical electoral support to the· labour parties 
are also used by the revisionists to justify mak­
ing it a matter of principle to give them criti­
cal support, and as a cover for emptying their 
"criticisms" of any revolutionary content. 

In earlier issues of Asp we analysed the 
SWL's (and the Hea1yite Socialist Labour League 
(SLL) 's) exaggeration of the meaning of Liberal­
CP coalition victory as compared with an ALP 
victory. Another example of the pandering to the 
parliamentary illusions of the working class, 
also shared by the Healyites and the Pabloists, 
is the argument that support for a revolutionary 
program is necessary merely as a means to keep the 
Liberals out of office: 

"If the ALP leadership presented a clear 
alternative to the Liberals and really led 
the working people and their allies in th&ir 
various struggles, Labor would be returned 
and the Liberals would never get elected 
again." (Direct Action, Special Election 
Supplement [1972]) 

Likewise, the SAL argues that "New Zealand work­
ers are correct in voting according to the belief 
that. a Labour government is preferable to a 
National government." (SESNZ, p 53) And no 
clearer expression of this idea can be found than 
'the following amazing example from Labor 
Challenge, the paper of the SWL-SAL's fraternal 
section in Canada (the League for Socialist 
Action): 

"The real issue in this election is what 
class will hold the reins of political 
power in Ottawa and what class interests 
will be defended and advanced by the next 
government .. ; Only the NDP [New Demo­
cratic Party, a right-wing social-demo­
cratic party] stands for the interests 
of the working people." (quoted in Direct 
Action, 9 November 1972) 

Only the NDP 1 If only the extremely crass, petty­
bourgeois reformists who head the NDP "stand for 
the interests of working people", then why does 
the LSA bother to exist~ Answer: the NDP re­
formists need a left cover. Here is the real 
content of the SWL's "critical support", which 
their Canadian co-thinkers express with start­
ling baldness. 

The election of such reformist labour 

Sptlrfacist 

governments in reality is a step forward only 
to the extent that it aids the exposure of the 
reformists before the masses. Support for them 
by the workers in many cases represents only re­
inforced illusions in the parliam,entary reform­
ism of these parties. Their exposure, far from 
being automatic, requires a revolutionary party 
to draw the lessons and provide an alternative. 
While the SWL calls for critical support for the 
ALP in order to pressure its leadership to the 
left, for Leninists the aim of critical support 
has always been to undermine support for the re­
formists, and recognise that the reformists will 
let themselves be pushed to the left only to 
maintain control of the masses when there is an 
upsurge. 

Entrism is a tactic which serves the same 
general purpose as critical support, but from 
within rather than from without. It is therefore 
applicable in a more limited range of situations. 
But the considerations of principle are the same. 

bor Party branches, where the petty-bourgeois 
membership has its base, ignoring entirely the 
organisations on which the working-class charac­
ter of the labour parties is based. Thus they 
accept the present consciousness and level of or­
ganisation in the working class, and the social­
democratic myth that the place for politics is 
the parliamentary labour parties and not the 
unions. 

Instead of a tactic rigidly limited in time 
span for the purpose of polarising the most 
class-conscious elements away from the reform­
ists, the SWL-SAL transform entrism into an abso­
lute historical necessity. The correct insight 
that revolutionaries must have an orientation to­
wards the mass organisations of the class is 
transformed into an immutable rule in favour of 
work inside the labour parties. Other groups are 
judged by the absolute rule of work within the 
labour parties: 

The tactic of entrism was never really "The electoral support given the Labour 
tested by the CPGB, whose application for affili- Party by the SUP [Socialist Unity Party 
ation was turned down by the BLP in 1920. An ex- NZ pro-Moscow Stalinist party] is deceptive. 
ample of bolshevik entries into mass reformist or The SUP ·sees itself as something separate, 
centrist parties was that of the Trotskyist move- and distinct from the Labour Party." 
ment in the 1930s, isolated from the masses by the (SESNZ, p 56) 
precipitous decline of the Comintern into reform- Naturally, the SAL would not be caught dead being 
ist betrayal (but retaining in the eyes of the distinct from the Labour Party reformists. And 
majority of workers the authority of the the SWL counterposes work inside the ALP in prin-
Bolshevik Revolution) and by vicious persecution ciple to work outside, unable to conceive 'of a 
by Stalinists and fascists alike. The general time when entry would not be applicable: 
crisis forced. many reformist fakers in th7 mass "Thus both the CPA and the Heal ites have 
workers part1es to move left, even mouth1ng . . . y 
"revolutionary" slogans in order t rna' t . ~h1S 1n common, a sectar1an attempt to pro-
control as the rank and' file were i~cre~~i~~~y Ject themselves as an alternative leadership 
thrown into struggle against the bourgeois order. ' 
Under these conditions, the Trotskyists in CONTINUED FROM PAGE ONE 
several countries entered leftward-turning 
social-democratic and centrist formations. 

Of particular interest are Trotsky's dis­
cussions of how the Independent Labour Party 
(ILP) should orient toward the BLP if the ILP 
were to pursue a revolutionary policy. In an ar­
ticle written in 1935, he posed the question as 
follows: 

"At this time the question whether to func­
tion inside the Labour Party or outside it 
is not a principled question, but a question 
of actual possibilities. In any case, with­
out a strong faction in the trade unions, 

• • • building workers 
reaction to the deregistration -- "Tremendous, at 
last they have cut the chains of arbitration from 
us" (quoted in the Australian, 22 June 1974) -­
is simply cheap bluster. In fact, the NSW MBA 
have committed themselves to an all-out attack 
on the union, and Gallagher and Owens, by pro­
claiming scabbing "impossible" (when only about 
60% of builders' labourers in metropolitan NSW 
are unionised), are not helping to mobilise 
against what might easily become a serious con­
frontation between the union and the bourgeois 

and consequently, in the Labour Party it- state. 
sed If, the ILP is 'doomed ~o.impotence even A particular necessity in the current situ-
to ay .... " (Trotsky, Wr1-t1-ngs, 1935-1936 . '., p 66')~.~tnpH~S'1'S"-nrofig"1fialr"~'''v'-.--,,'''':'.~ ··.~ii:,~n" to a~swer,tl:!,~thr.eat.,r:ep!:~sen!ed I;ly the 

MtiA s armed guards, 1S the organ1sat10n of armed 
The connection between trade-union work and work workers' defence squads. Workers must be pre­
within the BLP stemmed, as it does in the labour pared to defend themselves and the union if and 
parties today, from their historical and organis- when the employers decide to attack, at the same 
ational ties to the unions. In an interview time making it clear that it is the employers who 
later the same year, Trotsky strongly emphasised are responsible for the initiation of any vio-
the abSOlute necessity of revolutionary work in lence. 
the trade unions, if a s~ccessful entry in the The real danger is that the reformist a -
BLP was even to be conce1-vable. 'f' . . ppe t1tes 0 the trade-un10n bureaucracy w1ll 1n the 

