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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTORY BACKGROUND 

The history of the Communist Party in Australia is 

inseparable from the history of Australia’s 

development. In this booklet, some of the 

background of Australia’s development appears as 

foundation material for developments in the 

Communist Party. The Communist Party was 

founded in Australia in 1920. By that time, Australia 

had a long history of thousands of years of its black 

people and 132 years of the dispossession of the 

black people by British white settlement. The 

booklet does not deal with the details of this 

historical background. 

Conventional history tends to present an 

accumulation of raw facts and devotes much 

attention to historical personages without 

investigating all sides of the social process that 

produced the facts and personages. This booklet will 

attempt to make its starting point the proposition that 

it is social being that explains social consciousness. 

Therefore this introductory chapter will attempt to 

summarise something of Australian history, and 

present material which explains some of the 

assumptions upon which much of what follows is 

based. 



The Australian black people lived in the state of 

society known as primitive communism and were at 

the stone age level. Their primitive communal life 

arose from the very primitive methods they had of 

eking out an existence. They were compelled by the 

difficulties of nature to band together in tribes, each 

person being essentially dependent upon his or her 

fellow tribesmen. 

They were the only inhabitants and they roamed 

their tribal grounds unchallenged. They developed 

primitive tools, primitive art. They knew no written 

language. But still they were the unchallenged 

occupiers of Australia. 

It was they who were dispossessed from their 

tribal lands at the time Britain occupied Australia as 

a penal colony in 1788. Subsequently the legal status 

accorded Australia was that of an uninhabited 

colony acquired by settlement. As white settlement 

developed, so did the dispossession of the black 

people. Thus the black people were the very first to 

fight against British imperial encroachment on 

Australia. The fact that groups of them fought 

heroically against the British authorities and against 

the seizure of their land is suppressed by almost all 

historians. It remains a fact. The black people have a 

splendid tradition of resistance to the British seizure 

of their land. But it was at that time an unequal fight. 

In consequence, the black population estimated or 

rather guessed at as being something between 

100,000 and 300,000 at the time of white settlement, 

was gravely reduced. In Tasmania, the black people 

were completely exterminated. Throughout the 

history of Australia the black people in one way or 

another have maintained their resistance to the 

British authorities and their successors. Despite 

vicious discrimination, vicious use of the law against 

them, police discrimination, job discrimination, 



seizure of their lands, they have maintained struggle. 

The evidence of their position is provided by the 

most solemn Australian legal document, namely its 

constitution. The infamous Section 127 of the 

Constitution, which said: “In reckoning the numbers 

of the people of the Commonwealth, or of a State or 

other part of the Commonwealth, aboriginal natives 

shall not be counted” stood in the Constitution till 

1967. Its existence only expressed in a legal way the 

utter degradation inflicted on the black people. 

Reality was and is worse than this legal form. The 

repeal of this section occurred as a result of a 

referendum of Australian white people; the black 

people had no say whatever. Voting rights were 

confined to white people. However, it represented an 

advance in the struggle of the black people that even 

this had to be done. It was a measure of the strength 

of black people. It has not altered the vicious reality 

but the black people are carrying forward their 

struggle. They are an important component of the 

whole struggle for independence of Australia from 

imperialism. 

From the very inception of the Australian colony, 

conflict arose with the British authorities. That 

conflict went through many forms. It assumed more 

definite anti-British shape as capitalism itself in 

Australia took shape and the number of free settlers 

grew. 

The existence and development of capitalism 

demands a “free” working class. Workers must be 

available. Convicts did not provide that free working 

class. The export of convicts to Australia by Britain 

in the end became a barrier to the development of a 

“free” working class, the labour of which could be 

bought. The abolition of convictism became one of 

the demands of the local capitalists, landowners and 

free citizens. By the late eighteen thirties, the 



demand became so insistent that within a few years 

transportation was ended. 

The thread that runs right through Australia’s 

history from white settlement to the present time is 

the struggle for independence from imperialism. 

The first representative institution in 1823 and the 

first supreme court in 1823, were the product of 

struggle by the embryonic Australian bourgeoisie for 

some say in their own affairs rather than those affairs 

being directed by the British imperial authorities 

12,000 miles away. Representative institutions were 

extended throughout the 19th century. So-called 

responsible government was established in most of 

the Australian colonies in the 1850’s. This followed 

the influence of Chartism, the influence of the 1848 

European revolutions, the struggles that culminated 

in the Eureka Stockade in 1854. The embryonic 

capitalist class and embryonic working class joined 

in these struggles. They had a common interest in 

wresting self government from the British 

imperialists. 

Class struggle persisted in Australia but the 

common enemy was British imperialism. By the end 

of the century, the growth of struggle in Australia 

dictated the need for British imperialism to make big 

concessions. The concession of the British Imperial 

Act of Parliament entitled: “The Commonwealth of 

Australia Constitution Act” assented to by Queen 

Victoria on July 9, 1900, was made. The struggle to 

obtain it was largely led by the Australian local 

capitalist class. It represented a compromise which 

maintained substantial British hold in Australia 

while making big formal concessions to Australia’s 

independence. 



The struggle for national independence certainly 

did not end with the Commonwealth Constitution of 

1900. Even in the formal legal field the British 

Imperial Parliament and authorities retained 

considerable hold in Australia. Their real hold lay in 

the tremendous investment by British imperialism in 

Australia. 

As the result of the independence struggle of 

various British colonies, the British Imperial 

Parliament passed the Statute of Westminster in 

1931. This statute authorised “Dominion” 

governments legally to go further still on the path to 

independence. It involved curtailing still further the 

authority of the British parliament over the 

dominions including Australia. It was not to operate 

in its most important respects until it was adopted by 

the parliaments of the dominions. In fact, Australia 

adopted it by an Act which came into force on 

October 9, 1942. But in Australia there are still 

(1973) ties to the British authorities such as the 

Crown, the flag, the anthem, various reserve powers, 

and the Constitution itself remains an Act of the 

British parliament. In the several states, the ties to 

the Crown are even greater. Again this all reflects 

British imperialist hold on Australia. 

One may characterise Australia’s history as the 

struggle for national democratic revolution for 

independence and freedom from imperialism. In the 

first place, the central target of this struggle was 

British imperialism. Because capitalism develops 

unevenly, the world domination of Britain gave way 

to that of the U.S.A. In turn, the world domination of 

U.S. imperialism is challenged by new rivals. So far 

as Australia is concerned, these include Japanese 

imperialism with Soviet revisionist imperialism a 

much later competitor. Thus the enemy changes and 

may change still more but the stream of the national 



democratic revolution goes on. It will go on until 

Australia is completely independent and ruled by its 

own people, all imperialists having been expelled. 

This national democratic revolution underlies all 

Australian history from 1788. It embraced black and 

white people. It involved many strata of people. It 

gathered way as the imperialists were compelled to 

build up capitalism in Australia, giving rise to a 

working class and a capitalist class. The national 

democratic revolution of necessity developed from 

small beginnings and is a revolution by stages. It 

reached a high stage in the 1850’s witnessed by 

armed rebellion at Eureka, still another stage by the 

end of the century, still another stage as the 

aftermath of World War I, and by World War II and 

the post World War II period, still another stage. 

Now it is part of the strivings of many countries for 

independence and revolution. Today countries want 

independence, nations want liberation and the 

people are demanding revolutionary changes. This 

has become an irresistible trend of history. 

The position of the main classes in Australian 

society historically has undergone change. In the 

national democratic revolution, two classes 

particularly have a deep interest. These are the local 

capitalists and the workers. The main leaders of the 

national democratic revolution up to 1900 were the 

capitalists. But the development of the working class 

is inexorable. As capitalism develops inexorably, the 

working class assumes greater and greater 

importance. Before the October Revolution in 

Russia in 1917, the Australian national democratic 

revolution was led by the bourgeoisie. But the 

October Revolution and its history made it clear that 

the bourgeoisie could no longer lead national 

democratic revolutions. Nor was there any room in 

the world for new capitalist states; they simply could 



not arise or survive in the imperialist world. One or 

other imperialism ate them up and established its 

dominance. Only the working class had no motive 

and no reason for compromise with imperialism. 

Only the working class could lead the people to 

thoroughgoing anti-imperialist independence. 

Though the Australian working class was young and 

immature, its historical mission was leadership of 

the national democratic revolution and carrying it 

through to socialism. Hence after 1917 the national 

democratic Australian revolution entered the world 

stream of proletarian socialist revolution. 

Perhaps for a moment we will comment on this 

question. We speak of the leading role of the 

working class. 

In the Communist Manifesto (published in 1848) 

Marx and Engels said: “Of all the classes that stand 

face to face with the bourgeoisie today, the 

proletariat alone is a really revolutionary class. The 

other classes decay and finally disappear in the face 

of modern industry; the proletariat is its special and 

essential product.” (Emphasis ours). In the world, 

there has been colossal development of modern 

industry since Marx and Engels made this statement 

in 1848. In Australia, modern industry is the decisive 

feature of the lives of the Australian people; an 

industry true, that is largely the creation of 

imperialism. The Australian workers are directly 

attached to modern industry, to the most advanced 

means of production. They live right at the centre of 

exploitation. They increase in numbers and in 

cohesion. The Australian working class is thus the 

most disciplined, the most exploited class in 

Australia. It has only its own labour power to sell 

and nothing (in the way of property) to lose. It has 

nothing to lose but its chains, in Marx and Engels’ 

words. It is the very class with the greatest interest 



in overthrowing the imperialist exploiters of 

Australia and in establishing a state in which it is the 

leading class and which state will put an end to 

imperialist exploitation. The Australian working 

class is the greatest class in the history of Australia. 

It is the most powerful revolutionary class 

ideologically, politically and in struggle. It can and 

must unite the overwhelming majority of people 

around itself so as to isolate the handful of enemies 

to the maximum and attack them. The Australian 

workers are in fact already engaged in socialised 

labour. This is a very important truth. They are 

employed in big factories, mainly owned by foreign 

imperialists, I.C.I., Courtaulds, G.M., Fords, 

Chryslers, International Harvester, etc. No single 

worker ever makes the finished product. On the 

contrary, his labour is dependent on the labour of 

many others in the factory and indeed even outside 

the factory (e.g. in the processing of the raw 

materials in motor vehicle manufacture). The great 

basic contradiction in Australia is that the products 

of I.C.I., Courtaulds, G.M., Fords, Chryslers, 

International Harvester are socially produced but 

individually owned by a handful of imperialist 

owners. It is the resolution of that contradiction, the 

solution of that problem that constitutes the basis of 

the independence struggle in Australia and 

demonstrates the leading position of the Australian 

working class in it. 

This fact is constantly obscured and covered up by 

the imperialists and their local agents in a thousand 

ways. They put it about that the workers are dull and 

stupid, will never advance, are like sheep, will get 

nowhere without imported technical know how, that 

Australia can only be developed by foreign 

investment. 



Or it is put about that the universities are the 

leading force in the progress of Australia. Or that all 

the people are workers because technology has 

abolished the “old” notion that the proletariat exists, 

it has lifted up the proletariat to the technological 

level and that the technologists are now the leading 

force and that Marx was wrong. Or it takes the form 

of saying or implying that students are the most 

revolutionary force and the workers are slow, 

backward and ignorant. There are many, many 

variations on this theme. They come from the open 

enemies of the workers and from within the working 

class and even some who speak of the leading role 

of the working class and sincerely think they believe 

it, But their actions and writings really deny it. 

Hence we are dealing with a very important question 

indeed. 

Even if the Australian working class were 

numerically the smallest class it would still be the 

leading revolutionary class. However, Australian 

reality is that not only is the working class the 

leading class but it is the biggest single class by far 

and the main force in revolutionary struggle. It can 

be said in general that the Australian workers consist 

of the advanced, the intermediate and the backward. 

There is nothing surprising or unique in this. The 

advanced workers represent the real interests and 

aspirations of all the workers. Hence when we speak 

of the workers we are commonly speaking of the 

advanced workers. 

Australian workers are proud of their position as 

workers. They have every right to be. In their hands 

lies the destiny of Australia. They are the leading 

force that unites around itself all other sections of the 

population except a tiny handful of enemies. By 

asserting pride in their position as workers, there is 

no reflection at all on other struggling sections of the 



population. In struggle, the rural workers, semi-

workers, small and not so big farmers, public 

servants (other than the top ranks) insurance and 

bank clerks, small shopkeepers and some sections of 

the capitalists unite with the workers. But there is 

constant struggle as to which is to lead. One can see 

that struggle in Australia today. People emerge and 

trends emerge from the local Australian capitalists to 

take the leadership in the struggle for independence. 

That does not mean they are necessarily bad people 

but it does mean awareness of the fact of struggle 

and the need to understand thoroughly that only the 

working class for entirely objective reasons can 

consistently lead the struggle against imperialism to 

the end. 

Historically the Australian workers have a very 

fine tradition. From the very beginnings of 

capitalism in Australia the workers organised in their 

own defence. Repressive legislation to suppress 

them was passed by the colonial authorities. 

Australian workers struggled against it. It was the 

embryonic workers (not yet a working class in the 

true sense) who constituted the shock troops in the 

great and historic Eureka rebellion in 1854. 

Throughout the 19th century there was constant 

struggle – sometimes open, sometimes concealed. 

The Maritime Strike of the 1890’s is another jewel 

in the crown of working class struggle. The struggle 

against the imperialist war of 1914-18 was led by 

Australian workers. The No Vote in the referendums 

of 1916 and 1917 as to whether or not there should 

be conscription for overseas service was a case of the 

workers uniting around themselves other sections of 

the people. The general strike of 1917 in New South 

Wales was still another example. They all had an 

anti-imperialist direction. Tremendous struggles 

occurred in the twenties; the Australian workers 



were the leaders of them; they united other sections 

of the population around them. In the anti-Crimes 

Act, anti-Japanese imperialist struggles of the 

thirties, the most significant action was taken by 

Australian workers. 

(Few do not know of the wharfies’ struggle against 

loading scrap iron for Japan). In the whole antifascist 

struggle and against repression in Australia, the 

working class was the decisive force. In the forties 

the workers led the struggle for improved living 

conditions and for democracy. The great strikes of 

1946-7-8-9 have written an indelible page in 

Australian history. The big coal mine strike of 1949 

is rich indeed in its lessons. In the fifties, the 

outstanding struggle against the general repression 

of the workers and all democratic rights expressed in 

the Communist Party Dissolution Act and its 

referendum, was led by the workers. The defeat of 

several provocations culminating in the Petrov 

provocation (where the desertion of a Soviet 

embassy official was used as a pretext for a general 

attack upon the workers and all democrats) was 

engineered and led by the workers. In the sixties 

many great struggles occurred culminating in the big 

struggle against the penal powers, weapon of the 

imperialists. Again the engineer and leading force 

was the working class. In the struggle against U.S. 

domination and Australian participation in the U.S. 

war of aggression in Vietnam, the Australian 

workers were the leading force. Today in carrying 

through the struggle for independence it is the 

Australian workers who are the leading force. 

None of this is to minimise for a minute the part 

played by others in all these struggles. Nor is it to 

deny that in some cases the initiative lay with people 

other than the working class. This is to the credit of 

those people. Many outstanding students and other 



leading people arose. Still the most stable and 

decisive force was the working class. Though 

sometimes seemingly slow to act, Australian 

workers have acted decisively on the main issues in 

Australia’s struggle for independence. They have 

been the sheet anchor of struggle. It is their historical 

destiny that they will continue to be the sheet anchor 

of struggle. 

There is indeed a rich tradition of struggle. Its 

history has been neglected or handed over to the 

bourgeois historians who even try to turn events like 

Eureka to their own advantage. 

To destroy the leading position of the working 

class the bourgeoisie employs many methods. It uses 

agents like the “left” labor leaders, “left” trade union 

leaders, revisionist “Communists” who are far more 

dangerous than petty deserters like Petrov. The 

bourgeoisie never loses sight of the leading role of 

the working class. It is the working class which has 

always been and is the main target of attack. This in 

itself is sufficient to call into play the well known 

quotation “what the enemy opposes we support; 

what the enemy supports, we oppose”. 

Pride in the workers is an essential feature of 

Communism. Today the main trend in the world is 

to revolution. It may be that revolution is not so 

obvious in Australia but irresistible forces are 

working to revolution. This is an objective fact. The 

Australian workers are the chief upholders of the 

banners of independence and democracy. Let us 

paraphrase Marx and Engels: The question is not 

what this or that Australian proletarian or even the 

whole of the Australian proletariat at the moment 

considers as its aim. The question is what the 

Australian proletariat is, and what consequent on 

that being, it will be compelled to do. Its aim and 



historical action is irrevocably and obviously 

demonstrated in its own life situation as well as in 

the whole organisation of bourgeois society today. 

(The Holy Family). 

One other comment. Communism in Australia had 

a history extending back some decades before 1920. 

As early as 1872 there is evidence of some 

Australian connection with the 1st International 

founded by Marx in 1864 and which was coming to 

an end by 1872. (It finally broke up in 1874.) Both 

before and after that there is Australian interest in 

Communism. This represented the striving of the 

advanced workers for a scientific solution of social 

problems. The history of Communism in Australia 

gets richer and richer leading up to the Communist 

Party founding in 1920. It would be historical 

distortion to fail to draw attention to the struggle to 

form a Communist Party in Australia. 

This introduction traverses some of the material 

that follows. For that we apologise. It seemed wise 

to have an overall picture into which a more detailed 

picture could be fitted. The historical mission of the 

Communist Party is to lead the Australian working 

class at the head of other strata of society in the 

struggle for independence and to carry that through 

to the end and ultimately through socialism to 

communism. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 2: CLASS STRUGGLE – EARLY STRUGGLES 

FOR DEMOCRATIC RIGHTS 

Politics, whether revolutionary or counter-

revolutionary, is the struggle of class against class, 

not the activity of a few individuals. (Mao 

Tsetung: Talks at the Yenan Forum on Literature 

and Art. Selected Works, Vol. III, pp. 86-7). 

This quotation is used in this way because the real 

meaning of politics has been obscured so much in 

Australia that any serious treatment must restate that 

politics are the history and waging of class struggle. 

The idea that parliamentary politics are the only 

politics has been so assiduously fostered that the 

word “politician” is almost synonymous with 

parliamentary politician. But parliamentary politics 

and parliamentary politicians in truth are only 

incidents of real politics, the politics of class 

struggle. Parliamentary politics are one aspect of 

capitalist class politics. They confine politics within 

limits permitted by the capitalist class. 

The development of the Communist Party in 

Australia can only be understood in the light of 

development of class struggle, class politics. The 

Communist Party is the product of class struggle, the 

product of the working class struggle against the 

capitalist class and it develops along with the class 

struggle. 

Capitalism is a social system characterised by a 

few great monopolies owning the means of 

production (factories, mines) and the great majority 

of the people working in those means of production 

and owning nothing but their capacity to labour 

which they are forced to sell. Capitalism brings 

misery to the people, unemployment, inflation, 



crises, war. There is great upheaval throughout the 

world. Everywhere people are struggling. Australia 

is no exception. There is urgent need to find the way 

out of all this. Our view is that the revolutionary road 

is the only road. 

Then the question is – against whom is the 

revolutionary struggle in Australia directed? Our 

introductory chapter showed that in 1 788, New 

South Wales was occupied by the British 

imperialists as a penal colony. British imperialism 

was the then dominant imperialism in the world. The 

colony remained the strictest of strict colonies until 

1823. The British imperialist appointed governor 

had absolute power, the other administrators were 

British military or naval officers. Over the 19th and 

20th centuries the forms of British colonial hold 

changed. Something of that has been traced. 