"For the time may come when, in order to future lead to a betrayal of the BLF, whose de-
reach the masses, it must enter the Labour registration puts it at the mercy of that bureau-
Party, and it must have tracks laid for the cracy. And more importantly, these ~eformists --
occasion~ Only the experience that comes including the current BLF leadership -- are or-
from such [trade-union] fractional work can ganically incapable of defending the BLF when the 
inform the ILP if and when it must enter favourable conditions produced'by the construc-
the Labour Party. But for all its activity tion boom vanish. 
an absolutely clear program is the first The present campaign by the NSW MBA began in 
condition. A small axe can fell a large earnest with the deregistration application of 
tree only if it is sharp enough." (Trotsky, October 19 and was clearly ,timed to coincide with 
Writings, 1935-1936, P 71) the attempt to smash the Rocks ban, When a sub­

contractor (with the backing of the Sydney Cove 
Redevelopment Authority, Askin and the MBA) tried 
to use scab labour on a Playfair St demolition 
job in mid-October, the BLs occupied the site and 
declared a statewide strike. Askin, looking for 
a state election issue at the time, sent in the 
cops, and the bourgeois press echoed the MBA's 
anti-labour cries of "mob violence" attributed to 
the BLs. In fact the only violence was the 
result of police intervention. 

Leav1ng aside the state of the "axe" pos­
sessed by the SWL-SAL, which more resembles a 
piece of foam rubber, it is worth looking at what 
they say and do, as opposed to Trotsky. 

The most damning fact is that while they 
sometimes talk of the necessity of working in the 
trade unions, the SWL-SAL actually undertake no 
work in this crucial arena. (It is understood 
that revolutionary trade union work entails more 
than having a few silent members of trade unions 
or abstract propaganda from the outside.) They 
confine their activities exclusively to the La-
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"The council has already stated that the 
green bans will be reviewed and any decision 
it makes will be binding on the NSW branch. 
If the branch rejects this decision it will 
put itself outside the protection of the 
federation." (quoted in The Australian, 17 
November 1973) 



of the working class from outside the Labor 
Party rather than inside." (Direct Action, 
13 October 1972) 
The SAL and the SWL are compelled by the 

logic of their perspective to offer quite pa~ 
thetic displays of loyalty to the labour parties. 
After its proscription from the NZLP the SAL 
pleaded that it was completely incorrect to call 
the SAL a "political party", that the SAL was an 
organisation of Labour Party members "which un­
conditionally supports the Labour Party as the . 
political arm of the labour movement" (SESNZ, 
p 18). 'And for its part, the SWL proposed that 
all voting members of the ALP "should pledge 
simply that they are not supporters of any poli­
tical party other than the ALP" (Direct Action, 
28 June 1973). (According to these criteria, the 
SWL would exclude workers who are members of the 
CPA and other groups from their "all-inclusive" 
party! ) 

After World War II, the Fourth International 
was in a weakened state and disoriented by un­
anticipated developments, and became subject to 
revisionist disease, of which Michel Pablo was 
the chief purveyor, The central component of his 
attack on the Trotskyist program was a new con­
ception of entrism, for which he coined the 
phrase, "entrism sui generis [of its own kind]". 
Abandoning the perspective of short-term entry to 
split politically flawed working-class organisa­
tions on a hard programmatic basis as a tactic 
for building the Leninist vanguard party, Pablo 
postulated a deep entry for indefinite periods 
whose purposes would be to influence and pressure 
the leadership of these organisations to the 
left. This policy, which entailed not only org-

This clear threat to set up a scab branch in NSW 
was repulsed by Mundey, and Gallagher had to find 

anisational liquidation but the cessation of the 
struggle for the Trotskyist program, flowed from 
Pablo's conception of a changed balance of for­
ces, a product of his empiricist objectivism, 
which looked to the super-historical force of The 
Revolution to implacably carry the world forward 
to socialism, interpreting each new development 
as the motor force of this "inevitable trans­
formation. 

The opposition of those forces in the Inter~ 
national who resisted Pabloism, led by the Ameri­
can Socialist Workers Party (SWP), was incomplete 
and flawed, and initially, the SWP leadership 
merely argued that the "tactic" of Pabloist 
liquidation did not apply in the US. Although 
when they split abruptly in 1953, SWP leader 
James P Cannon denounced Pablo and Pabloism, the 
SWP never confronted the arch-Pabloist entry into 
the BLP of its ally in that split, the Healy 
group in Britain, who stayed in for 10 unproduct­
ive years. These flaws foreshadowed the quali­
tative degeneration of the SWP in the early 
1960s. ' 

This is the tradition that both the SWL and 
the SAL have adopted, as they were modelled on 
the SWP after its decline into servile reformism. 
The characteristic Pabloite objectivism underpins 
and reinforces the work of the two groups. The 
"current radicalisation", an ever-deepening re­
morseless process, and the development of the 
"mass anti-capitalist movements" (like the anti­
war, women's, and blacks' movements which are 
now neither particularly massive nor particularly 
anti-capitalist) become substitutes for the 
struggle to build a revolutionary leadership. 
Thus, according to the SWL, the ALP was revived 
as a mass party by the "mass protest movements" 

and the Labor victory is a by-product of the 
youth radicalisation (nothing to do with the 
class struggle!). The Pabloist conclusion is 
that the labour parties ought to reflect this in­
herently revolutionary process. The various de­
mands of the movements that the SWL-SAL are tail­
ing are brought together under the label of a 
"socialist Program", and the labour parties are 
warned that failure to adopt this reformist pro­
gram will jeopardise the chances of electoral 
success. Likewise the NZLP bureaucrats are 
solemnly warned that the purge of SAL supporters 
endangers Labour's electoral prospects (SESNZ, 
pp 14-15). This is Pabloism in the service of 
parliamentarist reformism. 

The objectivism of the SWL-SAL is quite 
clearly stated: "no number of back-room deal" 
can stop the politicos being thrust aside by the 
rising current of the new radicalisation" (Direct 
Action, 10 May 1973). No need to fight against 
the reformists the objective radicalisation 
will take care of them for you! 

The ultimate end-product of Pabloism taken 
to these extremes is outright Menshevism. The 
description of the labour parties as steps "along 
the road from bourgeois politics to independent 
working-class politics on the way to the revol­
utionary struggle for socialism" (Direct Action, 
30 June 1972) shows how the SWL-SAL have trans­
formed the development of these reformist parties 
into a necessary historical stage. Referring to 
the question of a labour party in the United 
States, Direct Action muses, 

" ... the labour party is a necessary c~ass 
Continued on page ~ix 

crat who feels threatened by the boat-rocking of way for an attack by the employers the Mundey 
the NSW Branch and by rivals for power like leadership has achieved short-term success. 
Mundey. In an implicit pact wit~ the central It is significant that Mundey, Gallagher and 

. . labour bureaucracy to keep the l1d on ~ank-and- Clancy all claim to support green bans, although 
Gallagher made a pretence of.m1l1tant op~o- file militancy, Gallagher was elected to the ACTU Clancy is for a more staid approach than Mundey's 

other means to pursue it. 

sition to the deregistration hear1ng by re~us1ng executive at the 1973 ACTU Congress, replacing and Gallagher, from his vantage point on the ACTU 
to comply with the MBA's.attempt to cal~ h1m.as Clancy. In order to hide his real role, Galla- executive, thinks some are "unjustified and 
a witness against the un10n .. But when 1t SU1tS. gher relies heavily on the Maoist variety of re- stupid" (quoted in The Australian, 20 October 
him he has no qualms about g01ng to. the bourge01s formism to provide a left cover for his conserva- 1973). It is also significant that they have won 
state for assistance, as shown by h1s next steps. tive unionism. For the parliamentarist reformism support from at least three Federal Labor minis-
First, as an excuse for his attempts to wreck the of Clancy, Mundey or ACTU President Bob Hawke, ters Cameron, Cass, and Uren (the latter respon-
NSW branch he began an investigation into charges the CPA(ML) substitutes social-chauvinism -- re- sibl~ for appointing Mundey to the government 
of financial corruption in the NSW branch made by formism based on virulent nationalism. Galla- Cities Commission advisory committee from which 
a branch member, Joe Ferguson. Then, long before gher's allegiance to the bureaucratic caste in he has lately resigned to assume the presidency 
the charges could be substantiated, in a letter the Chinese workers state is a convenient way of of the CPA). Although particular projects which 
dated 6 February 1974, Gallagher and the Fed~ral sounding revolutionary while in,practice opposing immediately affect the safety, comfort and living 
Management Committee (FMC) told the MBA "As from revolution. Clancy's fealty to Moscow serves conditions of workers should be fought, for 
12 noon this day all right of entries of the precisely the same function for him. Marxists, most of Mundey's green bans are not 
officials of the N~w. S04E.h".!i~J,e~",~ranc~_J1<l;,v,~)?~e_--c~ __ ._'''-''''''.H ; ... '" ,.. •. .... ',",,.,,... .. ,.. ,~_.~ ~ ,suppor;1;,ab'l~ ...$.ol1le, sU,ch as those based purely on 
withdrawn by the Federation urihl Iurther no- The feJa' between the ~ ~aucrats and preservation of "natural beauty" and that at the 
tice." Fortunately, the NSW BLF have been able those of the BWIU and BTG 1n part reflects the Rocks based solely on historical nostalgia, are 
to impose recognition of right of entry; to re- different layers in the proletariat. the member- an appeal to utopian anti-technological senti-
move it would effectively destroy the 'branch. ships of the unions generally compr1se. The ments. Thus Mundey in his election campaign in 
Then, at a 27 February FMC meeting in Sydney, a building tradesmen merge into the skilled labo~r May came out "against unfettered economic 
resolution was passed which included the follow- aristocracy, while the semi or unskilled growth". Moreover it is quite utopian for work-
ing: builders' . labourers, including much casual. labour ers to try to take responsibility' for protecting 

h f h NSW B h t and offer1ng less stable employment, have 1n- the e.vironment under capitalism "4. In t e event 0 t e ranc no ... 11 • 

agreeing to have their books audited, the cluded m~ny m1grants, but ~lso.part1hal °lutcasts Similarly, victimisation of residents, par-
. and marg1nal elements merg1ng 1nto t e umpen . f d' f th 'ddl General Secretary be 1nstructed to seek a. 't1cularly 0 oppresse sect10ns 0 e m1 e 

Court Order compelling the NSW Branch to proletar1at. class or workers, should be opposed. But the 
carry out the rules of the union." In the NSW BLF, the then-Stalinists of the proletariat has no interest in maintaining t~e, 
(undated leaflet, entitled "Protect workers' CPA gained office only in the early 1960s by cam- living patterns so ~ear,to ~he petty-bourge01s1e 
money", authorised by Gallagher) paigning as militants against right-wing anti- ~d foste~ed by cap1tal1st 1deology. In a pre-

Gallagher's rhetoric about "armed re.vo,lution" communists who had presided over a long period of V10US arhcle (ASp. no 4, 14 NhovemMuber
d 

1973)f wthe 
d · I . ., th' 't' th new drew upon Engels' scorn for ten eys 0 e against the bourgeois state which'he enjoys ec11ne. n ma1nta1n1ng e1r POS1 10n e. . h . Qu t' 

s out in in interviews with'the bourgeois press bureaucrats had to espouse a militancy which , nmeteen~h.ce~turr. 1n On,t e"HouS1.-ng es 1.-on. 
(;ee Na;iona~ Times, 10-15 December 1973) brought confrontations with th~ st~te, someth1ng "Such P~1l17t1ne7 we sa~d, .. :want t? pressure 
counts for nothing when his bureaucratic appe- intolerable to the Labor Counc1l h1erarchy, both the cap1ta11sts 1nto mak1ng the1r ~rof1ts.by h 

' left and ri ht what Engels contemptuously called supplY1ng eac tites require him -- 1n effect -- to threaten to g . k r 'th a little house of his own. "' 
call in the cops. It is also a sign of Galla- Because of their isolation from the rest of ~~d:y,~1further conception of a populist al-
gher's total lack of support among the rank and the trade-union bureaucracy, the CPA's BLF of- liance of the "community" against the developers 
file of the NSW branch that he must find such ficials have needed a form of reformism which rests on a subordination of the working class to 
allies as Martin and the state apparatus. could maintain their militant image to the ranks middle-class reformism, and through the Resident 

But whatever the truth of the charges, no 
amount of corruption is worth destroying the 
union in NSW, or removing its officials over the 
heads of the membership -- and in no case can 
Gallagher's despicable appeal to the class enemy 
be justified. Revolutionaries must defend the 
NSW branch against Gallagher's attempt at bureau­
cratic suppression. (Having been rejected by the 
Equity Court on March 1 on a technicality, the 
allegations remain unsettled.) 

The labour lieutenants of capital in trade­
union officialdom comprise a definite layer with-, 
in the workers movement whose task is to police 
the workers when the class struggle exceeds cer­
tain limits. But there are variations and 
shadings within this layer which sometimes makes 
one class traitor appear more committed to the 
interests of the proletariat than his colleagues. 

The inter-bureaucratic divisions in the 
building trades are differences only of degree. 
In this epoch of capitalist decay, long-term, 
stable reforms within capitalism cannot be won. 
Attempting to hold together the rotten fabric 
of capitalism with patchwork, reformists habitu­
ally substitute appeals to the bourgeois state 
for the class struggle. They can at best rep­
resent only the fragmentary interests of sections 
of the working class which, limited to the frame­
work of capitalism, are inevitably pitted against 
one another. 