It is not our purpose to trace in detail the history 

of the various Australian colonies. General 

development has been commented upon. Suffice it 

to say that “responsible” government was “granted” 

by the British imperialist authorities to the colony of 

Victoria in 1856, Tasmania in 1856, Western 

Australia in 1890, South Australia in 1856, 

Queensland’s first such “responsible” parliament, 

largely based on the New South Wales pattern, met 

in 1860. All of this was the action of British 

imperialism to maintain its real hold on the colonies 

while conceding the forms of representative and 

“responsible” government. 

These concessions were necessary to British 

imperialism because free settlement had grown, 

local production had grown and the local people 

demanded an end to the absolute autocracy of the 

Crown colony governors and system of government. 



The economy in the Australian colonies was 

predominantly primary production for home 

consumption and for processing by British 

industries. Lenin pointed out that in its occupation 

and exploitation of colonies imperialism of necessity 

also caused the development of capitalism and 

commodity production in those colonies. Capitalism 

developed in Australia was a capitalism to serve 

British imperialism. The British imperialists 

certainly did not seek to create an Australian 

economy which would free the colony from the 

imperialist hold. In whatever way it arises, 

capitalism calls into being a working class and other 

sections of people – small capitalists grew up, 

farmers both big and small, and intermediate 

sections of people. 

The British imperialists were quick indeed to 

crush any working class movement and any 

movement that in any way challenged the imperialist 

position. Hence Master and Servant Acts virtually 

prohibited and suppressed trade unions. On the other 

hand, as we have seen, British imperialism early 

began to use the device of local “representative” 

institutions to create the illusion of giving the local 

people a say. 

All this represented the beginnings of the struggle 

for national independence and democratic rights of 

the Australian people against British imperialism. 

Throughout the 19th century this movement 

continued to develop as British imperialism 

continued to develop its Australian colonies. 

Although the British Act of 1900 entitled “The 

Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Act” had 

established “one indissoluble Commonwealth” the 

former separate colonies (now States) maintained a 

separate existence. Rivalry between them reflected 



internal competing imperialist and capitalist 

interests. 

Earnest of the British imperialist hold was the 

automatic involvement of Australia in Britain’s 

imperialist war of 1914-18 in which some 60,000 

Australians lost their lives on battlefields thousands 

of miles from Australia. At the same time World 

War I compelled a big development of capitalism in 

Australia. 

World War I marked the decline of British 

imperialism. U.S. imperialism emerged greatly 

strengthened at the expense of its British and 

German competitors. 

The comparative decline of British imperialism 

after World War I and the advance of U.S. 

imperialism led to increased U.S. investment in 

Australia. 

Whatever the national identity of the given 

capitalist, that capitalist invested in Australia solely 

to exploit Australian workers and Australian 

working people. This took the basic form of direct 

employment, i.e., direct exploitation, but it also took 

other forms such as purchasing Australian primary 

products cheap and selling manufactured products 

dear or simply selling in the Australian market the 

products of overseas manufacture or investing in 

industry, railways, agriculture. Australia was never 

and is not an imperialist country in its own right. It 

is both the victim of imperialism and an offshoot of 

imperialism. 

There had been rebellion of various kinds against 

reactionaries. Because it had a working class and a 

capitalist class, there had been quite acute class 

struggle. It would be naive to believe that fully 



fledged working class politics inspired and guided 

what struggle there had been. Only hopeless pedants 

would test or examine Australian working class 

history against such an assertion. The working class 

develops step by step along with the development of 

capitalism. Working class consciousness likewise 

develops along with the development of the working 

class itself. Revolutionary class consciousness arises 

at a given stage of the development of capitalism and 

of the working class. Lenin demonstrated the 

essential interaction between working class 

consciousness and its development to socialist 

consciousness through the ideas of scientific 

socialism evolved by Marx and Engels. (See Lenin’s 

“What is to be Done”). 

Revolutionary class consciousness is something 

that arises and develops. It was not something 

transplanted and adopted fully developed by the 

Australian working class. 

While the working class of a given country is 

certainly influenced by developments in other 

countries and by international events as a whole, still 

its specific development is determined by factors 

internal to itself, internal to the development of 

capitalism in Australia. “It is altogether self evident 

that, to be able to fight at all, the working class must 

organise itself at home as a class and that its own 

country is the immediate arena of its struggle.” 

(Marx: Critique of the Gotha Programme). It 

develops its own Communist Party as part of that 

development and that Party develops according to 

factors, contradictions, within itself in its own 

particular internal and external environment. Thus in 

order to understand the development of the 

Communist Party in Australia and in order to define 

the tasks of that Party, while fully understanding 

international factors, we must primarily look to the 



internal developments and the effect of external 

factors on them. 

There are those who see the process simply in 

terms of foreign influences such as those of the 

Communist International or Russia or China or see 

it simply as a question of what some individual did 

or did not do. In consequence, quite banal accounts 

of the development of the Communist Party have 

been published. (Examples are Davidson’s: The 

Communist Party of Australia; Gibson’s: My Years 

in the Communist Party; Bacon’s: Outline of the 

Post-war History of the Communist Party of 

Australia). 

Struggles of the Australian people varied in the 

degree of consciousness and class status of their 

participants but the line common to them was that 

they were rebellions against reactionaries. Those 

reactionaries were primarily the British imperialists 

and the local “partners” of them. Hence the objective 

direction of the struggle was freedom from British 

imperialism. The independent Australian capitalists 

and landowners rebelled against being hemmed in 

by British imperialism. They played a part, even the 

leading part, in independence struggles. They had no 

perspective of carrying through the struggle to the 

end. They came to terms of compromise with the 

British masters. Generally speaking each set of terms 

was an advance on its predecessors. For example, 

though the establishment of the “indissoluble 

Commonwealth” was a device of British 

imperialism, nonetheless it testified to the growth of 

the movement for Australian independence. 

It is correct and necessary to rebel against 

reactionaries. In retrospect it is easy to point to 

shortcomings, even reactionary features, in the many 

struggles that occurred in Australian history. It is 



possible to fasten on the negative sides and then 

condemn the struggles in their entirety. However, 

such an approach does not have much to commend 

it because it is not in accord with the actual forward 

march of the oppressed. The working class 

movement (and rebellious movements of other 

social groups) has its infancy and its adolescence as 

the foundation for its adulthood. It was bound to 

make errors, bound to be one-sided, bound to be 

deficient in consciousness. But Australia, no less 

than any other country, demonstrated that wherever 

there is oppression there is resistance. The 

Australian working class and oppressed people 

adequately proved that they were no exception to 

this universal truth. 

Rebellion against reactionaries in itself is not 

enough to solve the social problems of exploitation 

and oppression that come with capitalism. Rebellion 

needs to be guided by scientific theory: it needs 

ultimately to be rebellion of the workers, working 

people and other oppressed not only produced by 

actual social conditions but guided by scientific 

theory. Marx and Engels, in their Communist 

Manifesto published in 1848, made a scientific 

analysis of history. They showed that all history 

(other than that of the primitive communes) is the 

history of class struggle. Slave society had been 

overthrown by rebelling slaves to be replaced by 

feudal society; feudal society had been overthrown 

by rebelling serfs to be replaced by capitalism and 

capitalism would be overthrown by rebelling wage 

workers (wage slaves) and replaced by socialism. 

History shows that Marx and Engels’s analysis 

was correct in fact. The Paris Commune of 1871, the 

October Revolution in Russia in 1917, Chinese 

liberation in 1949 and the socialist revolutions in 

Eastern Europe after World War II were each 



graphic demonstrations of the correctness of the 

analysis of Marx and Engels. (It is another matter 

that the Russian and certain other eastern European 

revolutions have been betrayed.)The importance of 

Marx and Engels’s analysis was that it showed that 

socialist revolution was a law of history, and an 

essential feature in it is that man develops social 

consciousness, that that consciousness is a product 

of social events and in its turn profoundly influences 

those events. It being a law of history that capitalism 

must give way to socialism, that law embraced 

Australia; Australia is and could be no exception. 

It was therefore a law of Australian development 

that the workers and working people would develop 

socialist consciousness. The rebellious workers and 

working people therefore were compelled by social 

events to seek and did seek for theoretical guidance 

to their rebellion. Experience had shown limitations 

on purely trade union action (Maritime Strike). 

Experience had shown the capitalist character of the 

Australian Labor Party. It had shown that parliament 

offered no solution. There was a grasping after 

socialist theory. People called themselves socialists, 

as they still do, without understanding what 

scientific socialism is. But there were various 

socialist groups and individuals which and who 

conscientiously strove to understand the struggle for 

socialism. Just as at the time of Marx and Engels 

quite a number of people were grappling with ideas 

similar to those of Marx and Engels precisely 

because the conditions of capitalism compelled them 

to it, so by 1920 various people and various groups 

of people in Australia had been striving to grasp the 

way forward for Australian workers and working 

people. This is a matter to which previous reference 

has been made. 



Marx and Engels’s genius lay in their qualitatively 

higher comprehensive revelation and substantiation 

of the laws of history and science, materialist 

dialectics. Their contemporaries were limited in that 

they elucidated only this or that aspect of social 

development. Australian rebellious trends were 

destined to discover a common guide in Marx and 

Engels’s theory enriched and developed to a new and 

higher stage as it had been by Lenin. They founded 

the Communist Party of Australia on October 30, 

1920. 

In Australia at that time the working class was as 

yet immature. It was bound to impose the mark of its 

own immaturity on the Communist Party. That Party 

set out to embrace Marxism-Leninism. 

Along with the whole revolutionary movement, 

Australia’s revolutionary movement had been given 

great impetus by the October Revolution in Russia 

in 1917. The October Revolution was the most 

brilliant demonstration in life and practice that Marx 

and Engels’s theory was correct. But tne creation of 

the Communist Party in Australia could only be the 

action of Australians in Australian conditions. 

The formation of the Communist Party was an act 

of decisive importance for the working class 

movement in Australia. It crystallised and gave 

concrete form and expression to the real hopes and 

aspirations of the Australian workers. The Party set 

out consciously to seek the guidance of Marxism-

Leninism for the revolutionary movement. Naturally 

Communism in Australia was in its infancy. The 

Party had not very much theory, not very much 

experience, but it was bound to learn in the process 

of revolutionary practice and experience. The 

development of a Communist Party too is like that 

of a man: it goes through childhood, youth, manhood 



and old age. The founders of the Party had dared to 

act, dared to struggle, dared to form a Communist 

Party. Therein lay a great contribution to Australia’s 

development. 

We should interpose here that the very term 

“Australia” has a class content. When the 

imperialists and their hangers-on speak of Australia 

they speak of capitalist Australia. They identify 

Australia with their own selfish interests. As an 

illustration, the U.S. corporation General Motors 

says that what is good for General Motors is good 

for the U.S.A. From its standpoint this is correct 

because General Motors and a few other such 

corporations are capitalist U.S.A. Likewise in 

Australia, the view these corporations take is what is 

good for these great corporations is good for the 

imperialist dependency, Australia. 

On the other hand, Australian workers and 

working people think of Australia in a way 

fundamentally different from this. There is nothing 

in common between the Australian workers and 

working people on the one hand and the Australian 

imperialist-collaborating capitalists and their foreign 

masters on the other. An Australia owned by the 

workers and working people is entirely different 

from an Australia owned and exploited by a few 

giant foreign and domestic monopolies. This is a 

very important question because failure to keep 

constantly in mind the profound class content of 

such elementary terms as “Australia” leads many 

astray. 

Terms like “Australian public opinion”, “public 

sentiment”, “literature and art”, are of a similar 

nature. Again, Australian patriotism is essentially a 

class question – the ruling class is loyal, patriotic to 

its own exploitation and profits, the working people 



to their country and people. Patriotism raises the 

question – patriotic to what and to whom? Public 

opinion raises the question – public opinion of 

whom? Public opinion is a class question. What 

class is being spoken of? This analysis must be 

extended to every similar idea. “In class society 

everyone lives as a member of a particular class, and 

every kind of thinking, without exception, is 

stamped with the brand of a class”. (Mao Tsetung 

– On Practice: Selected Works, Vol. 1, p. 296). 

To serve the Australian workers and working 

people, the foundation Communists formed the 

Communist Party at a time when the labor party with 

its parliamentary politics was still in the upsurge. 

This party used the name “labour” and appealed to 

the workers as a workers’ party. It based itself on 

parliament and said to the workers: elect a labor 

government and this government will solve your 

problems. It existed alongside the trade unions. It 

fostered the idea that the trade unions would look 

after the economic interests of the workers while the 

labor party attended to their “political” interests in 

parliament. 

The truth was that parliament was nothing but a 

device to conceal the reality that Australia was ruled 

by the big capitalists and particularly by the British 

and U.S. capitalists. No parliament could or would 

end the rule of these capitalists. On the contrary, 

everything that the parliament did was to serve the 

interests of these capitalists because it was their 

parliament and could be nothing else. Australian 

history proves beyond any doubt the correctness of 

Marx’s statement that parliamentary elections give 

the people the right every few years to choose which 

member of the ruling class will misrepresent them in 

parliament; and the same history proves that 

parliament is simply a talking shop to conceal the 



fact that much of the real business of the country is 

done in London and Wall Street and by the 

Australian big business associates of London and 

Wall Street big business. 

By 1920, the futility and bankruptcy of both 

parliamentary and trade union politics were being 

discussed by the advanced workers in Australia. 

Reference has already been made to the completely 

capitalist character of parliamentary politics. By 

trade union politics we mean the system of politics 

that limits working class struggle to economic 

demands (even though “political” legislation may be 

demanded), confines politics to the “conviction that 

it is necessary to combine in unions, fight the 

employers, and strive to compel the government to 

pass necessary labour legislation, etc.” (Lenin: What 

is to be Done.) Such politics accept the permanence 

of capitalism. They do not in any way raise a 

challenge to capitalism itself. 

The foundation of the Communist Party in 

Australia represented the commencement of a break 

from this, constituted an organised systematic 

challenge in the working class to bourgeois politics 

which included parliamentarism and trade union 

politics. 

Why was a Communist Party needed in Australia? 

The great revolutionary leader Mao Tsetung posed 

the general question – “Why must there be a 

revolutionary party?” to which he answered, “There 

must be a revolutionary party because the world 

contains enemies who oppress the people and the 

people want to throw off enemy oppression. In the 

era of capitalism and imperialism, just such a 

revolutionary party as the Communist Party is 

needed. Without such a party it is simply impossible 



for the people to throw off enemy oppression.” He 

set before the Communists certain objectives: ”We 

are Communists, we want to lead the people in 

overthrowing the enemy, and so we must keep our 

ranks in good order, we must march in step, our 

troops must be picked troops and our weapons good 

weapons. Without these conditions, the enemy 

cannot be overthrown.” (Rectify the Party’s Style of 

Work: Selected Works, Vol. III, p.35.) The 

Communist Party in Australia arose to fulfil those 

general objectives. It had a long hard road to travel. 

In Australia the Communist Party was the creation 

of the advanced workers at a certain level of 

development of capitalism. It was no arbitrary whim 

of some man or group of men to form a Communist 

Party. The necessity for it arose from the then social 

being, social development in Australia. We may 

illustrate this by simply asking would there have 

been a basis for a Communist Party at the time 

Captain Philip seized Australia from the black 

people as a convict settlement in 1788? The answer 

simply is no, because at that time there had been no 

development of capitalism in Australia. The 

Australian aborigines were in the primitive 

commune stage of social development and the 

convicts, while the victims of capitalism in England, 

were not wage workers in Australia because there 

were no capitalists in Australia. The basis for the 

existence of the Communist Party lay in the 

historical development of capitalism in Australia 

(and the world) in the years between 1788 and 1920. 

The advanced workers had reached the stage where 

they were seeking scientific socialism. 

Australia’s Communist Party had the task of 

leading the struggle for independence from British 

and United States imperialism to the very end. 

Australia must be independent. Socialist 



consciousness, the revolutionary theory of Marxism-

Leninism, showed that in the struggle for socialism 

a necessary prerequisite was the winning of 

independence from imperialism, the uniting of all 

the forces that could be united in this struggle – the 

working class, toiling farmers, the vast majority of 

public servants, such people as insurance and bank 

clerks, small shopkeepers, national capitalists, and 

other patriotic people – in a united front under the 

leadership of the working class. A government based 

on this under the leadership of the working class and 

based on an alliance of workers and farmers must be 

the aim. Internationally the movement must be part 

of a world wide united front against imperialism. 

It is well to re-emphasise the position of the 

working class in Australia. The basic leadership of 

the working class is critical to the struggle. “... it is 

only the working class that is most far-sighted, most 

selfless and most thoroughly revolutionary. The 

entire history of revolution proves that without the 

leadership of the working class revolution fails and 

that with the leadership of the working class 

revolution triumphs. In the epoch of imperialism, in 

no country can any other class lead any genuine 

revolution to victory.” (Mao Tsetung: On the 

People’s Democratic Dictatorship, Selected 

Works Vol. 4, p.421.) 

We have quoted Lenin and Mao Tsetung because 

their theoretical principles were derived from the 

actual experience of the Russian and Chinese 

revolutions and those principles were tested and 

found to be correct in the Russian revolution of 1917 

and Chinese liberation in 1949. Thus the need for a 

Communist Party based on scientific socialist theory 

has been demonstrated in the actual fire of socialist 

revolution. 



Therefore in 1920, the founders of the Communist 

Party in Australia took a step which was a product of 

history and in strict accord with historical 

development. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 3: THE FORMATION AND ROLE OF THE 

COMMUNIST PARTY IN AUSTRALIA 

The British imperialists’ chief spheres of 

investment were in their colonies. From being a 

penal colony Australia developed into an orthodox 

British colony subject to the ordinary rules of 

imperialist domination. Lenin showed that the 

export of capital to countries like Australia greatly 

affected and accelerated the development of 

capitalism and that this is part of the process of 

expanding and deepening the further development of 

capitalism throughout the world. 

The Communist Party in Australia had the task of 

establishing itself as the core leading the cause of the 

Australian workers and working people forward. 

Lenin had said that “in its struggle for power the 

proletariat has no other weapon but organisation. 

Disunited by the rule of anarchic competition in the 

bourgeois world, ground down by forced labour for 

capital, constantly thrust back to the ’lower depths’ 

of utter destitution, savagery and degeneration, the 

proletariat can become, and inevitably will become, 

an invincible force only when its ideological 

unification by the principles of Marxism is 

consolidated by the material unity of an organisation 

which will weld millions of toilers into an army of 

the working class.” (One Step Forward, Two Steps 

Back.) 

In its struggle for power the Australian working 

class needed organisation guided by Marxism-

Leninism. 

Marxism-Leninism is the world outlook of 

Communism. It reveals the laws of social 



development and as part of that it reveals the part 

men play in that social development. “It is man’s 

social being that determines his thinking. Once the 

correct ideas characteristic of the advanced class are 

grasped by the masses, these ideas turn into a 

material force which changes society and changes 

the world.” (Mao Tsetung: Where Do Correct Ideas 

Come From? (May, 1963), 1st Pocket Ed., p. l.) The 

Communists understand how society develops, they 

understand where it is going and they struggle with 

and amongst the workers so as to raise their own 

consciousness and that of the workers. If the workers 

understand where they are going, understand what is 

the purpose of their struggle, then they are thrice 

armed. On the other hand, if they merely take the line 

of least resistance, succumb to the spontaneous 

struggle for better economic conditions, then they 

are riveted to capitalism. It has been truly said that 

theory without practice is sterile and practice 

without theory is blind. 

In ordinary life if you understand what you are 

doing, your doing is purposeful and if your 

understanding is correct, your doing is likely to be 

successful. On the other hand, if your doing is blind, 

undertaken without understanding, it is certain to be 

a failure. So it is with the role of the working class 

in history. Once it becomes armed with scientific 

socialist theory its struggle becomes purposeful and 

will be crowned with success. 