Gallagher's actions are those of a bureau-

• Norm ~a 11 agher • Pat Clancy 

and at the same time find them protection in high 
places. The green bans fit the bill, and Mundey 
carefully led the BLF into an ongoing alliance 
with the liberal bourgeoisie for rational capi­
talist town-planning. So far, this reformist 
ruse has met with success from Mundey's point of 
view. But his own prominence (and resulting pull 
within the bureaucracy) was achieved by sacri­
ficing the political independence of the 
builders' labourers, and by erecting obstacles 
between BLs and other unionists and dissipating 
BLF militancy in either minor reform struggles or 
useless, utopian environmental campaigns whose 
net effect is harmful. In short, by paving the 

Action Groups, to a section of the bourgeoisie. 
Although Gallagher, Clancy and Mundey all 

make a fetish out of unity, real class unity is 
in the long run possible only if it is based on 
the revolutionary interests of the working class 
as a whole. Clancy and the other Stalinists in 
the BWIU are interested in unity only so far as 
it extends their bureaucratic control -- "unity" 
with their friends like Ducker on the Labor Coun­
cil. 

An industry-wide union is an elementary need 
of building workers, the absence of which results 
in artificial divisions on the job site. The 
construction of an industrial union hinges on the 
unification of the BWIU and the BLF, the two 
largest unions covering construction workers. 
But while all elements of the BWIU and BLF bu­
reaucracy are committed on paper to industrial 
unionism "in principle", no progress has been 
made since the Carpenters and Bricklayers merged 
in 1942. In fact, the policies of both the NSW 
BLF and the Federal and NSW BWIU leadership have 
created obstac~es to unification and perpetuated 
the traditional trade divisions which weaken 
building workers in every conflict with the 
bosses. 

Clancy attacks the BLF leadership for div­
isiveness in pursuing their green bans, but what 
he really resents is the builders' labourers' 
militancy. That is why he and Ducker so often 
attack the BLs in almost identical terms (as they 

Continued on page six 
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•• • labour parties 
experience for Ameriaan ~orkers in their 
political development along the road to in­
dependent political action and the revol­
utionary struggle for socialism." (Direat 
Aation, 9 November 1972) (emphasis added) 

Trotsky recognised no such metaphysic: 

" ... 1 will never assume the responsibility 
to affirm abstractly and dogmatically that 
the creation of a labor party would be a 
'progressive step' even in the United 
States, because I do not know under what 
circumstances, under what guidance, and for 
what purposes that party would be created." 
(Leon Trotsky on the Labor Party in the 
United States, Letter from Prinkipo, 19 May 
1932, 'p 7) 

What are the conditions and methods of bol­
shevik work inside such parties? While some con­
iitions may make work within the labour parties 
essential at some times, it is not a tactic for 
revolutionary groups to undertake lightly. In 
Jrder for a small revolutionary organisation to 
~ithstand the immense pressure to become absorbed 
into the soft left-reformist "oppositions" in the 
labour parties, three preconditions are essen­
tial. It must possess a hard core of tested 
cadre with a clear revolutionary program; it must 
be able to maintain its continuity by continuing 
its propaganda as the nucleus of a revolutionary 
party; and it must have the guidance of an inter­
national party, without which the pressure for 

CONTINUED FROM PAGE FIVE 

•• • building workers 
did over the Rocks strike). The BWIU leadership 
have attempted to seal their membership off from 
the militancy of the BLs by successfully nego­
tiating with the MBA for a separate agreement 
guaranteeing BWIU members five days' work or five 
days' pay when the BLF goes on strike. Tom 
McDonald described this as a "major break­
through", and the. Building Worker says that the 
agreement's provisions "impose a serious handicap 
on building bosses rushing into use of lock-out 
tactics in future disputes." On the contrary, it 
will enaourage tradesmen to scab when the 
builders' labourers go on strike. It violates Z :, ,''''''''~:d 
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BLF march in Sydney last October. 
Joe Owens fourth from left, holding banner. 

. the most basic- principle- of the class struggle 
an injury to one is an injury to all. 

Clancy is able to use the actions of the NSW 
BLF leadership to rationalise his treachery, as 
the BLs make little attempt to mobilise tradesmen 
on the site in support of strikes when they oc_ 
cur, and are organically incapable of exposing 
their fellow reformist, Clancy, before the ranks 
of the tradesmen's unions. In addition, ,on oc­
casion strikes or bans have been imposed without 
consulting the other workers on the site, a re­
pudiation of workers democracy which Clancy is 
able to exploit. 

It is an extremely important fact that the 
successful regeneration of the BLF nationally, 
which in 1960 was down to 12,000 members and in 
serious debt and is today relatively prosperous 
with 35,000 members, was based on a boom in the 
construction industry that created shortages of 
both skilled and unskilled labour. The employers 
recognise the inevitability of militancy in these 
conditions and look forward to a time when un­
employment will give them a weapon against the 
unions, especially the BLF. An article in an 
Australian supplement on the building industry 
(18 February 1974) reports, 

"Employers attribute the high level of in­
dustrial unrest to overfull [1] employment 
under which building employees can pick and 
choose where and when they will work. 
"But they foresee a slump in the building 
industry this year brought about by high 
interest rates on home loans. This more 
than anything will take industrial unrest 
off the boil, they say." 
With this open threat, the need for a class­

struggle leadership to replace Gallagher-Clancy­
Mundey is urgent. But there is at present no 
real alternative for workers within the building 
unions. The organised opposition to Gallagher in 

, the Victorian. branch .consists of the' Rank and 
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opportunist adaptation to a purely national pers­
pective will in the long run inevitably prevail. 

The purpose of work within such parties is 
to polarise them, separating out the most ad­
vanced, class-conscious workers from the bour­
geois program of the reformists. Certain things 
flow from this. Such manoeuvres as entrism are 
only temporary, and it is most dangerous to adopt 
the perspective of an indefinite stay. No com­
promise in program is acceptable for the purpose 
of staying inside, although purely organisational 
concessions may be necessary. 

In order for work within the labour parties 
to be productive for a revolutionary' organis­
ation, it must be able to intersect a real ex­
pression of class conflict·within these parties. 
Thus it may well have been pointless to carry out 
a tactical turn toward work in the ALP during the 
early 1950s, a period of muted class struggle 
with a politically inactive working class, having 
suffered a series of betrayals, and with the re­
stabilisation of capitalism during the Korean war 
boom following the post-WWII crises. But, for 
example, the time of the Lang Labor Party during 
the Depression, the immediate postwar period 
and the late 1960s with the rise of the Socialist 
Left, could have provided opportunities, with 
phenomena like Lang and the Socialist Left re­
flecting significant developments in the class 
struggle. In New Zealand, an entry into the NZLP 
could have enabled revolutionaries to expose the 
role of labour misleaders during important move­
ments of the class in the period of the Water­
front strike in the early 1950s. 

For other, programmatically deficient, oppo-

File Committee for Builders' Labourers, based 
originally around ex-Maoist Danny Purcell but now 
including supporters of the CPA in the Victorian 
branch. Claiming simply to be "honest workers", 
they present a program which does not exceed the 
reforms backed by left-wing bureaucrats gener­
ally. The fact that Gallagher opposes even some 
of these mild reforms (such as monthly stopwork 
meetings) and resorts to wild slander against 
the Committee (linking oppositionist John 
Dielenberg to the National Civic Council, de­
nouncing the Committee as "splitters", etc.) only 
shows the depth of Gallagher's servility. 

An example of the Committee'S program is 
their call (in their broadsheet, On Site) for a 
35 hour week, which argues merely that "this is 
in line with ACTU policy and can be obtained due 
to increased productivity brought about by mech­
anisation and-new 'labutJr"-savtng-'ttfclmiques :""" ~UJ: 
unless the call for a shorter work week is tied 
to the fight against unemployment, it degenerates 
into job-trusting in the face of redundancies due 
to automation. In their motivation for the de­
mand for full pay during lay-offs they say, 
"building workers should not be penalised due to 
industrial problems outside the industry." Thus 
the Committee accepts the existing atomisation of 
the working class, with no program to unite it. 
Furthermore, there is no trace in On Site of op­
pOSition to Gallagher's reactionary nationalism. 
The Rank and File Committee, if they gain office, 
will at best give his betrayals a more militant 
face. 

The Communist League (CL), one half of the 
divided, pseudO-Trotskyist "United Secretariat 
of the Fourth International" in Australia, has 
supporters in the NSW BLF, and purports to be-a 
left-wing pole in the union. But the CL's in­
ability to go beyond enthusing over militancy 
leads to an abdication of political struggle 
against the current misleaders. The result is 
that they tail the reformists, adapting their 
program to this end. The CL uses syndicalist 
arguments against union amalgamation. In refer­
ence to the AMWU they say 

"The particular form of amalgamation under 
the complete hegemony of reformist leaders 
has presented a neat, cohesive, organis­
ational handle for the employers' courts and 
Governments to grip the working class and 
hold it under check in a general sense." 
(Militant, 4 February 1974) 

Counterposing to amalgamation what amounts to a 
united front from below, the CL calls for site 
committees on all jobs in the building industry 
representing all workers on the job. By thus 
assuming in advance the domination of the bureau­
crats in an amalgamated building union, the CL 
misses the opportunity to expose the reformist 
misleaders of both the BLF and the BWIU. 

The CL's supporters in the BLF cannot play 
a revolutionary role because they abandon the 
transitional program, refusing to link the day­
to-day economic struggle to the need for prolet­
arian revolut·ion. According to the Militant, 
(15 April 1974): 

"Only the uprooting of the capitalist system 
of production for profit and its replacement 
by a planned socialist economy will solve 
the problems of the working class .... Only by 
struggling for soaialist poliaies through 
the independent organisation of the class 
can it achieve this goal. That is why it is 
necessary to intervene in the day-to-day 
struggles with a perspective which goes be-

sitions within the labour parties, there is a 
neaessary programmatia criterion for critical 
support or entry. That is, they must offer a 
program which, whatever its other limitations, on 
some key question is qualitatively to the left of 
the ruling bureaucrats. And in any case, the 
function of participation in or critical support 
for such furmations is not to promote the auth­
ority of leaders who can only betray the program· 
they claim to support, but to expose and dis­
credit them. 

Such considerations are totally foreign to 
the Pabloists of the SWL, who maintain a cosy co­
existence with George Crawford and Bill Hartley 
in the Victorian Socialist Left (at the moment, 
a largely defunct formation). 

The Leninist tactical arsenal is designed to 
enable rev~lutionists to propagate their program 
and win the working class to the banner of inter­
national socialist revolution. The utilisation 
of tactics such as critical support 'and entry de­
pends on the circumstances and opportunities. 
The development of the class struggle, the auth­
ority and strength of the revolutionists and the 
internal dynamics of the mass reformist parties 
must all be weighed in any tactical decision. 
Thus the possibility exists of a series of 
entries into the labour parties each bringing an 
accretion of forces to the revolutionary organis­
ation, or alternatively even of the revolution­
aries winning control of a labour party. But for 
revolutionists there are no immutable tactics, 
only the unwavering struggle against the mis­
leaders of the working class to construct a rev­
olutionary vanguard party .• 

yond the immediate demands and raises de­
mands around the theme of struggle of work­
ers' control." (emphasis in original) 

The CL equates socialism with workers' control, 
in order to avoid raising a program that goes 
beyond workers control, and counts on rank-and­
file organisational forms to miraculously gener­
ate revolutionary consciousness. Because of its 
opportunist syndicalism the CL can only serve as 
a left pressure on more militant alternative bu­
reaucrats like the Rank and File Committee in 
Victoria or reformists like Mundey. 

An effective opposition to Gallagher-Clancy­
Mundey and their left tails can only take the 
form of caucuses in the BLF and BWIU which oppose 
them on the basis of the transitional program -­
the only program based on the objective necessity 
for the proletariat to'overthrow the capitalist 
system, and connecting the immediate problems 
workers face with that task. In the building 
trades, that program can answer the recession 
threat as well as the instability which plagues 
the industry by supporting not only job perma­
nency, but union hire and industrial action 
against layoffs. Instead of accepting unemploy­
ment, it must demand a sliding scale of hours to 
eliminate redundancies. The CL calls for workers' 
control of prices, a concept as utopian and re­
formist as Mundey's idea that workers can control 
the environment under capitalism. Prices can be 
controlled only in a collectivised economy. To 
advocate it is an idiot capitulation to syndical­
ist glorification of rank-and-file organisation. 
But a revolutionary leadership would organise 
commi,ttees on prices to expose the real sources 
of price increases -- the capitalists' drive for 
profits -- and fight for a real cost-of-living 
escalator to safeguard workers' living standards 
against inflation. 

A revolutionary caucus would propose con­
crete steps toward building-union amalgamation in 
order to expose the bureaucrats who give lip­
service to industrial unionism. The caucus must 
not be satisfied with negotiations between of­
ficials, but must demand safeguards for union 
democracy and the autonomy of militant branches, 
while using every means to achieve unity in prac­
tice on the job site. 

Mundey and his followers talk about workers" 
control in terms of deciding what will be built 
where. But no rational decisions can be made on 
these questions without a centralised plan -­
that is, unless workers have state power. Mundey 
finds this illusory rhetoric useful as a left 
cover for his reformism, because in reality it 
cannot be implemented. But workers' control of 
job conditions, of hiring and of the actual pro­
cess of construction can be both an effective 
defence of workers' immediate interests and an 
answer to the bosses' attempt to use their bour­
geois property rights to hold society to ransom. 
A part of workers' control is the demand that the 
construction firms open their books to inspection 
by workers' committees whenever protests of pov­
erty are used to refuse workers' demands. 