This is all the more important precisely because 

the working class has to raise itself in struggle 

against a very well entrenched enemy. The 

imperialists and their local collaborators are the 

enemy. They are determined to maintain their 

positions of exploitation, power and privilege at all 

costs. This enemy has material and ideological 

means to maintain its rule. Its material means 



consists of the army, the police, the courts and gaols. 

Its ideological weapons embrace the whole system 

of thinking, dissemination of information, etc. The 

challenge to it is a very big undertaking. 

Lenin said: “... to belittle the socialist ideology in 

any way, to turn aside from it in the slightest degree 

means to strengthen bourgeois ideology. There is 

much talk of spontaneity. But the spontaneous 

development of the working class movement leads 

to its subordination to bourgeois ideology for the 

spontaneous working class movement is trade 

unionism . . . and trade unionism means the 

ideological enslavement of the workers by the 

bourgeoisie. Hence, our task, the task of 

(Communism) is to combat spontaneity, to divert the 

working class movement from this spontaneous, 

trade unionist striving to come under the wing of the 

bourgeoisie, and to bring it under the wing of 

revolutionary Communism.” (Lenin: What Is To Be 

Done.) 

This too was the task undertaken in the formation 

of the Communist Party in Australia in 1920. Its 

historic role was to uphold the principles of 

proletarian ideology, Marxism-Leninism. That 

involved investigating and analysing the actual 

conditions in Australia so that those conditions could 

be changed and influenced in accordance with the 

general truth of Marxism-Leninism. Merely to 

repeat that general truth would not solve the problem 

of the actual struggle of the Australian workers, 

working and other oppressed people. 

Investigation and analysis show that in 1920 

capitalism in Australia was still developing. Its white 

population was about 5,000,000, its aboriginal 

population really unknown but of the order of 

100,000. It had seven separate governing 



apparatuses, that of the Commonwealth plus those of 

the six separate states. Those state apparatuses 

exercised the imperialist dictatorship in 

collaboration with Australian reactionaries. “The 

State is a special organisation of force; it is the 

organisation of violence for the suppression of some 

class” (Lenin: State and Revolution). The nature of 

the state (we now use the term in the above sense, 

namely the machine used by one class to suppress 

another class) was that of a dictatorship of the 

bourgeoisie carried on under what is called 

bourgeois democracy. The forms of Australian 

bourgeois democracy were universal suffrage, 

elected parliaments, “freedom” of the press, 

assembly, speech, religion, etc. Under cover of these 

false claims of democracy, real power resided in the 

hands of the British and U.S. finance capitalists who 

had invested in Australia and those Australian 

capitalists who had thrown in their lot with these 

British and U.S. finance capitalists. 

Primary production, notably wheat and wool, 

constituted the greater bulk of Australia’s 

production. But industry was rapidly growing. The 

class divisions, determined by the relations of men 

to the means of production, were a small minority 

who owned and controlled the means of production 

(factories, mines) and on the other hand the workers 

who worked for these owners. (The workers 

embraced both industrial and rural workers). 

Between these two, stood individual farmers of 

various kinds, a middle class which consisted of 

shopkeepers, petty proprietors, professional people. 

Then there were intellectuals and students, and on 

the boundaries of the industrial workers there were 

hank and insurance clerks, public servants, etc. A 

national capitalist class was growing up in 

competition with the U.S. and British capitalists. But 



it had a very difficult struggle either being taken over 

by the foreign giants or ruined by them or if it 

survived leading a precarious existence. 

The Communist Party based its approach on the 

industrial workers. They were the leading 

revolutionary force. They were directly attached to 

the most advanced means of production even though 

at that time production was not very advanced. They 

were disciplined by the very process of production. 

Marx and Engels, as we have said, pointed out that 

the proletariat alone is a really revolutionary class 

and that it is the special and essential product of the 

bourgeoisie. This directly applies in Australia. The 

Australian proletariat is the special and essential 

product of the imperialist bourgeoisie and their local 

collaborators in Australia. 

Though the Australian working class in 1920 was 

seemingly weak, yet the then Communists correctly 

understood that it was bound to develop, that it was 

the revolutionary class, that capitalism and the 

working class would grow, and that the Australian 

Communist Party must be a party of the Australian 

working class. It thus correctly understood in actual 

Australian conditions, the universal truth of 

Marxism-Leninism that the working class of 

necessity plays the leading role in revolutionary 

development. 

Accordingly the founding Communists made a 

profoundly important and correct contribution to 

Australian revolutionary development when they set 

out to base the Party on the working class. There 

were not and never had been strictly feudal social 

relations in Australia. Therefore (unlike China, for 

example) there was no fully developed system of 

feudalism to be overthrown. The primitive 

communal way of life of the aborigines had been 



broken up by the British imperialists and the 

numbers of aboriginal inhabitants had been greatly 

reduced by killing, starvation and exploitation, a 

process which goes on to this very day even though 

its cruder forms have been replaced by more subtle 

forms. After the convict days, the substantial 

relations of production were capitalist relations of 

production. Convictism itself was destroyed by the 

very development of capitalism in Australia. The 

nature of the revolution to be undertaken by the 

workers and their Communist Party was the 

overthrow of imperialist domination. Instead of the 

imperialist dominated dictatorship of the 

bourgeoisie there had to be a people’s democratic 

dictatorship. This was an essential step in the 

winning of socialism. 

By 1920, the theoretical basis of the struggle for 

working class power had been discovered, 

developed and elaborated by Marx, Engels and 

Lenin. Marx and Engels had commenced their 

theory of this struggle by analysing and investigating 

the whole of social development and from that 

analysis and investigation they elaborated in a 

general sense the need for the working class to 

overthrow the capitalists and establish its own 

political power. But there was no direct experience 

of proletarian revolution upon which to draw so as 

to give more precise guidelines to the workers. The 

Paris Commune of 1871 provided the first real 

experience. Marx carefully analysed and 

investigated all the experience of the Paris 

Commune. His theory then became far more precise 

. . . “his teaching is the summary of experience 

illuminated by a profound philosophical conception 

of the world and a rich knowledge of history” 

(Lenin: Selected Works, 12 Vol. Edn., Vol. VII, 

p.28.) Any notion of simply taking over the 



bourgeois machinery of state had to be discarded; 

this machinery had to be smashed by the armed 

workers allied to the peasants, and the working class 

had to establish its own state apparatus, i.e., its own 

army, police, courts, gaols, to be used against the 

bourgeoisie. 

The principles of smashing the state apparatus 

discussed by Marx apply too in the struggle for 

independence from imperialism and for people’s 

democratic dictatorship. The Australian people led 

by the working class in alliance with the toiling 

farmers and uniting with all other Australian patriots 

must overthrow imperialist domination, establish 

their own state with their own army, courts, gaols, to 

be used against the imperialists and their local 

collaborators. 

Lenin in his turn greatly developed Marx’s ideas. 

He actually inspired and led the Russian workers in 

the February 1917 bourgeois democratic revolution 

and in the proletarian revolution of October 1917. 

Lenin showed that the working class was up against 

a ruthless and implacable enemy armed physically to 

the teeth and armed with every form of ideological 

and political deception. He demonstrated the critical, 

fundamental need for a highly disciplined, 

ideologically and politically mature Party of the 

proletariat to lead the armed workers and people in 

revolutionary struggle. 

Lenin in the very year of the formation of the 

Communist Party in Australia summed up some 

experiences of the Russian Communist Party: “And 

first of all the question arises: how is the discipline 

of the revolutionary party of the proletariat 

maintained? How is it tested? How is it reinforced? 

First by the class consciousness of the proletarian 

vanguard and by its devotion to the revolution, by its 



perseverance, self-sacrifice and heroism. Second by 

its ability to link itself with, to keep in close touch 

with, and to a certain extent if you like, to merge with 

the broadest mass of the toilers – primarily with the 

proletarian, but also with the non-proletarian toiling 

masses. Third by the correctness of the political 

leadership exercised by this vanguard, by the 

correctness of its political strategy and tactics, 

provided that the broadest masses have been 

convinced by their own experience that they are 

correct. 

Without these conditions, discipline in a 

revolutionary party that is really capable of being a 

party of the advanced class, whose mission it is to 

overthrow the bourgeoisie and transform the whole 

of society, cannot be achieved. Without these 

conditions, all attempts to establish discipline 

inevitably fall flat and end in phrasemongering and 

grimacing. On the other hand, these conditions 

cannot arise all at once. They are created only by 

prolonged effort and hard-won experience. Their 

creation is facilitated by correct revolutionary 

theory, which, in its turn, is not a dogma, but 

assumes final shape only in close connection with 

the practical activity of a truly mass and truly 

revolutionary movement.” (“Leftwing” 

Communism. Lenin: Selected Works, 12 Vol. Edn., 

Vol. 10, p.61. Emphasis partly ours.) 

The nature of the Communist Party itself was a 

matter of acute debate in the working class 

movement. Lenin had argued against an amorphous 

political party that anyone could join, as he said, any 

striker or high school student merely because he had 

been on strike (commendable though that was) or 

had been a student who declared himself for the 

revolution. More than that was required. The 

Communist Party must be composed of the most 



advanced elements of the workers, and included in 

that are those people from other social classes who 

have identified their position with that of the 

workers. The Communists must be devoted to the 

revolutionary cause, to revolutionary workingclass 

service to the people. They must be prepared to work 

in a thoroughly disciplined way, discipline born of 

ideological conviction. That involves their being 

members of a basic party organisation working in it 

and paying dues to it. Above all, it meant a Party 

where revolutionary ideology and politics were in 

command. 

In contrast to the parties of social democracy (in 

which is included the labor party in Australia) where 

anyone who declared a nominal adherence to the 

programme, itself ill-defined “and open to many 

conflicting interpretations, could join, the 

Communist Party insisted on what we have said. 

Further, the Communist Party established the 

organisational principle of democratic centralism. 

The essence of democratic centralism is that it is a 

Marxist-Leninist idea by which, through a process of 

democratic consultation amongst members, 

decisions are reached. Those decisions are then 

binding on members, the minority (if any) being 

bound by the majority. Leading bodies are elected in 

democratic consultation, the decisions of the higher 

of which are binding on the lower. Such principles 

ensure a highly organised Party capable of giving 

leadership to and participating in all mass struggles, 

guided by an overall central strategy. In Australia, 

such a party must estimate the nature of the 

revolution, must estimate the forces that could be 

involved in the revolutionary struggle, must identify 

the enemies against whom the struggle would be 

waged. 



The Party had to be a unity. It could not be a party 

that spoke and acted with different voices and 

actions on the one question. Membership must be 

based on adherence to Marxism-Leninism. Every 

member must be an activist. We have quoted Lenin 

from Left-wing Communism as to what constitutes 

party spirit (“discipline” is the way it is translated in 

the quotation above). The unity of the party is a 

conditional unity, a unity conditional on adherence 

to Marxism-Leninism, revolutionary spirit. 

While unity is conditional, struggle for that unity 

is absolute. It is a struggle for Marxist-Leninist 

ideology. This absolute struggle (if it ended, so too 

would the Party) is carried through by the method of 

criticism and self-criticism. Mao Tsetung’s “On 

Contradiction” and “On the Correct Handling of 

Contradictions Among the People”, are Marxist-

Leninist classics which deal with contradiction. 

Contradictions within the Party are resolved by this 

method of criticism and self-criticism and in the 

process of unity-struggle-unity. The course of 

development of the Communist Party in Australia 

showed departures from this approach to unity and 

departures from democratic centralism. But 

throughout its history there have been those who 

really strove to adhere to Marxism-Leninism 

including this Marxist-Leninist idea of democratic 

centralism and Marxist-Leninist unity of the Party. 

Moreover, essential to the development of the 

Party was the understanding of the laws governing 

Party development. Materialist dialectics shows the 

universality of contradiction. “Marxist philosophy 

holds that the law of the unity of opposites is the 

fundamental law of the universe. This law operates 

universally, whether in the natural world, in human 

society, or in man’s thinking. Between the opposites 

in a contradiction there is at once unity and struggle, 



and it is this that impels things to move and change. 

Contradictions exist everywhere, but they differ in 

accordance with the different nature of different 

things. In any given phenomenon or thing, the unity 

of opposites is conditional, temporary and transitory, 

and hence relative, whereas the struggle of opposites 

is absolute.” (Mao Tsetung: On the Correct 

Handling of Contradictions Among the 

People (1957).) 

The expression of this universal law in the 

Communist Party lies in the struggle between 

Marxist-Leninist ideas and bourgeois ideas. In 1920, 

the Communist Party was created from a not very 

highly developed working class greatly influenced 

by the labor party, by trade union politics, by 

parliamentarism, by anarcho-syndicalism (I.W.W.), 

Utopian socialism and various other non-proletarian, 

bourgeois or petty bourgeois trends. These 

bourgeois ideas were the ideas against which 

Marxist-Leninists had to fight within the Party. 

In addition, the class struggle between the 

capitalist class and working class was a constant and 

all-embracing factor in Australia. The class struggle 

occurred on every field, not merely in the 

confrontation in strikes and the like between workers 

and capitalists, but in the competition of ideas. It 

embraced every aspect of life. 

The life of the Communist Party then was a life of 

the resolution of contradiction. “Opposition and 

struggle between ideas of different kinds constantly 

occur within the Party; this is a reflection within the 

Party of contradictions between classes and between 

the new and the old in society. If there were no 

contradictions in the Party and no ideological 

struggles to resolve them, the Party’s life would 

come to an end.” (Mao Tsetung: On 



Contradiction. Selected Works, Vol. 1, p.317.) True 

enough, the founding Communists did not fully 

understand this. But any comment on the history of 

the Communist Party can be founded only on a 

proper understanding of what governs its 

development. Understanding of that is fundamental 

to understanding the policies and actions of the 

Communist Party. 

Involved in the formation of the Communist Party 

in Australia was then the undertaking to organise and 

lead the workers, working and other oppressed 

people and patriots in the revolutionary struggle for 

independence and people’s democratic dictatorship. 

That involved struggling against British and U.S. 

imperialism and their local collaborators. 

This revolution is not a bourgeois democratic 

revolution in the old sense. Capitalism and 

imperialism have long passed that. The October 

Revolution occurred in 1917 three years before the 

formation of the Communist Party in Australia. The 

October Revolution ushered in a new era of world 

proletarian socialist revolution. 

The nature of the Australian revolution is to 

overthrow imperialist domination and domination 

by the local reactionary collaborators with 

imperialism, establish people’s ownership of the key 

sectors of the economy, give democratic rights a real 

content (make them the reality and not as now the 

shadow) as a necessary preliminary to the 

proletarian socialist revolution. The Australian 

revolution is part of the world proletarian socialist 

revolution. The struggle to realise the preliminary 

tasks, national democratic revolution with 

independence and democracy with a new content 

under the leadership of the working class will be 

carried through to socialism. 



A prime task of the Party was not only to arm itself 

with Marxist-Leninist ideology but to arm the 

workers, working and other oppressed people and 

patriots with it. The propagation of Communist 

ideology, materialist dialectics, is an essential 

feature of a Communist Party’s work. Armchair 

philosophers are of no use. “Marxist philosophy 

holds that the most important problem does not lie in 

understanding the laws of the objective world and 

thus being able to explain it, but in applying the 

knowledge of these laws actively to change the 

world.” (Mao Tsetung: On Practice. Selected 

Works, Vol. 1, p.304.) Hence the Communist Party 

of Australia was created as a party of struggle to 

apply its knowledge of materialist dialectics actively 

to change the social system in Australia from 

bourgeois democracy to people’s democratic 

dictatorship and then socialism. 

Never to lose sight of the aim of winning people’s 

democratic power, the people’s democratic 

dictatorship (a form of the dictatorship of the 

proletariat) and through that the transition to 

socialism is critical in Australia. 

In the phase of people’s democratic dictatorship, 

private property in the means of production is not 

wholly abolished. Certainly the factories and assets 

of U.S. imperialism and other imperialisms in 

Australia will be socialised: so too key sectors of the 

economy. But some capitalist enterprises will 

remain. Their conversion to socialised ownership is 

a process which will go on for some time. 

An essential and first step towards socialism is the 

overthrow of imperialism and the establishment of 

people’s democratic dictatorship which does not yet 

raise the question of socialist ownership of all the 

means of production. 



The struggle for the people’s democratic 

dictatorship as the first step to socialism involved 

(and involves) fighting to maintain a Party organised 

on the basis of Marxist-Leninist ideology to give 

effect to Marxist-Leninist politics and the life of 

which was (and is) determined by the contradictions 

between proletarian and bourgeois ideas, the new 

and the old. The Marxist-Leninists had (and have) a 

continuous, never ending struggle for the supremacy 

of Marxist-Leninist ideology, politics and 

organisation. 

We speak of Marxist-Leninist ideology (and in 

contemporary times of the ideology of Marxism-

Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought) as the world 

outlook of Communism. As we have said, 

materialist dialectics show that all development, 

social and scientific, occurs through the resolution of 

contradiction within the essence of things. “The 

fundamental cause of the development of a thing is 

not external but internal; it lies in the 

contradictoriness within the thing. There is internal 

contradiction in every single thing, hence its motion 

and development. Contradictoriness within a thing is 

the fundamental cause of its development, while its 

interrelations and interactions with other things are 

secondary causes.” (Mao Tsetung: On 

Contradiction. Selected Works, Vol. 1, p.313.) 

Nothing escapes the domain of materialist dialectics: 

it is all embracing. “It was not until Marx and 

Engels, the great protagonists of the proletarian 

movement, had synthesised the positive 

achievements in the history of human knowledge 

and, in particular, critically absorbed the rational 

elements of Hegelian dialectics and created the great 

theory of dialectical and historical materialism that 

an unprecedented revolution occurred in the history 

of human knowledge.” (p.315.) 



Materialist dialectics then is the all-embracing 

philosophy of Communism. It is not the whim of 

some individual philosopher but the scientific 

discovery and elucidation of laws that actually exist 

and govern development in nature, history and 

thought. 

The class struggle is a manifestation of materialist 

dialectics, the struggle of the opposites. In Australia, 

it is class struggle between the foreign imperialists 

with their local collaborators on the one hand and the 

Australian workers, working people and other 

patriots on the other hand. 

It has been shown that the political tasks which 

faced the Communists in Australia in 1920 were the 

overthrow of imperialism and the establishment of 

people’s democratic dictatorship. They are the broad 

political tasks. Within them there are many other 

political tasks. Earlier we said that “politics, whether 

revolutionary or counter-revolutionary, is the 

struggle of class against class.” Thus in Australia, 

politics is a specific, particular feature of the world 

outlook, ideology of Marxism-Leninism. Politics is 

guided by that ideology, it covers a lesser field than 

that ideology. 

Organisation is the organisation of the Communist 

Party to serve that ideology and those politics. It 

upholds and propagates materialist dialectics and its 

life both demonstrates materialist dialectics and 

develops according to them. It provides the core 

necessary to carry out the political tasks that 

materialist dialectics reveal to be the proletarian 

political tasks in Australia. Something of the features 

of Party organisation has been described in earlier 

pages. 



Ideology, politics and organisation are at once a 

division and a unity. They serve and enrich each 

other. Ideology, as the quotations above show, 

embraces action, requires action; action is an 

essential part of it. Hence in the realm of class 

struggle, political activity and organisation 

necessarily arise from and in their turn enrich 

ideology. Ideology just as an idea, as a thing in itself, 

is of no point. There is profound truth in Mao 

Tsetung’s statement; “The Marxist philosophy of 

dialectical materialism has two outstanding 

characteristics. 