Workers' control poses the question of capi­
talist property relations, but is incapable of 
resolving it. A revolutionary caucus would raise 
the call for the expropriation of the construc­
tion firms under workers control, and to put an 
end to the system of production for profit, the 
expropriation of the capitalist class as a whole 
and the establishment of a real workers govern­
ment to rationally plan production in the 
interests of society .• 
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• • • Africa 
tried to end the trouble with a 46% wage rise (to 
$3.60 a day) and the. promise that "your brothers 
are coming to govern you". The 3000 strikers re­
fused to return to work, obviously unconvinced 
that promises of a black 20vernment would solve 
their problems (New York Times, 2~ May 1974). 

The 200,000 Portuguese settlers in Mozam­
bique are an obstacle to any settlement which 
promise& independence to the 8 million blacks. 
Already various groups of rightist settlers have 
been formed similar to the Algerian pieds nairs' 
OAS (Secret Army Organisation). No doubt they 
could count on the sympathy of some officers for 
a breakaway white-dominated regime. But the key 
to the situation in Mozambique is South Africa; 
without its military support a settler regime 
would soon fall. 

South Africa already has 2000 troops in 
Mozambique (mainly around the Cabora Bassa dam 
which is being built with South African capital) 
and has, since 1965, been part of a secret de­
fence agreement with Portugal and Rhodesia to 
protect southern Africa "against nationalist and 
communist subversion" (Eduardo Mondlane, Struggle 
for Mozambique). There are also NATO contingency 
plans to intervene in southern Africa to defend 
the present regimes under the guise of protect­
ing the sea lanes. South Africa also has an 
interest in continuing the flow of contract la­
bourers (100,000 to 150,000 annually, mostly from 
Mozambique) for low-paid and dangerous work in 
its mines. South African intervention to pre­
serve white rule in southern Mozambique is a 
clear possibility. 

Angola is by far the richest of the col­
onies. The small enclave of Cabinda to the north 
of Angola has valuable oil fields and iron ore, 
diamonds and coffee are lucrative and growing in­
dustries in Angola itself. But it is in Angola 
that t~e nationalist guerrillas' struggle has 
been least successful. The largest group is the 
Movement for the Liberation of Angola (MPLA), 
but the Front for the National Liberation of 
Angola (FNLA) has had a base of support among the 
Bakongo tribe of the northern provinces. Armed 
struggle was initiated in 1961, but from the 
beginning the struggle in Angola has been charac­
terised by ~itter and sometimes bloody inter­
necine rivalry among the nationalists. 

The problems of the Angolan nationalists are 
. <:Q!!!p-Q.1.mded _Qy~ tb.e fllct....tha.t-JD!!cj:!.\1e<lvie;r invest", 
ment of foreign capital and a higher percentage 
of Portuguese settlers (500,000 out of a total 
population of 6 million) mean more determined 
resistance to independence under black rule. 
This and the military weakness of the MPLA/FNLA 
reinforce the possibility of some form of depend­
ent relationship with Portugal. 

The history and political perspectives of 
the MPLA, PAIGC and FRELIMO are all similar. All 
three began by organising intellectuals and work­
ers in the urban centres. Later experiences of 
bloody defeats at the hands of the Portuguese 
authorities led to decisions to retreat to the 
countryside and organise the peasantry, with 
varying degrees of success. 

Under the influence of Maoist/Castroist 
myths, many radicals in the West believe, that the 
more leftward-leaning African nationalist move­
ments are huilding a movement for socialist rev-. 
olution based on the peasantry. The African­
Australian Association in its newsletter pub­
lished at Monash University, African Guerrilla 
(issue no 9, 11 June 1974), takes exception to 
the 3 June 1974 Campus Spartacist which describes 
the petty-bourgeois nationalist movements as 
aiming to set up their own capitalist states, 
claiming that "To accuse the liberation movements 
of being capitalist and neo-colonialist is a 
product of sheer ignorance." In similar fashion 
Red Ink (20 June 1974), the LaTrobe University 
newsletter of the Socialist Workers Action Group 
(SWAG) declares that the MPLA and FRELIMO will 
not accept independence unless it is accompanied 
by complete liberation of national produc-
tion (1), and aim to end exploitation of man by 
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man, and that the armed struggle symbolises the 
"dual revolution", the national and social rev- _ 
olutions. Along with the vicar,ious terrorists of 
the Communist League, SWAG suggests that simply 
to take up the gun. somehow purifies the struggle 
and renders irrelevant any consideration of the 
class basis, or political program of the guer­
rillas. 

Aside from the fact that FRELIMO and the 
MPLA do not even claim to be socialist (the PAIGC 
does), the peasantry as a class are not capable 
of leading a movement for socialist revolution. 
Amilcar Cabral, the founding leader of the PAIGC, 
who despite his nationalist/reformist politics 
also had a good deal of honesty, openly admitted 
that "the peasantry is not a revolutionary 
force". It is culturally backward, steeped in 
tribalism and its aspirations are those of petty­
bourgeois small commodity producers everywhere: 
to own their own property and be rid of outside 
control. 

The peasantry, particularly one ground down 
by the harsh conditions of Portuguese rule, can 
be mobilised for a revolutionary struggle against 
the colonial rule; but the struggle can set the 
stage for a further advance to socialism only if 
it is led by the working class and culminates in 
the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

The retreat to the peasantry has also had an 
effect on the politics of the "national liber­
ation movements", namely leading to the conten­
tion that "all social strata" will carry out the 
revolution (Cabral) or that class antagonisms 
will not exist. 

Africa has already had a considerable ex­
perience of an ideology which denies the exist­
ence of class antagonisms, in the form of the 
theory of "African socialism" popularised by such 
figures as Senghor (Senegal), Toure (Guinea), 
Nkrumah (Ghana) and Nyerere (Tanzania). "African 
socialism" essentially maintains that "the Af­
rican social system is communistic" and does not 
display "antagonisms of class against class" 
(Kwame Nkrumah, "The Old and the New: Law in 
Africa", 1962). 

The most common use of this "theory" is in 
the realm of the relations between' the newly 
independent bourgeois nationalist governments and 
the worki~g class. Nyerere's book, Ujamaa -- The 
Basis for African Socialism, warns trade-union 
leaders to seek no more than their "fair share", 
implying, like Fanon, that workers are privileged 
compared to the starving peasantry. In 1964 
Nyerere put teeth in this warning by dissolving 
the Ta:ngany'flCalf-F'ecteTltt'ton of ' tab our • 

Toure, Nkrumah and Nyerere were more radical 
(verbally) than the leaders of the MPLA, PAIGC 
or FRELIMO today. The most FRELIMO and the MPLA 
have asserted in the field of social policy is a 
vague commitment to end exploitation of man by 
man (enough apparently to send SWAG into rap­
tures). According to Dos Santos, a leader of 
FRELIMO, it "is a front because it groups 
together all the social groups or social classes 
with the aim of eliminating the [foreign] op­
pressor" (South African Communist, 4th Quarter 
1973). 