One is its class nature: it openly avows that 

dialectical materialism is in the service of the 

proletariat. The other is its practicality: it 

emphasises the dependence of theory on practice, 

emphasises that theory is based on practice and in 

turn serves practice. (On Practice. Selected Works, 

Vol. l,p.297.) 

Thus in the history of the Communist Party in 

Australia an understanding of ideology, politics and 

organisation is vital as is an understanding of the 

relations between them and their interdependence. 

The workers must have their own ideology, politics 

and organisation. The Communist Party is the 

product of them and the custodian and developer of 

them for the workers. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 4: BASIC QUESTIONS OF THE REVOLUTION 

Having defined the nature of the Australian 

revolution, it is desirable to look forward a little, 

though there is of course the benefit of more than 50 

years of experience. That experience has greatly 

enriched Communist theory and practice in the 

world and in Australia. Experience includes negative 

experience. 

To win Australia’s independence and overthrow 

imperialist domination requires intense struggle by 

the working class and its allies. 

The rule of the bourgeoisie rests on force and 

violence. The violence of the police, the law courts 

and the gaols is an everyday occurrence in 

Australian life. Behind that violence, if it is not 

enough to keep the people in subjection, is the army, 

and the army is the key weapon in the apparatus of 

the state; it is the chief component of state power. 

The violence of an army can only be overthrown by 

the violence of an army. In Russia, the Russian 

workers took up arms to destroy the armies of the 

counter-revolution. The armies of the counter-

revolution had always initiated violence against the 

working people. In China, the Chinese workers and 

peasants formed their own armies and fought a 

protracted revolutionary war against the armies of 

the counter-revolution and the Japanese imperialists. 

Again the armies of the counter-revolution and of the 

Japanese imperialists had always been the initiators 

of violence. Hence critical to the politics of Russia 

and China and the prosecution of the class struggle, 

was the creation and development of an army 

composed of all the revolutionary sections of the 

people led by the working class. Such an army 



breaks the ruling class’s monopoly of violence and 

combats violence with violence. This involves 

ideological, political and organisational preparation. 

In Australia, though the situation has great 

differences, nevertheless the universal truth of the 

central position of armed struggle holds good. “The 

seizure of power by armed force, the settlement of 

the issue by war, is the central task and the highest 

form of revolution. This Marxist-Leninist principle 

of revolution holds good universally, for China and 

for all other countries. 

But while the principle remains the same, its 

application by the party of the proletariat finds 

expression in varying ways according to the 

varying conditions. Internally, capitalist countries 

practise bourgeois democracy (not feudalism) when 

they are not fascist or not at war; in their external 

relations, they are not oppressed by, but themselves 

oppress, other nations. Because of these 

characteristics, it is the task of the party of the 

proletariat in the capitalist countries to educate the 

workers and build up strength through a long period 

of legal struggle, and thus prepare for the final 

overthrow of capitalism. In these countries, the 

question is one of a long legal struggle, of utilizing 

parliament as a platform, of economic and political 

strikes, of organizing trade unions and educating 

the workers. There the form of organization is legal 

and the form of struggle bloodless (non-military). 

On the issue of war, the Communist parties in the 

capitalist countries oppose the imperialist wars 

waged by their own countries; if such wars occur, 

the policy of these Parties is to bring about the 

defeat of the reactionary governments of their own 

countries. The one war they want to fight is the civil 

war for which they are preparing. But this 

insurrection and war should not be launched until 

the bourgeoisie becomes really helpless, until the 

majority of the proletariat are determined to rise in 

arms and fight, and until the rural masses are giving 

willing help to the proletariat. And when the time 

comes to launch such an insurrection and war, the 

first step will be to seize the cities, and then advance 



into the countryside, and not the other way about. 

All this has been done by Communist Parties in 

capitalist countries, and it has been proved correct 

by the October Revolution in Russia.” (Mao 

Tsetung: Problems of War and Strategy. Selected 

Works,Vol. II, p.219.) 

After the Chinese revolutionary peasants and 

workers had defeated the enemy, Mao Tsetung said: 

“A well disciplined Party armed with the theory of 

Marxism-Leninism, using the method of self-

criticism and linked with the masses of the people; 

an army under the leadership of such a Party; a 

united front of all revolutionary classes and all 

revolutionary groups under the leadership of such a 

Party – these are the three main weapons with which 

we have defeated the enemy.” (On the People’s 

Democratic Dictatorship, Selected Works, Vol. IV, 

p.422.) 

This too sums up the basic tasks of the revolution 

in Australia, subject of course to the different 

conditions in Australia from those in China. 

Therefore the Communists in Australia had the task 

of building a well disciplined Communist Party 

armed with the theory of Marxism-Leninism which 

used the method of self-criticism and was closely 

linked with the Australian workers, working and 

oppressed people; of struggling to create a 

revolutionary army and of building a united front of 

all revolutionary Australians. 

We have emphasised the leading role of the 

working class in the revolutionary movement. The 

Communist Party is the party of the working class. 

It is, in Australian conditions, the workers and the 

armed workers who are the decisive force of the 

revolution. Accordingly the Party must be organised 

deep in the working class and deep amongst the 

workers at the point of production, i.e., in the actual 



workplaces. It is in the actual workplaces that the 

workers are united by the very process of 

production, where they are most revolutionary. 

Moreover the Party must be shod on all feet. It 

must be fully equipped to meet all situations. It is 

confronted with a well entrenched enemy which has 

an older ideology, is more experienced in politics 

and organisation and has an army, secret and open 

police. 

The Party must be capable of maintaining its mass 

connections in all circumstances, particularly among 

the workers. While taking full advantage of all legal 

opportunities it must never lose sight of the fact that 

the organisational connections of its main mass work 

must be concealed from the enemy. Hence its work 

must be open and secret, legal and illegal and it must 

be prepared as circumstances demand to change its 

emphasis from one to the other, to expand or contract 

one or the other. There is much misunderstanding 

about open work. Open work is work done among 

the workers and working people but the 

organisational connections of its Communist 

character are generally concealed from the enemy. 

There is a difference between a Communist who 

works openly among the workers and working 

people and on the other hand a publicly proclaimed 

Communist. The former works freely (openly, 

makes no attempt 10 conceal himself, hide away) 

among the people but conceals his Communist 

organisational connections from the enemy. He is 

the fish that swims in the sea of the people. It is 

possible in the legal conditions in Australia to have 

a few publicly proclaimed Communists known to the 

workers and known to the enemy. The fact of their 

Communism is proclaimed and well known. But this 

is the exception. If all the Communists did that it 



would mean the Communist Party was a sect known 

to the enemy and cut off from the people and 

therefore ineffective. 

All forms of struggle are directed towards the 

winning of independence from imperialism, towards 

the establishment of a new democratic anti-

imperialist government. That involves the building 

up of the Communist Party, prolonged preparation 

and work for the armed struggle of the anti-

imperialist united front. The struggle to arm the anti-

imperialist forces involves making the anti-

imperialist cause a mass question, making the 

Communist approach to revolution a mass question. 

It involves explaining the role of force in history, 

explaining that all classes rely on force to maintain 

their rule or to seize power from another class, to 

show that the capitalist class and the imperialist 

dominators of Australia always use force and 

violence to maintain their rule and domination and 

that their counter-revolutionary violence must be 

met with revolutionary violence. 

The ruling class has for centuries instilled into the 

people the idea that the people should not have guns. 

In other words, the ruling class has established for 

itself a certain ideological monopoly on the matter 

of guns and it has taken various “legal” steps to 

enforce this monopoly as a physical fact. 

It is very difficult for the labouring people, who 

have been deceived and intimidated by the 

reactionary ruling classes for thousands of years, to 

awaken to the importance of having guns in their 

own hands. (Mao Tsetung: Problems of War and 

Strategy, Selected Works, Vol. II, p.224.) 

The precise form of armed struggle in countries 

such as Australia has not yet been worked out. But 

from resistance to police assaults, batons, etc., step 



by step consciousness of combating police and army 

guns by revolutionary guns is not so difficult. Every 

ounce of experience both in Australia and elsewhere 

needs very close examination so that Australian 

people can learn from both positive and negative 

experience. 

It is a revolutionary task to break this ruling class 

monopoly of guns both ideologically and materially. 

This requires carrying out step by step. 

Then the united front is the unity of all forces that 

can be united against the enemies of the people. That 

requires identification of those enemies and uniting 

in a real way (not merely in a formal way) all those 

who can be united against those enemies. In no sense 

is this an artificial scheme. It is a united action that 

arises from life itself. The Eureka miners by their 

action united many diverse people around them 

directed against the then colonial autocracy. The 

participants in the maritime strike united many 

diverse people around them. The working class, 

when its policies, actions and struggles are correct, 

always unites many people around it. A Communist 

Party which works correctly makes an analysis of 

who are the enemies at a given time and who can be 

united against those enemies. The main force in the 

revolutionary movement is the working class but 

essential forces exist in the rural proletarians, the 

semi-proletarians (those who own a small farm but 

also work for wages) the smaller farmers who are 

just above these two levels; others in the rural 

community can be involved; then there are the 

various strata of the intermediate sections of the 

population, clerks, lower and intermediate public 

servants, students and other intellectuals, smaller 

businessmen and some patriotic sections of the 

capitalist class. There will be excluded those who 

collaborate with the imperialist bourgeoisie. 



 

CHAPTER 5: FORMATIVE YEARS OF THE PARTY 

World War I had greatly stepped up imperialist 

activity and interest in Australia. This caused big 

developments in capitalism and intensified the class 

struggle. The class struggle had an anti-imperialist 

direction. This was evidenced by the anti-

conscription victories in the two referendums, (1916 

and 1917) the anti-war activities of the I.W.W. and 

socialist groups, the 1917 general strike in New 

South Wales. The upsurge in Australian class 

struggle was a component part of the intensified 

class struggle in the world of which the October 

Revolution was the high point. Moreover economic 

crisis in Australia in the post-war period (a part of 

the general crisis of capitalism) accentuated class 

conflict. 

On the other hand, the international bourgeoisie 

and its Australian component combined to offset 

revolutionary growth. One aspect of this was the 

armed intervention against the Russian revolution. 

Alongside armed intervention, an unprecedented 

ideological and political campaign was waged 

against the “menace of Communism.” Intervention 

against the Soviet workers failed. It did great 

damage but it also helped the workers to understand 

the nature of communism and the nature of 

imperialist intervention against it. This too 

influenced Australian workers, and the Australian 

Communist Party played a prominent part in 

organising relief for the Russian people. 

The political and ideological campaign against 

communism took many forms. Outright attacks on it 

by the newspapers and other such organs of the 

capitalist class were a prominent feature. The more 



dangerous attacks were those amongst the workers 

themselves. And here the bourgeoisie used its labor 

party to do the job. Under the pressure of class 

struggle to which we have referred as influencing the 

formation of the Communist Party, the labor party 

inserted a socialisation plank into its platform. This 

was at once a reflection of the growing militancy of 

the working class in Australia and an act of 

deception on the part of the bourgeoisie. In order to 

divert the advanced workers from Communism and 

the Communist Party and its genuine struggle for 

socialism, it was essential for the bourgeoisie to 

strive to guide revolutionary sentiments into 

harmless channels. We must never forget that the 

bourgeoisie constantly discusses its tactics of 

struggle. 

Division and splitting are a feature of the growth 

of the Communist Party in Australia. This is 

inevitable. Division and splitting result from the 

reflection of the class struggle in the Communist 

Party. There was from the very beginning (and there 

will remain) struggle between proletarian and 

bourgeois ideology manifested in the struggle 

between social democracy and its influences (labor 

party politics) on the one hand and Communism on 

the other, between the old and the new. The struggle 

did not and does not take place under these banners 

but that was and is its real essence. 

The formative years of the Communist Party 

showed conflict amongst its component groups. 

Reflection of the external class struggle and 

shortcomings in ideology were the basic cause of 

this internecine strife. An expression of this was 

deficiency in integration with the Australian workers 

and working people. It all reflected the then 

immaturity of the workers and the yet early 

development of class struggle. 



The Party in its formative years strove for 

Marxism-Leninism. Of necessity the bourgeois 

counter-attack affected it in its internal struggle. 

Communist ideas, Marxist-Leninist ideas in the 

Communist Party of Australia could only develop 

and grow strong in internal conflict in the Party 

against non-Communist ideas and chiefly those of 

social democracy (labor party). 

As to armed struggle the world was providing rich 

lessons in the initiative taken by the bourgeoisie in 

the use of force and violence. After all, unparalleled 

violence was initiated and launched against the 

Russian workers. For generations the Russian Tsars 

at the head of the Russian ruling class had used 

unlimited force and violence against the Russian 

workers and peasants. Then when the Russian 

workers and peasants rebelled, the Russian ruling 

class again resorted to unlimited force and violence. 

And it was backed in this by the armies of the 

interventionary powers. 

It is true that in Australia there was not this degree 

of violence. But the lessons to all workers were clear. 

And in its own way the Australian ruling class used 

its police, its courts, its gaols to suppress workers’ 

struggle. Frame-up and gaoling of the I.W.W. 

leaders, the sedition laws, the violence against the 

advocates of no-conscription, were all indications of 

the force and violence of the ruling class backed 

ultimately by the army. How to counteract the force 

and violence of the ruling class received little 

attention yet that question is critical to the politics of 

revolution. This is a weakness that showed the 

strength of social democratic influences. 

Labor party social democracy depends upon 

parliamentary majorities, depends on the “peaceful 

transition to socialism”, depends upon legalism. One 



can reject those ideas without positively embracing 

their opposite in revolutionary ideas. It is a law of 

revolution that the given revolution will be resisted 

with counter revolutionary force and violence. If the 

workers and their allies are not armed both 

ideologically and materially to overcome that 

counter revolutionary force and violence with their 

own force and violence their revolution is doomed. 

Marx criticised the Paris Communards for not 

resorting to force and violence with sufficient 

determination. 

The rejection of revolutionary force and violence 

is a bourgeois idea. The bourgeoisie understands the 

part in society played by its own force and violence. 

It struggles might and main to preserve its monopoly 

of them and to disarm the workers and their allies. 

Its chief weapon among the workers in this respect 

is social democracy. And the quintessence of social 

democracy is its rejection of people’s democratic 

revolutionary dictatorship, of the dictatorship of the 

proletariat, the seizure of power by armed force and 

armed revolutionary struggle to counteract the force 

and violence of the imperialist dominators of 

Australia and their collaborators. 

Within the Communist Party in 1920 and its early 

years this matter had yet to develop. Indeed it is fair 

to say, and it is saying a lot in the then circumstances, 

that a good deal of the Party’s propaganda lay in 

arguing about the ideas of Communism. This took 

the form of somewhat abstract material but it was 

scarcely avoidable in the growth of the Party. 

Its interest in the trade unions and among the labor 

party rank and file marked the beginning of uniting 

the revolutionary forces of the working class and 

other working people. Again there is not yet the 

attempt to define the forces of the revolution, the 



character of the allies of the revolution. All these and 

many other things were to be a process of growth. 

Had the Communists not formed the Communist 

Party in 1920, experience on these matters would not 

have been accumulated. We would not now be in the 

position of summing up experience. 

World capitalism entered a period of relative 

stability in the mid-twenties. The intensity of class 

struggle in Australia abated. Ideas that the 

Communist Party had been prematurely formed, 

emerged. These too are basically social democratic 

ideas. They rest on the basis that socialist revolution 

is unnecessary, that capitalism is permanent which is 

the very foundation of parliamentary and trade union 

politics. A trend to liquidation of the Communist 

Party asserted itself. In terms of contradiction, the 

contradiction between proletarian and bourgeois 

ideology, between social democratic ideas and 

revolutionary ideas took the active specific form of 

for or against the struggle to establish a 

revolutionary Communist Party. Bourgeois ideas 

required the liquidation of the revolutionary party. 

Within the Communist Party, liquidation in its open 

form was defeated. 

Tribute to the fact that the revolutionary banner of 

Communism was being upheld was the political 

Crimes Act of 1926. This Act centred on the 

assertion that the Communist Party in Australia 

upheld revolution by force and violence and 

advocated force and violence. The many-sided 

attack of the bourgeoisie can be clearly seen. On the 

one hand, they promoted direct hostile verbal and 

written attacks on the Communist Party, they 

fostered the idea through their social democratic 

labor party that there is no necessity for a 

Communist Party and on the other hand they used 



the force and violence of their Crimes Act physically 

to deal with the Communists and to intimidate the 

weak. 

In summary, the apparent stability of capitalism 

nurtured illusions about its permanence and no need 

for its overthrow; capitalist ideological and political 

attacks on the Communists, physical attacks on them 

and deception of the workers from within, were all 

features of political life in Australia. 

All this found reflection within the Communist 

Party and acute internal Party struggle resulted. It 

was the reflection within the Communist Party of the 

class struggle and was the way in which the Party 

lived and grew. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 6: THE ECONOMIC CRISIS AND THE FIGHT 

AGAINST FASCISM 

In the late twenties, the economic conditions in the 

capitalist world showed all the evidence of acute 

crisis. The Communist International analysed the 

factors which were evidence of crisis and which 

were leading to intensification of it. The Communist 

International called on the Communists to intensify 

their struggle and to maintain and assert their 

independence of social democracy. Specifically in 

Australia now the struggle in the Communist Party 

manifested itself in a struggle for or against 

parliamentary electoral support for the labor party. 

Actually this was a non-revolutionary basis, as the 

argument proceeded within limits imposed by the 

bourgeoisie itself, i.e., within the limits of 

parliamentary politics. Still the assertion of the 

independence of the Communist Party has a 

progressive side. It at least kept the way open for 

revolutionary advance, whereas identification with 

the labor party was only another form of the 

liquidation of the Communist Party. The struggle 

was a part of the growth of the Communist Party. 

The economic crisis in Australia in the years after 

1929 led to an acute intensification of class struggle. 

The British finance capitalists made a savage assault 

on the living conditions of the Australian workers 

and working people. Mass unemployment became a 

feature of life. The physical forces of the enemy 

came much more to the fore. Open force and 

violence were used almost continuously against the 

workers and working people. Bankrupted small and 

not so small farmers and small and not so small 

businessmen swelled the ranks of the oppressed. 



At the same time the picture of socialist Soviet 

Russia, free from the economic crisis which 

engulfed the capitalist world, powerfully stimulated 

socialist ideas in the working class. The Communist 

Party in Australia grew in numbers as a reflection of 

this intensified class struggle. Its call to make the 

rich pay was taken up in a mass way. Its participation 

in the many, many struggles of the workers and 

working people showed a greater understanding of 

uniting the revolutionary forces. It led many 

struggles of the workers, the unemployed and the 

struggling and dispossessed farmers. Its ideology 

was now more linked with the actual political tasks 

of the revolution in Australia. It more clearly 

identified the enemies of the people. Circumstances 

compelled the study of the classics of Marxism-

Leninism with Australian problems in mind. Such 

for example were questions of Marxist political 

economy to explain why there was economic crisis, 

Marxist teachings on the state to explain the force 

and violence of the ruling class as arising from the 

nature of the state as the apparatus of one class to 

suppress another and so on. All these were features 

of growth. 

On the other hand, reliance upon parliamentary 

solutions with Communist election campaigns, 

legalism, general acceptance and repetition of 

Marxist-Leninist truth with insufficient integration 

of that truth with the actual conditions of Australia, 

showed the still great room for ideological building 

of the Party. This particularly showed itself in the 

key revolutionary questions of who was to hold state 

power and how the state power of the imperialists 

was to be destroyed. The systematic propagation of 

the need for the complete overthrow of imperialist 

domination of Australia, of the need for ideological 

political and organisational preparation for armed 



struggle against that domination, were not grasped. 

Workers’ defence corps to meet the challenge of 

violence were an important step forward. They 

represented at least in embryo some understanding 

of violence. In truth, masses of workers were very 

receptive to revolutionary ideas. Central to those 

ideas is the arming of the anti-imperialist people to 

meet force with force. In retrospect it is easy to see 

for example the great importance of arming the 

unemployed. The Communist Party had to develop a 

lot yet in this regard. 

The actual relationship between the many partial 

struggles and the revolutionary struggle was as yet 

insufficiently explained. 

The idea of revolutionary break from imperialist 

domination as a necessary step in the struggle for 

socialism was not understood. In other words, the 

struggles for jobs and for better living standards 

tended to become things in themselves rather than as 

important in themselves but even more important as 

steps in the struggle for the revolutionary overthrow 

of imperialism in Australia (because imperialism in 

Australia gave rise to crisis) and its replacement by 

people’s democratic dictatorship. 

The Communist Party did not struggle sufficiently 

to unite the forces that could be united. Its approach 

was greatly handicapped by lack of ideological 

clarity on the central issue of the struggle for the 

political power, state power, of the revolutionary 

anti-imperialist forces led by the working class, 

revolutionary people’s democratic dictatorship. 

Capitalism in Australia is largely imperialism in 

Australia. Historically it commenced with British 

imperialism in Australia. The relations of 

production, that is the relation of men to the means 



of production are that there is a class which owns and 

controls the means of production (factories, mines, 

land, etc.) and a class which does not own those 

means of production but is dependent upon the 

owners. This class owns only its capacity to labour, 

its labour power, which it sells to the owners who 

make profit from it. The decisive owners of the 

means of production were primarily British 

imperialists or local capitalists dominated by British 

imperialists. Imperialism permitted no local growth 

of a capitalism to rival its own in Australia and tried 

to shut out its imperialist rivals. But Britain’s own 

imperialist position had been seriously weakened in 

World War I while that of U.S. imperialism had been 

greatly strengthened. U.S. imperialism moved more 

energetically than hitherto to establish its 

imperialism in Australia. Imperialism exploited not 

only directly the workers but indirectly all sections 

of the people by, for example, buying raw materials 

cheap and selling dear the products made from them, 

in selling its commodities dear and in a thousand 

other ways. The actions of imperialism in Australia 

created the basis for uniting all the anti-imperialist 

forces. The early struggles against the colonial 

autocracy had been necessarily directed against 

British imperialism. Not only were they at a fairly 

early stage of development but they were largely led 

by sections of Australian capitalists who were not so 

concerned to throw off the imperialist domination 

completely but were more concerned to get better 

terms from the imperialists. “No taxation without 

representation”, a cry so much heard in the struggles 

(not only in Australia) against imperialist 

domination, was a progressive cry but it was the cry 

of the local capitalists who wanted a say in the 

control of Australia. The October Revolution put 

directly on the agenda of the world revolution the 

entire question of capitalism and in countries like 



Australia the entire question of the complete ending 

of imperialist domination. The struggle for that 

could not be led by the capitalist class because 

capitalism has no future nor can it build up a new 

“independent” capitalism against the imperialist 

powers. It is only the working class which can unite 

the other anti-imperialist sections of the people 

(including patriotic capitalists) in the struggle 

against imperialism. That struggle has been and will 

be resisted with armed force by the imperialists and 

their local collaborators. No parliamentary solution 

is possible, no trade union solution is possible. Only 

revolutionary anti-imperialist armed struggle against 

imperialist arms offers the solution. 

The essence of the betrayal of the working class 

by social democracy (ALP) and the adaptation of the 

working class to capitalism lies in the denial of the 

need for violence by the working class and its allies 

to counteract the force and violence of the 

imperialists and their local collaborators. 

The idea of solutions through parliament, through 

the trade unions, through “peace” penetrated the 

Communist Party. This critical question runs right 

through the history of the Communist Party in 

Australia. 

This was a period of the first decisive linking of 

the Communist Party with the mass of Australian 

workers. It faced the Party with new problems. It 

grappled with the tasks of solving them. 

1933 saw the rise of Hitler to power in Germany. 

The bourgeois democratic pretence of rule was cast 

off in Germany. That left naked force as the weapon 

of government by big business in Germany. At the 

same time, German big business launched a 

campaign of expansion and military aggression. 



Within all the capitalist countries this had a big effect 

on the ruling class. The problem for the ruling 

monopolies was always what was the most effective 

method of rule over the exploited workers and 

working people. Deception, particularly the 

deception of bourgeois democracy, with the real 

weapon of force kept more in the background, is 

preferable. Deception however wears thin and the 

deceived masses are apt to take seriously the 

democratic declarations upon which it rests and then 

to kick over the traces when the real sham is 

revealed. 

Capitalism by its own inexorable laws, one of 

which is that the oppressed do struggle, reaches 

crisis, breaks down. The development of crisis has 

its ups and downs and the process is by no means 

clearcut. But the world wide depression had 

occurred in conditions where capitalism was already 

in general crisis. This general crisis, shown by break 

down in capitalism’s ideological political and 

economic stability, had set in in World War I. The 

economic depression of the thirties was an acute 

deepening of this crisis. It frightened the capitalist 

class, shook its confidence. Its chief fear was the rise 

of the working class. Hence the ever present trend to 

resort to open force against the workers gained 

impetus. In other words, the capitalists in all 

circumstances rely on deception and force but in 

accordance with changes in the circumstances, the 

emphasis shifts from one to the other. 

It would be a great mistake to overlook the 

foundation upon which this emphasis shifts. Lenin in 

his book “The State and Revolution” pointed out that 

“the forms of bourgeois states are extremely varied, 

but in essence they are all the same: in one way or 

another, in the final analysis, all these states are 



inevitably the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie.” 

(Selected Works, 12 Vol. Edn., Vol. 7, p.34.) 

On this foundation, the capitalist class in the early 

thirties shifted its emphasis from bourgeois 

democratic deception to violence. Hitler’s Nazism 

showed the process at work. At the same time the 

process was followed in other countries including 

Australia. Hitler’s way to power was paved by the 

German social-democrats. In Australia, the labor 

party social democrats carried out violent 

suppression of the working class on behalf of the 

capitalist class. The labor party subscribed to the 

British imperialist dictated Premiers’ Plan which 

was an all-round attack on the living conditions of 

the workers in order to shift the burden of crisis on 

to the workers and it resorted to violence to suppress 

the opposition of the workers. It did not wholly 

abandon deception. Indeed an essential part of the 

deception was the very fact that this party bore the 

name “labor” and had connections in the working 

class, yet was a party of capitalism. 

Within Australia as the thirties wore on, the ruling 

circles not only resorted more to internal violence 

but associated themselves with the policy of 

appeasement towards Hitler, Mussolini and Japanese 

militarism promoted by the British, French and U.S. 

imperialists. The aim of this policy was to direct the 

imperialist expansion of the German monopoly 

capitalists against the socialist Soviet Union. Such 

an aim had the idea of destroying socialism in the 

Soviet Union and thereby attacking the workers of 

the world and of weakening the imperialisms that 

were contending with British, French and U.S. 

imperialism to carry on their own activities. 

In those circumstances, in Australia the 

Communist Party raised the slogan of “against war 



and fascism.” That was a correct slogan. Under it 

great mass activity was aroused. Many workers and 

other patriotic Australians took part in anti-fascist 

and anti-war activities. “Boycott Japanese Goods” 

became a mass slogan. Strikes against sending war 

materials to Japan occurred. Demonstrations against 

representatives of the fascist powers reached a high 

level. The Party played a heroic part in all this 

activity. However its ideological, political and 

organisational position had very serious 

shortcomings. The problem remained of putting 

Marxist-Leninist ideology and politics in command 

of its activities. 

The question of building the Communist Party is 

in the first place an ideological question. Unless the 

Party upholds Marxist-Leninist ideology, imbues 

itself and its members with Marxism-Leninism and 

propagates it among the workers and working 

people, it is doomed to be ineffective in its work. 

Included in ideology is the action and will of men. 

The concept of ideology as the Party saw it at that 

time was too much dominated by some study of 

Marxist-Leninist classics divorced from the actual 

struggle. There was insufficient analysis and 

investigation of Australia’s own conditions so that 

those conditions could elucidate and at the same time 

be elucidated by the general principles of Marxism-

Leninism. 

Thus, for example, the nature of the Australian 

ruling class’s suppression of the workers and 

working people, and resistance to violence by the 

violence of the workers and working people was a 

key question. The ideas of the struggle against war 

and fascism were good. They were also capable of 

misunderstanding. Correct Marxism-Leninism 

demanded an all round understanding. 



If the question of struggle against fascism is 

limited to ending fascist forms of suppression then 

the alternative is return to bourgeois democracy. 

There is little doubt that the Communist Party was 

influenced by such ideas. The struggle against 

fascism was seen as a thing in itself. Return to 

bourgeois democracy was the logical outcome. This 

overlooked the essential character of capitalism – all 

capitalist states are inevitably the dictatorship of the 

bourgeoisie and fascism is the highest development 

of the extreme violence of that dictatorship. 

Accordingly the struggle against fascism involved 

overthrowing the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. 

Certainly the defence of democratic rights 

undertaken by the Communist Party in Australia was 

correct. The question remains – to what end should 

the workers struggle to defend democratic rights? Is 

it struggle to defend these democratic rights as ends 

in themselves when they conceal what is inevitably 

the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie or is the aim to 

defend democratic rights as part of the process of 

arming and leading the oppressed people to 

overthrow the source of the whole problem – the 

dictatorship of the bourgeoisie –and in Australia the 

winning of national independence from imperialist 

dictatorship. 

Furthermore, since fascism was the open resort to 

violence against the oppressed, it provided even 

better material to educate the Communists and 

workers in the role of force and violence in the class 

struggle. The advent of fascism and fascist 

tendencies was really an expression of intensifying 

of the class struggle. Fascism arose as the product of 

the economic crisis of capitalism. The lines of class 

struggle became clearer, the role of force clearer. 

Hence the Communists had more actual Australian 

material to use in getting an understanding of the 



critical nature of guns in the suppression of the 

people and an understanding that the gun can only 

be defeated by the gun. 

The presentation of the fight against fascism raises 

too the question of fascism itself. Fascism was 

conceived as a coup, a seizure of power by those we 

call fascists, and fascism has been described as the 

open terrorist dictatorship of the big bourgeoisie. 

However, ideas that at a given time bourgeois 

democracy would give way to this open terrorist 

dictatorship and that it was this process that had to 

be fought, were an oversimplification of the matter. 

Fascism is not a fundamental alteration of class rule. 

It is an alteration in the form of capitalist class rule, 

or better still an alteration in the way violence which 

is always present, is used. Fascist methods are used 

alongside bourgeois democratic methods. They are 

used together. Hitler did not abandon deceit of the 

masses. 

The idea that fascism is some sort of revolution, 

some sort of new seizure of power affected the work 

of the Communist Party in Australia. This idea is 

based upon illusions about the nature of bourgeois 

democracy, i.e., that bourgeois “democratic” rights 

have some substance. In Australia, parliament and 

parliamentary elections still operated, the freedom of 

the press, speech, assembly, organisation, remained, 

“equality before the law” remained. 

Notwithstanding this, there was greater emphasis on 

outright violent suppression of the masses. For 

example, political provisions of the Crimes Act were 

greatly strengthened in 1932 and these provisions 

were aimed directly at the workers and their 

Communist vanguard. There were various bans and 

restrictions on revolutionary books, newspapers, etc. 

A whole range of political persecution was 

developed. Gangs of armed thugs were used to 



attack the workers. Thus there were the two features 

of bourgeois rule: “freedom” and violence, with the 

emphasis shifting to violence. 

If therefore the sole concentration in struggle was 

on one or other of all these evidences of violence, 

then the implication was only “let us have freedom”, 

i.e., bourgeois freedom. The only correct approach 

was the mobilisation of all revolutionary anti-fascist 

forces against the imperialist dominators of 

Australia and their local collaborators as an essential 

step in the struggle for independence and in the end 

to overthrow the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. 

That involved a full appreciation of the need for the 

anti-fascist, anti-imperialist forces to be armed. 

The demand for democracy involved not only 

defence of the formal freedoms (speech, press, 

organisation, etc.) but the need to give those 

freedoms real content, that is places for the anti-

fascist, anti-imperialist forces to speak, printing 

presses, the substance of organisation. This was an 

entirely new content to the old democratic freedoms. 

At the root of this lay the expropriation of the main 

imperialist owned factories and land and the taking 

over of these by the anti-imperialist people. 

The ruling circles in Australia moved to the 

emphasis of violence because of their fear of the 

Australian working class. They were acting in 

accordance with a world-wide trend in the ruling 

class. They sympathised, commonly openly, with 

Hitler, Mussolini and the Japanese militarists. All 

this strengthened the anti-fascist sentiments of the 

Australian working people. It added emphasis to the 

need to fight for the conception and practice of 

armed struggle against the force and violence of the 

ruling circles. 



The other side of the slogan – “against war”, also 

raised difficulties. The struggle against imperialist 

war is indeed correct. War however can only be 

destroyed by war. “We are advocates of the abolition 

of war, we do not want war; but war can only be 

abolished through war, and in order to get rid of the 

gun it is necessary to take up the gun.” (Mao 

Tsetung: Problems of War and Strategy. Selected 

Works, Vol. II, p.225.) Merely to be against war as 

such is pacifism. Pacifism disarms the workers and 

working people ideologically and materially. Reality 

is that war is an inevitable consequence of the 

competition between the imperialist powers. 

In addition, the imperialists constantly strive to 

overthrow the socialist states. War is inevitable 

while imperialism lasts. War will not be prevented 

by slogans or words: it will only be prevented by 

working class seizure of power. In order to seize 

power and then be prepared to wage war, the 

workers and oppressed peoples must have arms. In 

the actual prosecution of struggle in Australia under 

the influence of the concept “against war and 

fascism”, there is no doubt that the Communist Party 

was greatly influenced by pacifist ideas. It did not 

sufficiently raise the banner of revolutionary 

struggle against imperialism itself. The task really 

was to rouse the masses to struggle against the threat 

of the then specific war and train them on that basis 

to understand imperialism and the revolutionary 

armed struggle to overthrow it. 

The struggle was seen as the united front against 

war and fascism – a united front of the working class 

against war and fascism, and a wider front, called the 

People’s Front, against war and fascism. Involved in 

this was the idea of unity with the labor party and in 

the trade unions and in all mass organisations, 

against war and fascism. The idea was developed of 



unity from “above and below”, as it was called. This 

meant unity in the rank and file between 

Communists and labor party workers and non-party 

workers and at the same time an agreement with the 

labor party as such, for unity in the struggle against 

fascism and war. 

Much devoted work was given to put these ideas 

into practice. Once more the whole thing was 

clouded with misconceptions. The basic idea of a 

united front of all the revolutionary forces and 

groups and all people who can be united against the 

reactionaries is quite correct. But the Communist 

Party proceeded on certain assumptions that were 

contrary to the fact. 

Reference has already been made to the 

misconceptions about struggle against war and 

fascism. This in itself was productive of errors. But 

the approach to the united front proceeded on the 

assumption that the labor party in Australia was a 

working class political party. Such an assumption is 

entirely wrong. The labor party is a party of 

capitalism and remains that. It is a parliamentary 

political party and parliament is an institution of 

capitalism. The labor party has held office in New 

South Wales, Victoria, South Australia, Western 

Australia, Queensland, Tasmania and in the 

Commonwealth. Under it capitalism has thrived, 

foreign investment has been fostered and Workers 

have been imported (immigration) for exploitation. 

It has administered the capitalist state machine in an 

entirely orthodox way. For example, it was the 

founder of the secret police, key weapon against the 

workers. It has used police violence against workers, 

gaoled them, enforced their exploitation. Never has 

it been a party of the working class. Its acceptance 

of the “socialisation” plank in its programme in 1921 

was a matter of deception of the workers. 



Accordingly, in talking about a united front with the 

labor party it was vital to make an estimate of the 

real character of the labor party and always to keep 

that real character as a party of capitalism in mind. 

The Communist Party in its work for, and 

participation in such a united front, needed the 

clearest possible ideas of its own independent 

ideology, politics and organisation. The Communist 

Party was a party of the working class, a working-

class party. Here being put before it was the task of 

united action with a party of the bourgeoisie. In such 

a proposition, by its very nature, lay a struggle by the 

bourgeoisie to impose its will on the workers 

through its labor party and on the other hand the 

struggle by the working class to impose its will on 

the participants in the united front through its Party, 

the Communist Party. 

The class struggle never abates, its form obviously 

changes from time to time, but the class struggle 

itself necessarily intensifies. Being a party of 

capitalism, clearly enough the labor party used 

capitalist forms; it was an essential part of 

parliament. Certain Communist “theoreticians” 

ruled by political subjectivism, developed and 

assiduously peddled the theory that the labor party 

was a two class party. In doing that, they performed 

a service to the bourgeoisie. In the labor party’s 

relations with the trade unions it strove might and 

main to confine them within capitalism. Thus in the 

projected united front, the Communist Party was 

seeking united action with a capitalist party. There is 

nothing necessarily wrong with this in certain 

circumstances. It is possible in a given situation to 

have united action with the bourgeoisie or a section 

of it. But the maintenance of Communist 

independent ideology, politics and organisation, the 

maintenance of Communist independence and 



initiative is critical to the correct theory and practice 

of the united front. Mao Tsetung discussed the 

principles of such a united front in a speech to the 

Chinese Communist Party in November 1938. The 

appropriate part is published separately and entitled: 

“The Question of Independence and Initiative 

Within the United Front” (Selected Works, Vol. II, 

p.213). The criticism in it of the approach made by 

certain people in China to the united front fits the 

situation of the Communist Party in Australia. Mao 

Tsetung warned that unless independence and 

initiative are preserved, co-operation will turn into 

amalgamation. 

The class struggle in Australia was of course 

reflected in the Communist Party. Bourgeois 

influences within the Communist Party lay in its 

adherence to parliamentarism and the influence on it 

of trade union politics and in its approach to fascism, 

war and the united front. Here now in this united 

front it was seeking united action with a party 

actually based upon parliamentarism and bourgeois 

politics. Unless therefore independence and 

initiative were properly maintained, such an 

arrangement and the struggle for it must of necessity 

strengthen bourgeois influences in the Communist 

Party. 

In addition the Communist Party made 

concessions of a negative kind in order to woo the 

labor party (and other groups) that is, it lowered its 

political demands to fit them into those of the labor 

party (and other groups). The united front was seen 

only as a united front between the labor party and the 

Communist Party. In truth the Communist Party’s 

united front idea really means united action by all 

people who can be united on a proper programme of 

struggle. In those circumstances, the question 



whether or not the labor party as such would agree 

to a united front is a subsidiary question. 

In its world perspectives, the united front had been 

conceived mainly as a problem in the countries of 

western Europe and North America and such 

offshoots as Australia. The main problem was 

presented as healing the breach in the working class 

movement. That breach was conceived of as the 

Social Democrats on the one hand and the 

Communists on the other, in Australia that between 

the labor party and the Communist Party. We have 

commented on the capitalist essence of the social 

democratic parties. Healing the breach is an idea 

based upon the assumption that the Social 

Democratic parties are parties of the working class. 

As we have demonstrated, that is just not so. They 

are parties wedded to parliament and all other 

capitalist institutions. The united front, as it was 

conceived, really involved struggle entirely within 

limits fixed by the bourgeoisie. Nor did it consider 

the vitally important questions of the colonial world 

and the relationship between the struggle in the 

metropolitan countries and the struggle of the 

oppressed people in Africa, Asia and Latin America. 