STALINIST ,rTWO-STAGE" THEORY MEANS BETRAYAL 

While the "African socialists" deny the 
existence of classes in Africa and omit to men­
tion a second stage revolution even in the un­
specified future, the Stalinists call for unity 
of all classes against imperialism, and merely 
add to their reformism the fake cover of a later 
second stage. In practice there is little dif­
ference. African Guerrilla solidarises with this 
counter-revolutionary tradition: 

"The struggle against capitalism is firstly 
a struggle for independence from foreign 
control. In Australia this struggle is 
directed against US military bases and 
foreign owners of Australia's resources." 

Revolutionaries must place no faith in the re­
formist social-democratic and Stalinist (includ­
ing Maoist and Castroist) theories of two-stage 
revolution. Once in power the petty-bourgeois 
nationalists of MPLA, FRELIMO and PAIGC will be­
have no differently from their predecessors and 
mentors in Conakry, Lusaka and Dar-es-Salaam. 
They will not hesitate to smash the unions, jail 
Marxist revolutionaries and fatten their purses 
with the spoils of the bureaucracy. Only through 
a relentless fight to build Trotskyist parties 
committed to the proletarian program of permanent 
revolution can this be rev~rsed. Africa is not 
exempt from the laws of Marxism-Leninism and the 
class struggle. 

As in Russia in 1917 the proletariat of 
these countries is not large, but it occupies a 
strategic position. In Mozambique and Angola it 
is 5 to 10 percent of the economically active 
population and does have some history of militant 
struggle, confirmed by the strike wave in 
Lourenco Marques. A victorious proletarian rev­
olution in backward regions such as the Portu­
guese African colonies must spread international­
ly or else degenerate and perish. The proximity 
to the very large industrial/mining/transport 

proletariat in the Zambian/Zaire copper belt and 
in South Africa, suggests that the main import­
ance of a revolutionary struggle in Mozambique 
and Angola would be as a staging area for the 
struggle in South Africa. In Mozambique there is 
a sizable number of ex-South African miners who 
together with those who continue to work in South 
Africa could provide the links of proletarian 
internationalism. The vast scope and social 
power of the black proletariat of South Africa 
clearly demonstrate the vanguard role they will 
play in the African revolution, and the strategic 
importance of the South African proletariat. The 

FRELIMO leaders Eduardo Mondlane (left), and 
Samora Machel in 1968. 

struggle is fundamentally international and a key 
demand must be for a Socialist Federation of 
Southern Africa as a part of a United States of 
Africa. 

It is also essential that the struggle in 
the economically backward countries be linked up 
on the basis of proletarian internationalism with 
the struggle in the advanced imperialist centres. 
The Angolan, Mozambiquan and Guinean nationaiists 
have made no attempt to fuse their stru2gles with 
those of the underground socialist oppositionists 
in Portugal itself. Yet today key decisions 
about the future of the Portuguese African ter­
ritories are being made in Lisbon where the Com­
munist and Socialist Parties in Portugal have 
rushed to embrace the "democratic" generals and 
are bent upon repeating the tragic folly of their 
Chilean counterparts. Already the Junta has be­
gun moving against the working class and left 
groups, preparing press censorship and arresting 
the editor of one radical paper. No nation that 
oppresses another can be free, furthermore, the 
loss of the colonies will disorganise and weaken 
Portuguese capitalism and greatly aid the metro­
politan working class, so the call for immediate 
independence is important for the Portuguese and 
European working class. 

African Guerrilla resorts to the worst sort 
of narrow nationalist, liberal arguments to jus­
tify its political support to the leadership of 
the guerrilla movements. It claims that Campus 
Spartacist is a 

"typical example of White middle class stu­
dents deciding what is best for the African 
people. As Austra1ians we must decide 
whether or not to support the course the 
African people have taken ... If we don't 
support the African people's decision, we 
shut up. If and when African parties whose 
policies are acceptable to the 'Fourth In­
ternational' emerge we can decide whether to 
support them or not." 

In other words, if they think the African masses 
are being led into a terrible defeat they intend 
to hold their peace! A peculiar idea of loyalty. 
Their arguments are simply a way of apologising 
for the present guerrilla leadership. The 
Spartacist League makes its decisions as prolet­
arian internationalists who understand that the 
only solution to the crisis of humanity is inter­
national proletarian revolution, and that this 
requires the conscious intervention of a Leninist 
vanguard which does not grovel before the bour­
geois concept of "internal affairs". 

In the backward countries it is only the 
proletariat supported by the peasantry that can 
solve the tasks of national liberation and agra­
rian revolution. Together with the working class 
of neighbouring South Africa, Rhodesia, Zaire and 
Zambia and of metropolitan Portugal, proletarian­
led revolutions in Mozambique and Angola could 
overthrow the tottering colonial power and sweep 
before them the apartheid, settler "neo-colonial­
ist" and nationalist regimes of southern Africa. 
The key, in Lisbon and the colonies, is the 
struggle to build Trotskyist parties as part of 
the struggle for the rebirth of the Fourth 
International .• 

correction 
In the last issue of ASp (no 9) the 

picture of John Percy and Jim Percy were trans­
posed by a printer's error, resulting in a mis­
identification. The picture on the left is Jim 
Percy and that on the right is John Percy, 
contrary to the caption. 
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Against SAL, SWL Pabloist entrism 

Leninism and the labour parties 
The greatest existing obstacle to revol­

ution in Australia and New Zealand are the labour 
parties, the NZLP and the ALP. They are mass re­
formist workers parties with right-wing social­
democratic -- that it, thoroughly bourgeois 
programs, but which the working masses look to as 
the parties of their class, to be supported 
against the open political parties of the class 
enemy. No mass revolutionary party in either 
country can be built without breaking the hold of 
these parties, which both rely on and perpetuate 
the prevalence of bourgeois ideology, over the 
masses. And without the revolutionary party, 
there will be no 'successful revolution. 

The question of the labour parties has been 
a historical stumbling block for revolutionary 
organisations in Australia (for example, for the 
early CPA) and it is just one expression of a 
political weakness they never overcame. At bot­
tom, the twin evils of sectarian abstention and 
opportunist capitulation are the product of the 
same flaw: an inability to translate the revol­
utionary program into practice, to combine a firm 
adherence to that program with the tactical 
flexibility necessary in the battle against 
reformism. 

In order to avoid these errors revolution­
aries must critically assimilate the tactical 
lessons of the communist movement historically .. 
It is particularly important to understand the 
strengths and limitations of tactics such a? the 
united front, critical support, and entrism, all 
worked out for the purpose of breaking the masses 
away from the reformists. . 

The purpose and aim of these tactics deter­
mines how they are carried out, and the way they 
are used implies something about the aim. Thus 
differences arising over these matter:? can indi­
cate the most fundamental programmatic diver­
gence. The misapplication of Leninist tactics 
towards the labour parties practised by the 
Pabloist Socialist Workers League/Socialist 
Youth Alliance (SWL/SYA) in Australia and the 
Socialist Action League (SAL) in New Zealand 
flows directly from their reformist program and 
is a glaring example of the liquidationist con­
sequences of Pabloism. 