All this influenced the Communist Party in 

Australia. It limited proper struggle for the united 

front. 

The central importance of the task of lifting up the 

anti-fascist struggle to embrace armed struggle was 

not considered, certainly not in Australia. The 

question of the working class’s struggle for political 

power must be all-sided. As there can be no real 

argument against the contention that the ruling 

circles maintain their rule by force and violence, it 

follows that the workers must be armed to meet and 

combat that force and violence. This is not to deny 

“legal” struggle, strikes, organising trade unions, etc. 



Lessons about the armed struggle and its relation to 

legal struggle were already rich from the Chinese 

revolutionary struggles, the Spanish revolutionary 

struggle and the Brazilian revolutionary struggle. 

These however were not studied so that a proper 

appreciation of the question in Australian conditions 

could be obtained. The Communist Party can only 

grow ideologically, politically and organisationally 

in conditions of actual struggle, peaceful and armed, 

and legal and illegal. 

In this period too, the Communist Party in 

Australia paid great attention to parliament and to 

the trade unions. The nature of parliament we have 

already discussed. Criticism of it and struggle 

against it were very weak because by standing 

candidates in the orthodox way (even though there 

was a little criticism); by supporting the labor party, 

the Communist Party actually was in danger of 

strengthening parliamentarism. It did not sufficiently 

assess the situation nor assist the workers who were, 

as a result of depression experiences, increasingly 

understanding the real bourgeois character of 

parliamentarism. In any event, the Communist Party 

is a vanguard party integrated in the masses and it 

must lead. Hence its task was to find the way to 

present the question of struggle for arms, against 

parliamentarism, against trade union politics. 

In the trade unions, the Communists did a great 

deal of work. It is imperative and quite correct to 

work in the trade unions and to work among the 

labor party influenced workers (and indeed amongst 

all workers). Again the matter must be approached 

from the standpoint of class struggle. Already it has 

been demonstrated that the labor party is a party of 

capitalism. There is a vast difference between the 

labor party leaders on the one hand, and the workers 

who are influenced by the labor party, on the other. 



Those workers are part of the working class. But 

when the question is asked which class do the labor 

party leaders serve, which class does the labor party 

organisation serve, the answer is the capitalist class 

and its imperialist masters. 

There was and is a close relation between the labor 

party and the trade unions as they are constituted in 

Australia. In the thirties, the Communists began to 

obtain leading positions in the trade unions in 

somewhat different circumstances from those in the 

early twenties when Communists had leading 

positions in the trade unions. Again the question 

must be asked – trade unions for what and for whom, 

for which class? The ruling circles most certainly 

strove to use the trade unions for themselves, i.e., to 

serve the capitalist class. To that end they had 

adapted “labor lieutenants of capitalism”, (i.e. 

certain trade union officials who served capitalism) 

had built up an elaborate arbitration machinery, had 

assiduously fostered trade union politics. Their idea 

of the trade unions was to serve “peace in industry”, 

to adapt the trade unions to capitalism. The class 

struggle of the workers demanded that the trade 

unions be wrested from the capitalist ruling circles, 

that they be fighting organs of the working class. 

The Communist Party in Australia had some 

appreciation of this problem. It grappled with it. But 

many of its leading members succumbed into the 

capitalist politics of trade unionism. Trade union 

politics deeply penetrated the Communist Party 

where in one form or another they had always been 

present. This strengthened other bourgeois 

influences in the Communist Party. 

The thirties then saw an intensification of class 

struggle in Australia manifested by the ruling 

circles’ working more openly to violence and the 



workers and working people resisting the offensive. 

The drive to war raised the resistance of the workers. 

The Communist Party grew in numbers as a result of 

intensified class struggle. Within the Communist 

Party, Marxist-Leninist ideology dictated struggle 

against the ruling circles and against imperialist war 

but bourgeois influences largely determined the 

methods of struggle. Hence reconciliation with labor 

party ideology, parliamentarism, trade union politics 

all gained in the Party. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 7: IDEOLOGICAL ISSUES OF THE THIRTIES 

The striving of capitalism is to adapt everything to 

itself, to its own image. This striving includes the 

Communist Party. Hence from its inception the 

Communist Party had been under this pressure. In 

the thirties this pressure gained impetus in a period 

of increased growth of the Communist Party and an 

increase in its mass connections. Those Communist 

leaders who succumbed to it did the development of 

the Party great damage because the essence of 

collaboration with the labor party, with its 

conformity to parliament, trade union politics, 

bourgeois legalism, is liquidation of the Communist 

Party and conversion of it into a party of social 

democracy. 

Within the Communist Party there were those who 

strove for Marxism-Leninism, who in one way or 

another resisted the pressures to adapt to capitalism, 

and the Party leadership itself upheld certain features 

of Marxism-Leninism. 

Perhaps it is appropriate to make some appraisal 

of the critical question of party building. The 

conception of Party building held by the Communist 

leaders was the building of the Party numerically. 

Numerical strength of the Party was virtually the 

only criterion of Party building. Hence in the 

documents of the Party great emphasis is found on 

the numbers of Party members at any given time. 

This is to put the emphasis in the wrong place. 

Parallel with this went ideas of unity with the labor 

party (a party of capitalism), winning of official 

positions in trade unions for the sole purpose of 

winning them. It was a distortion of party building. 



As has been said, until Party building is put on the 

ideological plane there can be no real Party building. 

The great enemies of Party building in Australia 

were subjectivism, sectarianism and a style of work 

characterised by repetition of quotations from Marx, 

Engels, Lenin and Stalin without really seeking to 

master independently the integration of the universal 

truth of Marxism-Leninism with the actual 

conditions in Australia. Mao Tsetung in speaking of 

China (and its principle is applicable in Australia) 

said: “Speaking specifically, people engaged in 

practical work must at all times keep abreast of 

changing conditions, and this is something for which 

no Communist Party in any country can depend on 

others”. (Mao Tsetung: Selected Works, Vol. III, 

p.13.) 

There were those in the Party who were regarded 

as “theoreticians”. There was indeed study of Marx, 

Engels, Lenin and Stalin in the Party. This was good. 

But the difficulty was that study occurred in the 

abstract, study for study’s sake. Marx discovered the 

truth, and it was subsequently further developed by 

Lenin and Mao Tsetung, that the task of the 

philosophers was not merely to explain the world but 

to change it. Our theory, Marxism-Leninism, is not 

a dogma; it is a guide to our action in revolutionary 

struggle in Australia. 

The Communist “theoreticians” of the thirties in 

Australia did not understand this. “Armed” with the 

theory and quotations, they actually inhibited proper 

study with Australian problems in mind because 

they “disposed” of problems merely by some general 

assertion or quotation. Their minds were filled with 

quotations selected arbitrarily, with schemes to 

conform with this or that theoretical statement. 

Worship of the foreign Communist leader and his 

statements was part of the disease. They sought to 



impose their quotations and statements on the facts 

rather than investigate the facts, the truth, the actual 

situation and proceed from that. The question is – 

does one proceed arbitrarily from quotations from 

the classics and ready made schemes or does one 

proceed from the facts and a knowledge of the 

general essence of Marxism-Leninism? Proper style 

of Communist work rejects the former and adopts 

the latter. 

Subjectivism and sectarianism were recognised as 

errors. But their real character was not understood. 

Political subjectivism is the rejection of respect for 

facts, and the substitution for the facts of ideas 

invented in the name of Marxism-Leninism in the 

minds of the kind of “theoretician” spoken of a 

moment ago. For example, one of the crudest 

examples was that in the early thirties some 

Communists held the idea that the socialist 

revolution was just around the comer. This was not 

based on facts. It was wishful thinking. It led to 

many wrong decisions. Organisation around such an 

idea could only be sectarian, that is, an exclusive 

group of people cut off from other people. The 

failure to respect the fact that the bourgeoisie in 

Australia was armed to the teeth, led to exclusive 

reliance upon legal struggle. This too is the product 

of wishful thinking, i.e., political subjectivism. 

Failure to respect the fact of the bourgeois 

character of the labor party showed a failure to 

analyse and investigate. It too was the product of 

wishful thinking, political subjectivism. And the 

extension of this sort of test would show that 

political subjectivism deeply permeated the 

Communist Party. 

If organisation proceeds around such arbitrary and 

unreal ideas, that organisation must be sectarian, i.e., 



the people bound together by the idea must be a sect 

cut off from others, because their ideas have no 

reality. The workers and working people are realists 

who certainly can be organised around ideas really 

drawn from the facts. 

Mao Tsetung put this question exceedingly well. 

It is appropriate in this connection, to paraphrase and 

quote him. We must seek the truth from facts, facts 

are all the things that exist objectively, “truth” means 

their internal relations, that is the laws governing 

them, and “to seek” means to study; we must 

proceed from the actual conditions inside and 

outside Australia or the part in which we work, and 

derive from them as our guide to action, laws which 

are inherent in them and not imaginary, that is, we 

must find the internal relation of the events occurring 

around us. And in order to do that we must rely not 

on subjective imagination, not on momentary 

enthusiasm, not on lifeless books, but on facts that 

exist objectively; we must appropriate the material 

in detail and, guided by the general principles of 

Marxism-Leninism, draw correct conclusions from 

it. Such conclusions are not mere lists of phenomena 

in A.B.C.D. order or writings full of platitudes, but 

are scientific conclusions. Such an attitude is one of 

seeking truth from facts and not of currying favour 

by claptrap. It is the manifestation of Party spirit, the 

Marxist-Leninist style of uniting theory and practice. 

It is the attitude every Communist Party member 

should have at the very least. The subjectivist 

method which was so prevalent in the Communist 

Party in Australia is contrary to science and 

Marxism-Leninism and is a formidable enemy of the 

Communist Party, the working class, the people and 

the nation; it is a manifestation of impurity in Party 

spirit . . . Only when subjectivism is overthrown can 

the truth of Marxism-Leninism prevail, can Party 



spirit be strengthened, can the revolution be 

victorious. We must assert that the absence of a 

scientific attitude, that is, the absence of the Marxist-

Leninist approach of uniting theory and practice, 

means that Party spirit is either absent or deficient. 

(Reform Our Study.) 

This then applied in its entirety to the situation in 

the Communist Party in Australia. In three classics 

of Marxism-Leninism, “Reform Our Study”, 

“Rectify the Party’s Style of Work” and “Oppose 

Stereotyped Party Writing” (which deals with far 

more than mere writing) Mao Tsetung dealt with 

vital questions of Party building accordance with 

materialist dialectics. 

In Australia, the ideological development of the 

Communists was not such that they rose sufficiently 

above the negative features in the environment. 

Those features continued to be the strength of social 

democratic ideas with a sea of bourgeois legalism, 

parliamentarism id trade union politics. The real 

facts of these matters were insufficiently analysed 

and investigated. Materialist dialectics requires an 

investigation of the facts and their interrelations, free 

from pre-conceived ideas. Yet within the 

Communist Party in Australia were many pre-

conceived ideas. There was not yet sufficient grasp 

of materialist dialectics to challenge these pre-

conceived ideas, sacred cows or stereotypes or 

whatever you like to call them. The struggle 

therefore to develop the Communist Party in 

Australia involved the defeat of subjectivism so that 

the truth of Marxism-Leninism could prevail. The 

Communist Party was faced ever more seriously 

with the task of placing materialist dialectics in 

command of its work. 

 



 

CHAPTER 8: QUESTIONS OF PARTY POLICY DURING 

WORLD WAR II 

In 1939, World War II broke out. Because Great 

Britain was at war, the Australian government took 

the view that Australia’s position in the British 

Empire (or more euphemistically “British 

Commonwealth of Nations”) meant that Australia 

too was at war. This testified to British imperialist 

hold on Australia. 

The Communist Party at first declared its support 

for the war because it was led astray by its subjective 

desire to see the defeat of fascism. It failed to 

appreciate the facts of imperialist rivalries between 

Hitler’s Germany on the one hand and Britain and 

France on the other. The facts, and the truth that 

flowed from these facts, had not yet been sufficiently 

investigated. But the phoney war period in which 

great efforts were made by the British and French 

ruling circles to come to terms with Hitler, led to a 

reconsideration of the position. The Communist 

Party then correctly denounced the war as an 

imperialist war. 

The phoney war came to an end. Hitler advanced 

into Western Europe. The class struggle within the 

capitalist countries greatly intensified as the workers 

strove to oppose the imperialist war. The Communist 

Party in Australia was banned in June 1940. The fact 

that it was banned demonstrated the fear of the ruling 

circles of it and of workers’ struggle. The Party 

maintained an underground existence. (Its legality 

formally was restored in 1943 but in reality in 1942.) 

On June 22, 1941, Hitler attacked the Soviet 

Union and shortly after that, Britain declared its 



alliance with the Soviet Union. Australia 

correspondingly declared its support of the alliance 

with the Soviet Union. A labour government came 

to office in Australia in 1941. After the Anglo-Soviet 

alliance, the Communist Party supported the war. 

The character of the class struggle changed; the 

ruling circles were now anxious to use the 

Communist Party, the workers, and of course the 

Soviet Union in the struggle against their imperialist 

rival. 

The Communist Party correctly supported the war 

but again it did not analyse and investigate the facts 

deeply enough. The nature of imperialism had not 

changed, the nature of the capitalist state in Australia 

had not changed. The co-operation between on the 

one hand, the ruling circles which included the labor 

party and on the other hand, the Communist Party, 

led to a certain amalgamation. In short, the 

maintenance of the independence and initiative of 

the Communist Party in the united front was given 

altogether too little attention. The Communist Party 

tended to be an appendage of the labor party. The 

Party sometimes acted against workers’ just 

struggles instead of seeing that the nature of 

capitalist exploitation had not changed and that 

while co-operation was necessary, still the position 

of the working class had to be kept in the foremost 

position. 

A correct appraisal of the situation and what 

should be done was given by Mao Tsetung. He said 

“... compromise between the United States, Britain 

and France and the Soviet Union can be the outcome 

only of resolute, effective struggles by all the 

democratic forces of the world against the 

reactionary forces of the United States, Britain and 

France. Such compromise does not require the 

people in the countries of the capitalist world to 



follow suit and make compromises at home. The 

people in those countries will continue to wage 

different struggles in accordance with their different 

conditions. The principle of the reactionary forces in 

dealing with the democratic forces of the people is 

definitely to destroy all they can and to prepare to 

destroy later whatever they cannot destroy now. 

Face to face with this situation, the democratic 

forces of the people should likewise apply the same 

principle to the reactionary forces.” (Some points in 

Appraisal of the Present International 

Situation, Selected Works, Vol. IV, p.87.) 

The anti-fascist war aroused great support and 

enthusiasm among the workers. The ruling circles 

sought to exploit that support and enthusiasm for 

their own ends, namely the strengthening of 

capitalism. The task of the Communist Party should 

have been to direct that support and enthusiasm 

against fascism and towards the overthrow of 

imperialist domination of Australia and certainly to 

maintain the Party’s own independence and 

initiative. 

Almost a million Australians were in the armed 

services during World War II. The vast majority 

were drawn from the working class. Because of their 

imperialist interests, the ruling circles in countries 

like Australia are forced to arm the workers at certain 

times. This has a very positive side in that the 

question of guns in the struggle for political power 

is a decisive question of revolutionary and counter-

revolutionary politics. Never in Australian history 

had there been such a mass armed mobilisation. 

Furthermore, the threat of the Japanese imperialist 

advance put the question of guerrilla war by the 

Australian people on the agenda. The ruling class 

had been forced to make the question of guns a mass 

question. 



How then was this most important matter seen by 

the Communist Party? It was seen only as a question 

of guns against the external enemy and external 

threat. Here once more is an expression of the 

influence of bourgeois politics within the 

Communist Party. At the close of the war, the 

surrender of guns almost without question by the 

armed workers throughout the so-called western 

world (in which for this purpose we include 

Australia) showed just how deeply the Communists 

were affected by bourgeois ideas. In Australia, little 

or no effort was made even as a propaganda matter 

to explain within the Party and amongst the workers 

the profound importance of arms. 

Co-operation with the ruling circles and their labor 

party led really to a large measure of ideological 

amalgamation. That gave rise to ideas of changes in 

the nature of monopoly capitalism and imperialism. 

There were visions of peaceful co-operation between 

the workers and the capitalists to remould Australia 

in the interests of the working class. All sorts of 

promises of a new world for the working people had 

been made by the ruling circles during the war but 

the reality was that these promises were sheer 

deception. That deception to a considerable extent 

was taken as reality amongst some of the Communist 

leaders. 

The most systematic development of these ideas 

was that of the U.S. revisionist Browder. His ideas 

gained a large measure of acceptance among 

Australia’s leading Communists because of factors 

we have previously mentioned. Browder’s ideas 

involved a disarmed working class, disarmed 

materially with their guns surrendered to the class 

enemy, and disarmed ideologically because now 

according to Browder, the class enemies could 

cooperate to their mutual benefit. Such ideas could 



only gain support in a Communist Party heavily 

infected with bourgeois ideas, with subjectivism and 

organisational sectarianism. Browder in reality did a 

tremendous job for American imperialism. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 9: POST-WAR PENETRATION OF AUSTRALIA 

BY U.S. IMPERIALISM 

Uneven development is a law of the development 

of capitalism and imperialism. British imperialism 

had been the first imperialism. Its characteristic had 

been its acquisition of colonies to which it exported 

its capital. After the penal colony phase, this had 

been the fate of Australia. With the decline of Britain 

so there was a decline in her colonies and her hold 

over her colonies. U.S. imperialism became the 

dominant imperialism. Now it was the contender for 

world domination. From early times there was U.S. 

investment in Australia but World War II saw a 

tremendous development of it and a perspective of 

ever more aggressive U.S. investment in Australia. 

In order to carry out such investment, preparation 

of every kind was necessary. In the working class 

itself careful preparation was necessary above all to 

try to ensure “peace in industry”, to ensure a working 

class that would submit to exploitation. Thus the 

then projected extension of U.S. investment in 

Australia was vigorously propagated and warmly 

welcomed as being to the great benefit of Australia. 

It no doubt was beneficial to an Australia owned by 

the monopolies. 

U.S. diplomats, business men, etc., took a very 

keen interest in Australia’s “labor relations”. Their 

intelligence services collected information, labor 

attaches attended trade union gatherings, the 

predecessors of the D.L.P were given big U.S. 

assistance (as the D.L.P. now is). 

The labor party and trade union leaders declared 

their support for the U.S.-Australia alliance. Curtin, 



Australian labor Prime Minister, at the outset of his 

Prime Ministership during World War II declared 

Australia’s complete dependence upon the U.S.A. 

He said: “Without inhibitions of any kind, I make it 

quite clear that Australia looks to America, free of 

any pangs as to our traditional links or kinship with 

the United Kingdom. We know the problems with 

which the United Kingdom is faced: we know too 

that Australia can go and Britain can still hold on. 

We are therefore determined that Australia shall not 

go, and we shall exert all our energies towards 

shaping our plan, with the United States as its 

keystone, which will give our country some 

confidence of being able to hold out until the tide of 

battle turns against the enemy.” (December 27, 

1941.) 

Later the labor Prime Minister Chifley carried out 

this line vigorously. A supreme example was his 

assistance to General Motors. Chifley provided the 

finance and every other resource needed to get this 

giant U.S. corporation going in Australia. He did 

nothing whatever to secure even a moderate 

Australian hold in it – it was unrestricted U.S. 

monopoly capitalism. 

Chifley, the Labor Prime Minister, also gave 

guarantees to the U.S. investors that he would 

control the Australian workers. Another illustration 

of the thoroughgoing capitalist character of the 

Labor Party was Chifley’s suppression of the coal 

miners strike in 1949. In 5-6 weeks the Chifley 

government introduced into parliament emergency 

repressive arbitration legislation, passed it in record 

time, upheld its validity in an emergency sitting of 

the High Court (then on vacation), called the 

arbitration court into action, froze the funds of 

various unions, gaoled strike leaders, used the army 

to work the mines, the navy to handle ships. In those 



dramatic events the Labor leaders gave a vivid 

demonstration of their capitalist character; they used 

every arm of the state apparatus against the workers. 

They were showing U.S. imperialism they could be 

relied upon for action against the workers. 

All this reflected the development of U.S. 

investment in Australia. As a party of capitalism the 

labor party (and of course the open parties of the 

reaction) simply carried out their role of developing 

and administering capitalism. The direction of 

development of Australian capitalism determined by 

the immanent laws of imperialism was as an 

investment centre for U.S. imperialism. This arose 

from the objective conditions. 

Just as important to the U.S. imperialists as 

support by the local capitalists and local parties of 

capitalism, was to seek support within the working 

class itself. The truth that the bourgeoisie strives 

always to make everything in its own image, to adapt 

everything to itself, operates throughout and it 

applies as we have shown, to the Communist Party. 

In Australia, some Communist leaders had had an 

ideological attitude strongly influenced by the 

bourgeoisie, i.e., their minds reflected the pressure 

of bourgeois ideas. This had led them into a wrong 

appraisal of the war, into wrong suppression of 

working class struggle in the anti-fascist war, to a 

failure to fight for Communist initiative and 

independence within the united front and thus to a 

certain amalgamation with the labor party. Now the 

U.S. imperialists in carrying out their investment in 

Australia exerted great ideological pressure in 

Australia. These ideas were bound to penetrate the 

Communist Party. Browder was the quintessence of 

this ideology. He moulded, adapted his 

“Communism” to fit the needs of U.S. imperialism. 



His ideas fell into the already fertile minds of some 

leading Communists in Australia. This greatly 

assisted the process of U.S. investment in Australia 

because it disarmed and confused what should have 

been the very party of the working class. 

The cruder expressions of Browder’s ideas were 

ultimately rejected by the Communist Party in 

Australia. But the Party’s continuing ideological 

weakness made it very difficult for it to investigate 

the basis of the error with its consequences in the 

disarming of the workers, surrender of initiative and 

independence in the united front, to ideological 

amalgamation with the labor party, and lack of 

attention to ideological, political and organisational 

building up of the party through self criticism of 

these errors. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 10: COUNTER-REVOLUTION AND ITS 

REFLECTION IN THE PARTY 

After World War II, the ruling circles quickly 

adopted a sharper counter-revolutionary policy. In 

Australia, they at first bowed to certain demands of 

the workers but even then only after big strike 

struggles. In 1946, the British imperialist Churchill, 

after consultation with Truman the then chieftain of 

U.S. imperialism, made his Fulton speech. This was 

the voice of world imperialism calling for attack 

upon the working class. By the end of the forties, the 

cold war had set in. Within Australia, attacks were 

made on the working class and on its Party. All this 

marked the counter offensive of the bourgeoisie to 

offset the strengthened position of the working class 

gained during World War II. 

Its offensive was resisted by the workers in many 

big struggles and Communists played a prominent 

part in them. 

All this helped the workers and Communists in 

Australia to understand the real character of 

capitalism. Developments in World War II and in the 

post war years, the greatly expanded U.S. investment 

in Australia caused an expansion of capitalism in 

Australia. The working class increased in size. The 

political experience gained during the war, plus now 

the attack of the ruling circles, helped to develop the 

working class and the Communist Party. Because 

capitalism in Australia had expanded, the class 

struggle was necessarily fought on a larger scale. 

U.S. imperialist expansion in Australia and the 

aggressive role of U.S. imperialism in the world 

acted too as a focus against which militant struggle 

was waged. The war against Korea, the Berlin airlift, 



all helped people understand the nature of 

imperialism. 

Within the Communist Party, class struggle was 

reflected. The tactics of the bourgeoisie embraced 

bribery, adaptation of the Communists to capitalism, 

intimidation, force, with Royal Commissions, 

gaolings, frame-ups, police thug attacks on the Party 

and Party members. 

These factors led to certain of the Communist 

leaders compromising still further with capitalism. 

The great coal miners’ struggle of 1949 was branded 

by these people as “left”, as sectarian and a stand was 

taken against mass struggle. In so far as mass 

struggle could not be suppressed, these Communist 

leaders sought to restrict it, to confine it within limits 

acceptable to the bourgeoisie. All this served U.S. 

imperialism. 

But within the Communist Party, healthy elements 

protested against this policy. They kept alive the 

spirit of Communism. The imperialists, both British 

and U.S. had always seen Australia as an outpost of 

“western civilisation”, that is, as a base for British 

and U.S. imperialism in the Pacific. World War II 

had emphasised the need to the imperialists to have 

such a base. World War II however had given great 

impetus to the liberation movements in the Asian 

countries. This served to emphasise to the advanced 

Australian workers that the interests of Australian 

working people lay with the liberation movements of 

Asia. The victory of the liberation forces in China 

caused a tremendous change in the relationship of 

forces in Asia, and the Pacific (and indeed in the 

world). The Australian working class now existed in 

an environment where there were active liberation 

movements in the countries around it. These events 

and the growing maturity of the working class 



necessarily caused a more precise definition of the 

character of the revolution in Australia, the forces of 

the revolution and of Australia’s place in the world. 

Despite this, in 1951 under the influence of the 

factors we have previously discussed and of the 

cooperation which had resulted in a certain 

amalgamation of ideology with the labor party, the 

Communist Party had declared in its programme that 

the road to socialism was a peaceful road – the so-

called peaceful transition to socialism. With that 

programme, the Communist Party lived through and 

participated in the fight against the intensification of 

the reactionary offensive. 

In the actual storm of class struggle serious doubts 

could not help but arise as to “the peaceful transition 

to socialism”. Previously it has been pointed out that 

the state is an apparatus of force and violence and 

can only be defeated by force and violence. It is not 

at all that the Communists reject peaceful change. 

Communists simply say, seek truth from facts and 

then the facts compel the truth that there cannot be 

peaceful transition to socialism. Engels put this very 

well when in answer to the question: “Will the 

abolition of private property be possible in a 

peaceful way?”, he said: 

It were to be wished that this could happen, and 

the Communists would certainly be the last to take 

exception thereto. The Communists know too well 

that all conspiracies are not only useless, but even 

harmful. They know too well that revolutions are 

not made arbitrarily and to order, but that they were 

everywhere and at all times the necessary 

consequence of circumstances which are entirely 

independent of the will and control of particular 

parties and whole classes. They also see, however, 

that the development of the proletariat in almost all 

civilised lands is forcibly suppressed, and that in 

this way the opponents of the Communists are 

making with all their might for a revolution. Should 



the oppressed proletariat be in this way driven 

finally to a revolution, then we Communists will 

defend the cause of the proletarians just as well with 

deeds as we now do with words. (Principles of 

Communism.) 

The appearance of this “peaceful transition to 

socialism” idea in the Communist Party programme 

certainly reflected bourgeois influences. And it 

occurred in conditions of intensified class struggle. 

It carried forward the trend of reformism, 

revisionism that existed in the Communist Party 

from 1920 and which had expressed itself 

throughout its history, sometimes stronger, 

sometimes weaker as the class struggle ebbed or 

flowed. 

The 1951 expression of it was an important matter 

for the future history of the Party. The two trends – 

Marxism-Leninism and bourgeois ideology, had 

been contending since the foundation of the Party. 

By 1951, there had been great world advances in the 

whole working class movement and the counter-

offensive of the ruling circles had gathered way. The 

stage was set for the further development of the 

struggle in the Communist Parties between these two 

lines as a reflection of the class struggle. The 

struggle was bound to intensify. It continued 

sometimes seemingly imperceptibly and not 

necessarily in the name of a struggle for or against 

Marxism-Leninism. Nor was it fought to a 

conclusion. 

Some Party leaders were fond of stressing the 

unity of the Party. But this unity was a nominal 

unity. Struggle within the Party never ceased. 

Against critical questions such as tactics in the 

united front, on the character of the war, on 

Browder’s line, voices particularly amongst the rank 



and file workers had been raised. These voices 

challenged the line of some of these leaders. 

The unity conceived of by the Party leaders was a 

misconception of unity. Earlier it was pointed out 

that unity is always conditional, struggle absolute. 

Democratic centralism was likewise seen as an 

absolute rather than as a living concept dependent 

for its life on adherence to Marxism-Leninism. By a 

misuse of unity and democratic centralism, 

opposition to “peaceful transition to socialism” 

tended to be stifled in the name of the unity of the 

Party and democratic centralism. 

Another feature that strengthened the bourgeois 

trends within the Party occurred again over the 

united front. For example, two of the great 

expressions of the counter offensive of the ruling 

circles were the Communist Party Dissolution Act 

passed in 1950 and the referendum on it held on 

September 22, 1951 and the anti-working class 

provocation staged in 1954 about the Russian 

diplomat, Petrov. Petrov was a Third Secretary in the 

Soviet Embassy who defected in 1954 and carried to 

the Australian authorities documents and 

“information”, which implicated Australians in a 

“spy ring”. A Royal Commission in 1954/55 was 

used to victimise innocent Australians. No spies 

were found. In those instances there was co-

operation (desirable co-operation provided there was 

sound Marxist-Leninist understanding) between the 

Communist Party and the Labor Party. The nature of 

this co-operation strengthened the tendency to 

ideological amalgamation. Independence and 

initiative of the Communist Party in the united front 

was not understood sufficiently. 

On the other side was the mass revelation of the 

real character of the labor party in its gaoling of 



workers, its repressive legislation and its open 

service to U.S., British and Australian big business. 

Its White Australia policy, its mass immigration, its 

promotion of U.S. big business investment in 

Australia, were all products of its capitalist 

character. They were absolutely logical and 

consistent products of the labor party’s policy; 

indeed they were the very purpose of the labor party. 

Those then are some background features of the 

most critical struggle in the history of the 

Communist Party in Australia. That struggle as in all 

other Communist Parties concerned the question of 

the supremacy of Marxism-Leninism or desertion to 

the revision of Marxism-Leninism. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 11: THE HISTORIC STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

MARXISM AND REVISIONISM: RECONSTITUTION OF THE 

COMMUNIST PARTY 

By the mid fifties the U.S. imperialists had been 

defeated in Korea, the national liberation movement 

throughout the world had made tremendous 

advances and there was an upsurge of struggle in 

Asia, Africa and Latin America. Above all, Chinese 

liberation was going from triumph to triumph. The 

armed counter-revolution had suffered very serious 

setbacks. In Australia, though the workers had 

suffered under the counter-offensive, they had held 

their own. They were regrouping their forces for 

renewed offensive. 

In those circumstances the 20th Congress of the 

C.P.S.U. took place in February 1956. This Congress 

occurred in a world where the general crisis of 

capitalism had greatly deepened. 

The crisis of U.S. imperialism, as the leading 

imperialism, had greatly deepened. Its ideas of world 

domination were coming undone with the victory of 

the Chinese revolution, the victory of the Korean 

people, the general advance of the liberation 

movement, the shattering of its nuclear monopoly, 

evidence of a new awakening of the workers in the 

capitalist countries. It desperately needed rescuing. 

Particularly did it need rescuing from the advance of 

the revolutionary movement which threatened to 

overwhelm it. The advance of socialism and the 

revolutionary activity of the national liberation 

movement and of the workers were indeed 

accelerating. Marx-ism-Leninism was all important 

to the whole revolutionary cause. 



Khrushchov at this 20th Congress began an all out 

attack on Marxism-Leninism. He set out to rescue 

imperialism and in particular U.S. imperialism; his 

views were the greatest possible service to the 

imperialists in their crisis. A fifth column within the 

working class movement was precisely what the 

imperialists sought. Khrushchov’s central service to 

them rested on the critical question of class struggle 

and revolution – the seizure of political power by 

armed force. Precisely at the time when the national 

liberation movement was armed and arming itself, 

when the workers were struggling in the 

metropolitan countries towards an understanding of 

armed struggle, when above all the great victory of 

socialism in China had been won in bitter armed 

struggle, Khrushchov asserted the correctness of the 

line of peaceful transition to socialism. This was 

thoroughgoing revision of Marxism-Leninism in 

that it wrote out of Marxism-Leninism its essential 

insistence on the seizure of political power by armed 

force. It was utter treachery to the revolutionary 

movement at a critical time in its history. 

In the Communist Party of Australia, 

Khrushchov’s attack strengthened the trend to the 

denial of the armed struggle to which we have 

referred several times. It strengthened all the anti-

Communist forces in Australia. It produced a 

number of open renegades from, and traitors to, 

Communism and assisted the more concealed 

traitors. 

On the other hand it began a great process of 

questioning in the Communist Party. It shook the old 

ideas of unity to their foundations. It shook the 

unquestioning acceptance of unity and democratic 

centralism. A big debate centred around this so-

called peaceful transition to socialism, around unity 

of the Party and democratic centralism. 



While Khrushchov’s reports to the C.P.S.U. did 

great harm they also did great good by their negative 

example. They served to begin raising the ever 

present struggle in the Communist movement 

between Marxism-Leninism and revisionism to a 

new and higher stage. This was not a struggle, as it 

has been presented, between the Soviet Communist 

Party and the Chinese Communist Party (the 

Communist Party of China was certainly the 

foremost upholder of Marxism-Leninism) but it was 

a struggle that historically has been and will be 

inseparable from the development of Marxism-

Leninism. This is precisely because Marxism-

Leninism exists as a challenge to the capitalist 

system and it is surrounded by capitalism. Moreover 

revisionism always existed as a trend in the C.P.S.U. 

as it did in the Communist Party of China, as it did 

in the Communist Party of Australia, in short in 

every Communist Party. The relative strengths of 

Marxism-Leninism and revisionism depended on the 

strength of proletarian stand within the given Party. 

Revisionist control of the state existed in Yugoslavia 

long before Khrushchov’s 20th Congress report; in 

the neighbouring Albania, Marxism-Leninism was 

dominant. In the Communist Party of Australia, as 

we have said, revisionism was strong. On a world 

wide scale, the struggle between Marxism-Leninism 

and revisionism goes on all the time. 

Khrushchov’s report was the quintessence of 

revisionism and acted as the catalyst for the world 

wide trend to revisionism. On the other hand, Mao 

Tsetung was the great champion of Marxism-

Leninism which he had raised to an entirely new and 

higher stage. He represented the quintessence of 

Marxism-Leninism and acted as the catalyst for the 

world wide Marxist-Leninist movement. 



Product of the 1956 upheaval over Khrushchov’s 

report and the struggle against revisionism were 

international conferences of Communist Parties in 

1957 and 1960. 

The 1957 and 1960 international declarations and 

their results demonstrated the impossibility of 

reconciling Marxist-Leninists and revisionists. 

Within Australia, the struggle took sharper shape. 

The participants in the struggle simply represented 

in the Communist Party the different classes outside 

the Communist Party. Revisionism was bourgeois, 

capitalist class ideology, and Marxism-Leninism 

was proletarian, working class ideology. 

The struggle itself was deeply rooted in the history 

of the Communist Party in Australia. Revisionism of 

necessity existed from the start – now open, now 

concealed. The particular high point of the struggle 

with which we are dealing too had its particular 

infancy and growth. It expressed itself in seemingly 

small differences at first, with the participants not 

fully conscious of the basis of the differences. Then 

it grew to embrace the whole range of Marxism-

Leninism. 

1961-2-3 saw the struggle between revisionism 

and Marxism-Leninism in the Communist Party in 

Australia reach anew high point. It expressed itself 

over basic theoretical questions such as seizure of 

power by armed force or peaceful transition to 

socialism, peaceful co-existence between socialism 

and imperialism, the nature of the labor party, the 

nature of trade union politics, the critical question of 

Marxist-Leninist ideology in Party building. It 

affected every single question in the Australian 

revolutionary movement. Whereas certain of the 

leaders of the Communist Party had at least in words 

before and at the 1960 Parties’ Conference given 



some adherence to Marxism-Leninism, now after 

1961, again greatly influenced by Khrushchov 

revisionism at the 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U., 

they openly and systematically repudiated it. 

Materialist dialectics shows that everything 

divides into two, that the life of everything is 

determined by contradiction within the essence of 

things. The repudiation of Marxism-Leninism (a 

very bad thing) caused a great re-study of Marxism-

Leninism in Australia (a very good thing). 

Within the Communist Party the serious and real 

study of Marxism-Leninism and its integration with 

the actual Australian conditions got very great 

impetus. Still again we are dealing with a process. 

Repudiation of Marx-ism-Leninism began little by 

little, it gradually developed into systematic 

repudiation. Repudiation of revisionism too began 

little by little and developed into the overall 

repudiation of it. The longest march does begin with 

a single step. Events had to unfold, the class struggle 

was the producer and the ultimate test of revisionism 

and Marxism-Leninism. 

On a world scale the offensive of imperialism was 

renewed with the U.S. imperialist intervention in 

Vietnam and the threat to Cuba. This provided a 

living and dramatic demonstration that the nature of 

imperialism had not changed. In Australia too, the 

offensive of the ruling circles against the working 

class was intensified, as exemplified by new political 

amendments to the Crimes Act in 1960, 

strengthening of the arbitration machinery, 

telephone tapping legislation, strengthening of the 

army and secret and open police. On the other hand, 

the working class was intensifying its struggle. 



Thus the question revealed in the actual Australian 

class struggle (and the world class struggle) was for 

or against revolutionary struggle against capitalism. 

The revisionists repudiated revolutionary struggle 

and the Marxist-Leninists upheld it. The revisionists 

repudiated Marxism-Leninism while maintaining 

use of some of its terminology. They split away from 

Communism. They repudiated the work of the 

founding Communists of 1920 by betraying the 

whole cause of Communism. That cause was taken 

up by the Marxist-Leninists in more organised form 

in 1964 in the Communist Party of Australia 

(Marxist-Leninist). 

On March 15, 1964, those who had upheld the 

fight against revisionism and for Marxism-

Leninism, plus other workers who embraced 

Marxism-Leninism, publicly repudiated Australian 

revisionism and the Australian revisionists. They set 

out to place Marxist-Leninist ideology in command 

in building the Communist Party. They reconstituted 

the Communist Party as the Communist Party of 

Australia (Marxist-Leninist). 

A new and higher stage had been reached in the 

struggle between the two lines of Marxism-Leninism 

and revisionism in Australia. 

In summary, revisionist tendencies had done great 

harm in the Australian revolutionary movement. In 

some 40 years’ existence, revisionists within the 

Communist Party had greatly hindered the correct 

ideological, political and organisational building of 

the Party. They had repudiated the central task of 

revolutionary struggle, the seizure of political power 

by armed force. They had failed to develop real ideas 

of struggle, embracing armed struggle, to win 

Australian independence and people’s democracy. 

They had failed to uphold the independence and 



initiative of the Communist Party in the united front. 

They had proved themselves traitors to the 

revolutionary cause. Their ideology and politics 

expressed themselves in the amorphous Party 

organisation against which Lenin had argued. All 

this reflected the influence of the bourgeoisie within 

the working class and within its Party. The 

revisionists were the bourgeoisie within the Party. 

Like the bourgeoisie whom they serve, the 

Australian revisionists have no real unity. Since they 

were forced into the open by the class struggle, they 

have suffered further disintegration. They have split 

into two main groups (and many subsidiary groups). 