Because they are at bottom in general stra­
tegic agreement with the social-democratic schema 
of revolution by gradual reforms (whatever they 
might say about revolution in the indefinite 
future), the SWL and SAL can be expected to tail 
the mass reformist workers parties. But it will 
be useful to examine the excuses they give for 
their work inside these parties. 

To give an idea of the actual practise of 
the SWL-SAL in their work around the labour par­
ties, it will suffice to cite a few examples. 

The SAL has published a monument to its own 
Pabloist liquidationism in the form of a bulletin 
entitled Socialist Election Strategy for New 
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Zealand (SESNZ). The utter obsequiousness of the 
SAL is revealed in its terminological contortions 
with the meaning of the word "party" in order to 
remove any suggestion of conflict between the SAL 
and the NZLP, its denial of any links with the 
"United Secretariat of the Fourth International" 
(the Pabloist body of which the SAL is now the 
official NZ section), and its "Socialist Oppo­
sition to 'Disruption'''. 

Their Australian cohorts in the SWL in ad­
dition to their frequent calls to pressure the 
ALP to the left, have nominated the Victorian ALP 
Socialist Left as "socialist" alternatives to the 
tops. Although supporters of the SWL have worked 
in this amorphous formation, the SWL has made no 
effort to distinguish themselves from the trade­
union bureaucrats and petty Labor Party career­
ists who dominate the group. Thus the SWL has 
described the Socialist Left as the closest thing 
to a revolutionary vanguard grouping in the ALP­
ever (Direct Action, June 1971) and claimed that 
it takes a "consistent anti-capitalist position" 
(Direct Action, 29 March 1973). This makes it 
difficult, of course, for the SWL to explain how 
the Socialist Left ended up supporting a "Yes-No" 
vote in the prices and incomes referendum last 
December, a position the SWL described as a be­
trayal. 

The attempt of opportunists to justify a 
liquidationist approach often leads them to 
depict the labour parties as something more than 
political parties. Perhaps the most bla~ant ex­
ample is the British Chartist group, which main­
tains that the British Labour Party (BLP) is a 
politically amorphous, united-front type organis­
ation akin to soviets or trade unions (see 
Chartist, August 1973). The SWL-SAL analysis is 
not all that different: 

"We give the Labor Party uneonditional 
support as the party of the unions and the 
working class. That is, we support it 
against the capitalist parties irrespective 
of its leadership, and call for its return 
to power in elections. This support is, 
however, of a critical nature as regards 
the program of the ALP. The Trotskyist 
atti.tude to the AI,.P is similar to <>ur atti­
tude to the unions and the workers states 
-- we support the basic class conquests but 
retain our freedom to criticise the leader­
ship." (Direct Action, 30 June 1972) 

Often quoted as "proof" of the supposed orthodoxy 
of this view is Lenin's description of the BLP 
in 1920, when the orientation of the fledgling 
Communist Party of Great Britain (CPGB) was 
fought out in the Second Congress of the 
Comintern (CI). At that time, Lenin described the 
BLP as 

" ... in a very special position: it is a 
highly original type of party, or rather, 
it is not at all a party in the ordinary 
sense of the word. It is made up of mem­
bers of all trade unions, and has a member­
ship of about four million, and allows suf­
ficient freedom to all affiliated parties. 
It thus includes a vast number of British 
workers who follow the lead of the worst 
bourgeois elements, the social-traitors, 
who are even worse than Scheidemann, Noske 
and similar people. At the same time, how­
ever, the Labour Party has let the British 
Socialist Party int9 its ranks, permitting 
it to have its own press organs, in which 
members of the selfsame Labour Party can 
freely and openly declare that the party 
lE'laders are social-traitors." (Lenin, 
Collected Works, vol 31, p 260) 

In 1920 the BLP had not yet developed the 
form and organisation that it has today. But 
following the war came moves by social-patriotic 
and pacifist traitors like. Henderson and Ramsay 
MacDonald to transform the BLP into a central­
ised, nationally cohesive party in order to head 
off a rising radicalisation of the working class. 
The Bolsheviks~new that the openness in the BLP 
which provided the CPGB with a special oppor­
tunity could not last: 

"At the present moment there is a tendency 
of the opportunist leaders -to make the 
Labour Party a real party with local organ­
isations and a programme. They aim to 
create a large opportunist party which is 
to retard the revolutionary development of 
the masses. Were this tendency to succeed 
the Labour Party WQuid never afford the 
Socialist organisations which form part of 
it the right to an individual Communist 
policy, nor to the propagation of the rev­
olutionary struggle. It would bind their 
freedom of action hand and foot." (The 
Communist International AnSWers the ILP, 
first published 1920, reprinted by the CPGB 
1932) 

This prediction was borne out by the subsequent 
events. 

It is clear that the tactic of CPGB affili­
ation to the BLP decided by the Comintern at this 
time was not based on a conception of the BLP as 
something more than a party but rather something 
less -- a party in the process of formation. The 
CI explicitly warned against the view that the 
BLP was simply a broad organisation of the mass­
es. 

"Affiliation should not mean a mechanical 
utilisation of the party for the purpose 
of keeping in touch with the masses, 
gathered under the roof of the Labour 
Party, but a striving to free the masses 
from the influence of the opportunistic 
leaders of the Labour Party." (Communist 
International Answers the ILP) 

The early CI's experience is not the only 
case in which Leninists explicitly rejected con­
ceptions such as those of the SWL that the ALP 
should be treated like a trade union (or a de­
formed workers state!). Writing on the meaning 
of the call for a labor party in the US, Trotsky 
said: 

"To consider a labor party as an integrated 
series of united fronts signifies a misun­
derstanding of the notions both of the 
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united front and of the party. The united 
front is determined by concrete circum-. 
stances, for concrete aims. The party is 
permanent. In the united front we leave 
our hands free to break with our temporary 
allies. In a common party with these 
allies we are bound by discipline and even 
by the fact of the party itself." (Leon 
Trotsky on the Labor Party in the United 
States, p 8) 

He added that the labor party could become an 
arena of suc-cessful struggle "but only on the 
condition that we consider the labor party not as 
'our' party but -as an arena in which we are act­
ing as an absolutely independent Communist 
Party." 

If we look at the BLP, the ALP or the NZLP 
today, they have in common the character of long­
since hardened mass reformist parties based on 
direct ties to the trade unions. They are no 
different in essence from any other variety of 
mass reformist workers party. This does not 
mean that work within them is unprincipled for 
revolutionaries; on the contrary, it can also 
be a useful tactic in mass Stalinist or classi· 
cally social-democratic parties. But as hard­
ened reformist parties, they cannot be trans­
formed organically into instruments of revol­
ution and are direct obstacles to the creation 
of mass revolutionary parties. Therefore, work 
within them -- entry or affiliation -- are em­
phatically not a matter of principle. Further­
more they are fundamentally different from mass 
organisations of struggle such as the trade 
unions on which they are based. 

The two key questions in the Comintern 
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