One group asserts a so-called national 

Communism which presents itself as being entirely 

Australian and uses a programme of bourgeois 

liberalism. It repudiates altogether the seizure of 

political power by the working class, let alone armed 

struggle to secure that power. It extols the 

parliamentary road to socialism and it upholds trade 

union politics. Its ideology is bourgeois. 

The other main group bases itself on the Soviet 

revisionist group. It too has repudiated all questions 

of seizure of political power by the working class. It 

supports parliament, trade union politics and all the 

treachery that comes from the Soviet revisionist 

leaders. 

Each of these groups is beset by internal wrangling 

and intrigue characteristic of the parties of social 

democracy. Each group is simply a new group of 

social democrats. Each group is maintained by the 

bourgeoisie both directly and indirectly. In the name 

of Communism these groups betray the workers and 

this is very valuable service to the bourgeoisie. But 

each group is declining and dying. This too reflects 



what is happening in the ruling circles for they too 

are declining and dying. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 12: PROBLEMS OF BUILDING A MARXIST-

LENINIST PARTY 

Far more important is the growth and development 

of the Communist Party (Marxist-Leninist) in 

Australia after the reconstitution of the Communist 

Party and after revisionism had split away from it. 

As we have said, revisionism had done great harm. 

Yet the very betrayal by the revisionists called into 

being a speeded up active struggle against 

revisionism. In consequence, Marxism-Leninism 

was strengthened and developed in struggle against 

revisionism. 

It would again be naive to believe that overnight 

fully fledged Marxist-Leninists arose in Australia. 

The growth of Communism and the Communist 

Party is long and hard. The truth of Lenin’s words 

quoted earlier in this booklet has been more than 

borne out “these conditions (i.e., maturity of the 

revolutionary party) cannot arise all at once. They 

are created only by prolonged effort and hard-won 

experience. Their creation is facilitated by correct 

revolutionary theory, which, in its turn, is not a 

dogma, but assumes final shape only in close 

connection with the practical activity of a truly mass 

and truly revolutionary movement.” Party growth is 

indeed a process. 

After 44 years of the Communist Party in 

Australia, the truth of Marxism-Leninism began to 

emerge from a cloud of political subjectivism, 

sectarianism and worship of sacred cows. It marked 

a new stage in the history of the Communist Party in 

Australia. The mere splitting away of the revisionists 

by no means put an end to revisionism nor to the 



continuing existence of two lines in the Communist 

Party, that between Marxism-Leninism and 

bourgeois politics. The life of the Party continued to 

be governed by the struggle between these two lines 

even though the form of the struggle and the identity 

of some of the participants had changed. 

In this new stage, a process faced the Marxist-

Leninists. Some of them had been steeped in 

legalism. Some of them had occupied leading 

positions in the old Party organisation where non-

proletarian ideas prevailed. On the political arena, 

they had subscribed to much of the general line 

followed in the Party. As we have said, much of this 

general line was largely wrong. 

In the then circumstances, the debate centred 

around three main questions. They were (1) whether 

or not the change to socialism could come about 

peacefully, the so-called peaceful transition to 

socialism; (2) whether or not the line of peaceful co-

existence between the imperialist powers headed by 

the U.S. imperialists and the socialist powers, as 

expounded by Khrushchov (meaning peace at any 

price and foregoing any armed struggle and actually 

suppressing liberation struggle in the interest of this 

so-called peace) was correct; (3) whether or not the 

line of reconciliation of ideology between the 

Communist Parties and the social democrats, in 

Australia reconciliation between the Communist 

Party and labor party, was correct. 

Other matters intruded into the debate, such as the 

estimate made of the work of Stalin. The question 

arose as to the nature of the Communist Party itself, 

was it a party of the proletariat or a party of the 

whole people. This paralleled the proposition made 

at the 22nd Congress of the C.P.S.U. that the 



proletarian dictatorship in the Soviet Union had 

developed into a state of the whole people. 

What really was at stake was the whole ideology 

of Marxism-Leninism. This dispute necessarily 

affected views on the then contemporary political 

tasks of the working class. 

Within Australia, the repudiation of the idea of the 

seizure of political power by the working class and 

its allies by armed force and the assertion of peaceful 

parliamentary passage to socialism had gained 

ground. Parliamentary, legal forms of struggle, were 

insisted upon as the only means of struggle. The 

Marxist-Leninists repudiated this. They did so in 

circumstances where the aggression of U.S. 

imperialism was being developed, where the 

resistance of the national liberation movements 

everywhere was developing and where the 

characteristic form of national liberation struggle 

was armed struggle. 

Internally the Australian ruling circles were 

pursuing their attack upon the workers and working 

people and were strengthening in every way the 

repressive capacity of the state machine. The 

repudiation of the revisionist proposition of the so-

called peaceful transition to socialism was a very 

important feature of the struggle, yet the repudiation 

by Australian Marxist-Leninists was general, in a 

certain way abstract and incomplete. 

Similarly with the idea of peaceful co-existence. 

This idea, which Lenin himself used as signifying 

that the socialist countries were prepared to live in 

peace with the imperialist powers, was perverted by 

the revisionists to insist that it covered the whole 

field of the foreign policy of the socialist countries 

and that it required reconciliation with imperialism 



the nature of which, according to this “theory”, had 

changed. 

The peaceful transition to socialism and peaceful 

co-existence were two theories with a common 

purpose; that purpose was to disarm the workers and 

other oppressed people ideologically, politically and 

organisationally in face of the bourgeoisie. 

The Communists repudiated the idea of 

reconciliation with the labor party in Australia. This 

historically had been a matter of great confusion but 

now the Marxist-Leninists asserted that the labor 

party was a party of capitalism. There could never be 

reconciliation with its ideology, politics and 

organisation. There may from time to time be co-

operation with its leaders on this or that point, and 

always unity with its rank and file would be sought. 

Still, once again it would be wrong to suppose that 

all this was crystal clear. 

The attack on Stalin, the Marxist-Leninists 

characterised as not being a genuine effort to assess 

Stalin’s position in history, but an attack on Stalin in 

order to attack the whole of Marxism-Leninism. 

Australian Marxist-Leninists defended Marxism-

Leninism and upheld its banner and the contribution 

made by Stalin. 

Initially therefore the Communist Party repudiated 

and attacked the cruder political manifestations of 

revisionism. Not yet had it developed to the stage of 

developing the positive implications for Australia of 

Marxism-Leninism’s struggle against revisionism. 

The task remained to integrate into the actual 

Australian conditions the general truth of Marxism-

Leninism. 



Moreover the existence of seeming prosperity in 

Australia concealed some features of class struggle. 

Revisionist and social democratic influences were 

strong and in the reformed ranks of the Communists 

these influences undoubtedly still operated. This too 

had an international basis and expressed itself in all 

Communist Parties. It existed in the Communist 

Party of China where the revisionist scoundrel Liu 

Shao-chi exercised considerable international 

influence including in Australia. The programme 

and rules adopted by Marxist-Leninists at the time of 

the split bore heavy traces of revisionism. 

The regrouped Australian Communists affirmed 

the need for a complete break from revisionism 

ideologically, politically and organisationally. To 

break from revisionism ideologically and 

organisationally was and is a big undertaking. It calls 

for continuous struggle. Revisionism is ever present. 

To relax for one moment in the struggle against it is 

to disarm against revisionism and open the way for 

its resurgence. Experience showed that 

understanding of the great depth that was required in 

the struggle against revisionism had to develop step 

by step. 

In “On Practice” Mao Tsetung explains with 

brilliant clarity the process of development of human 

understanding. “In social practice, the process of 

coming into being, developing and passing away is 

infinite, and so is the process of coming into being, 

developing and passing away in human knowledge. 

As man’s practice which changes objective reality in 

accordance with given ideas, theories, plans or 

programmes, advances further and further, his 

knowledge of objective reality likewise becomes 

deeper and deeper. The movement of change in the 

world of objective reality is never-ending and so is 

man’s cognition of truth through practice. Marxism-



Leninism has in no way exhausted truth but 

ceaselessly opens up roads to the knowledge of truth 

in the course of practice. Our conclusion is the 

concrete, historical unity of the subjective and the 

objective, of theory and practice, of knowing and 

doing, and we are opposed to all erroneous 

ideologies, whether ’Left’ or Right, which depart 

from concrete history.” (Selected Works, Vol. I, 

pp.307-8.) 

The Communist Party must seek truth in the 

course of practice. By striving conscientiously to do 

that, the Communist Party (Marxist-Leninist) in 

Australia has deepened greatly its knowledge of the 

ideological, political and organisational break from 

revisionism. The idea of learning how to build a 

Communist Party in the actual practice of building 

it, an idea born of Marxist-Leninist ideology, has 

meant step by step the Party has grown stronger. 

The question “What sort of Party?” was and is a 

big question. In Russia, the Communist Party was 

built in circumstances of ruthless oppression. Actual 

life compelled the Party to learn all methods of work, 

peaceful and armed, secret and open, legal and 

illegal. The titanic genius of Lenin summed up 

experience, put ideology in the first place and led the 

Russian working class to the seizure of power by 

armed force. In China, the Communist Party was 

built in the actual fire of armed struggle. Again 

another titanic genius, Mao Tsetung, summed up 

experience, put ideology in the first place and led the 

Chinese workers and peasants to the successful 

seizure of power by the people under the leadership 

of the working class. 

In countries such as Australia conditions of 

bourgeois democracy prevail. Seeming freedom of 

the press, of organisation, of speech, of assembly, 



parliamentary elections, trade unions, equality 

before the law, all combine to bemuse and deceive 

people that they have democracy, have real power, 

whereas all that these things do is to conceal the 

reality that Australia is a dictatorship of the 

bourgeoisie, an imperialist dependency. 

In such conditions the problems of building a 

Marxist-Leninist revolutionary Party have their own 

peculiarities. Much of the previous experience had 

been negative. It cannot be said that the problems 

had been adequately solved anywhere. There were 

no guide posts. Moreover the main leaders of 

Communist Parties in almost all so-called bourgeois 

democracies had succumbed to revisionism. The 

question of Party building had not been put 

sufficiently on the ideological plane. Therefore the 

Marxist-Leninists in Australia were compelled to 

face the question in a new way, what sort of Party, 

how to build the Party, how to put Party building on 

the ideological plane. 

After the revisionists split away, the Marxist-

Leninists in the Party seemed to be weak and small. 

They seemed to be like voices crying in the 

wilderness. The revisionists who split away seemed 

to be strong, with big resources. The real truth was 

that the Marxist-Leninists were strong and the 

revisionists weak. Australian history, like all history, 

shows that truth cannot be destroyed, that a minority 

can be right and strong. Marxism-Leninism is 

indestructible. 

Marxism-Leninism describes the laws of progress, 

of development; it is the opposite of static. Society 

and nature are in continuous development by 

struggle, by contradiction. That too is the life of the 

Communist Party. 



Step by step, the Communist Party (M.L.) in 

Australia understood that it was not merely the 

cruder political aspects of revisionism that had to be 

combated but that the struggle to build the Party was 

far deeper than this. The betrayal of Communism by 

the revisionists was no mere partial betrayal 

expressed in a few political aberrations such as the 

peaceful transition to socialism but it was a betrayal 

that went to the root of Marxism-Leninism. It 

embraced everything. It repudiated, while 

pretending to adhere to, the world outlook of 

Communism, Materialist dialectics, the very basis of 

Communism. Moreover, it revealed the weakness in 

ideology in the history of the Communist Party in 

Australia. 

Whereas attention to theory and the essential part 

played by practice in theory had in the past been 

confined to the arbitrary study of a few classics, now 

the task was whole-hearted struggle to integrate the 

universal truth of Marxism-Leninism with the actual 

conditions in Australia. “The ’old’ method of 

studying the social sciences exclusively from the 

book is . . . extremely dangerous and may even lead 

one onto the road of counterrevolution. Clear proof 

of this is provided by the fact that whole batches of . 

. . Communists who confined themselves to books in 

their study of the social sciences have turned into 

counter-revolutionaries.” (Mao Tsetung: Oppose 

Book Worship.) 

That is true of Australia. Those in the past who 

presented themselves as the great theoreticians, who 

pronounced with finality on all manner of questions, 

ended in the camp of counter-revolutionary 

revisionism. “When we say Marxism is correct, it is 

certainly not because Marx was a ’prophet’ but 

because his theory has been proved correct in our 

practice and in our struggle. We need Marxism in 



our struggle. In our acceptance of his theory no such 

formalistic or mystical notion as that of ’prophecy’ 

ever enters our minds. Many who have read Marxist 

books have become renegades from the revolution, 

whereas illiterate workers often grasp Marxism very 

well. Of course we should study Marxist books, but 

this study must be integrated with our country’s 

actual conditions. We need books, but must 

overcome book worship which is divorced from the 

actual situation.” (Ibid.) 

In that spirit, the Communist Party in Australia 

grew gradually in strength. It put to the forefront the 

study of theory and it put to the forefront the need to 

integrate that study with actual life in Australia. It 

rejected the old practice followed by the Party of big 

headquarters where a few people sat in an office to 

work out the Party’s tactics of struggle. The Party set 

out to integrate the truth that correct and unswerving 

tactics of struggle “emerge in the course of actual 

struggle, that is, through actual experience.” (Ibid.) 

Historically the Communist movement in 

Australia reflected the origin of Australia as a British 

imperialist colony and satellite, and reflected the 

tendency in the Communist movement in the so-

called advanced capitalist countries to see not very 

far beyond the capitalist world. 

The Australian revolutionary movement in reality 

is deeply affected by the liberation movements, 

particularly in Asia. But this history (plus perhaps 

something of racial prejudice inherited from 

imperialist ideology) denied in Australia real 

knowledge of the work of Mao Tsetung. True, 

perfunctory attention was paid to it. But its deep-

going study and integration in Australia’s actual 

conditions remained to be developed. Mao Tsetung 

in fact had longer and more intense actual 



revolutionary experience than any other Marxist. 

This is not in any way to reflect on the others who 

lived in a period of history different from that of Mao 

Tsetung. It is merely to state the fact. 

Mao Tsetung summed up all the experience of the 

Chinese revolution in accordance with Marxism-

Leninism and summed up world revolutionary 

experience. He greatly enriched Marxism-Leninism. 

His conclusions, just as in .his day were those of 

Lenin, are Marxism-Leninism of the present time. It 

is a simple fact that he has greatly enriched and 

developed Marxism-Leninism, so much so that we 

speak of it as Mao Tsetung Thought; and speak of 

Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought. 

The Party in Australia came in struggle to 

understand this truth and to struggle to integrate into 

actual Australian conditions Marxism-Leninism-

Mao Tsetung Thought. This too was a process 

characterised by advances and setbacks but 

nonetheless maintaining an advance. The Party 

learned that Mao Tsetung Thought liberated the 

Communists from the evils of subjectivism, with 

revisionism, dogmatism, empiricism (blind worship 

of experience) as its products, with their worship of 

such sacred cows of capitalism as parliamentarism 

and trade union politics. Mao Tsetung Thought 

opened the way to the advance of the revolutionary 

movement in Australia. 

In Australian Party history, the Chinese Great 

Proletarian Cultural Revolution exerted tremendous 

influence. It put right to the fore in the world the 

theory of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung 

Thought. The Communist Party in Australia set out 

with even greater confidence to grasp Mao Tsetung 

Thought. The Communist Party in Australia had 

been originally formed in 1920; it got great 



inspiration from the great Russian October 

proletarian revolution; it got great inspiration from 

Chinese liberation in 1949. The Party in Australia 

was reconstituted in 1964 (Congress March 13, 14 

and 15, 1964): it got great inspiration from the 

Chinese Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution in 

1966 and the following years. 

All this took place in an Australia where the 

working class and working people were undergoing 

a new awakening about which more will be said 

later. 

The study of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung 

Thought became in Australia amass question 

amongst the Party members and advanced workers. 

Its study has progressed from lower to higher stages. 

It has greatly lifted the consciousness of the Party 

members and advanced workers. It has greatly 

influenced the actual course of class struggle in 

Australia. 

The rectification, i.e., the purification of Party 

spirit, has been a continuous struggle in the Chinese 

Communist Party. The classics of Mao Tsetung 

“Analysis of the Classes in Chinese Society” (1926), 

“Report on an Investigation of the Peasant 

Movement in Hunan” (1927), “Oppose Book 

Worship” (1930), arose from the actual practice of 

the Chinese revolution and greatly enriched it. They 

were necessary ideological steps in the building of 

the Chinese Communist Party. Then “On Practice” 

and “On Contradiction” summed up in the most 

brilliant and comprehensive way the whole of the 

Marxist world outlook of materialist dialectics. 

Again they arose from the actual practice of the 

Chinese revolution and greatly enriched it. They 

provide for the workers of the world an 

incomparable weapon in understanding materialist 



dialectics, and thereby revolutionary struggle. In 

1941-2 Mao Tsetung contributed “Reform Our 

Study”, “Rectify the Party’s Style of Work”, 

“Oppose Stereotyped Party Writing”, classics of 

Party building. These too arose from the actual 

conditions of the Chinese revolutionary movement 

and the conditions in the Chinese Communist Party. 

At the same time they elaborated Marxist-Leninist 

general truth in the building of all Communist 

Parties. In the sixties came the Great Proletarian 

Cultural Revolution which carried all this work a 

stage further. The whole process was the fight for the 

supremacy in the Communist Party and the 

revolutionary movement of proletarian ideology, the 

fight for and defence of proletarian state power. It 

was a fight that never ceased and the events and 

books just mentioned are highlights in it. 

The Communist Party in Australia develops by its 

own internal contradictions. The question of 

Marxist-Leninist-Mao Tsetung Thought ideology is 

fundamental to it. Thus the universal truth, 

elucidated and elaborated by Marx, Engels, Lenin, 

Stalin, Mao Tsetung had to be grasped and applied 

in Australia. This is no question of making the 

Communist Party in Australia Chinese or importing 

Chinese revolution into Australia. That is just 

nonsense. Marx and Engels were Germans by birth 

but they gave to the world an exposition of the 

scientific world outlook of Marxism (not a German 

outlook). Lenin was a Russian by birth but he 

developed the world outlook of Marxism-Leninism 

(not Russian). 

The general truth of Marxism-Leninism-Mao 

Tsetung Thought has been proclaimed as the 

ideology of the Communist Party of Australia 

(Marxist-Leninist). The Party has striven to keep it 

in the forefront of all its work and to propagate it 



amongst the workers and working people. In its 

study of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought 

it has striven against abstract study and striven to 

study with actual Australian conditions in mind. 

Correct ideology is at the root of Party building. 

Previously, reference was made to the destruction 

and incompatibility with Party spirit of political 

subjectivism. The Communist Party (M.L.) waged a 

big battle against subjectivism and sectarianism and 

the worship of sacred cows, stereotypes. 

Subjectivism takes two main forms. The first is the 

substitution of texts of Marxism or of wishful 

thinking for the facts and for truth. The other is the 

worship of purely practical experience and the denial 

of the need to seek truth from it, i.e., the denial of the 

need for theory. Both forms existed in the 

Communist Party in Australia. Wishful thinking, 

blind enthusiasm, repetition of the texts of Marxist 

classics without respect for facts, existed. 

Expressions of it lay in the deeply held (even though 

concealed) illusions about parliament, the labor 

party, trade union politics. This revealed a failure to 

investigate the facts about parliament, the labor 

party, trade union politics. 

Another expression of it is the belief that these 

illusions have been destroyed merely because the 

struggle against them has been proclaimed. 

Another expression of subjectivism is the worship 

of practical experience, the belief that it is not 

necessary to analyse that experience and draw 

lessons from it. The Communist task however is to 

investigate the facts, to seek truth from facts just as 

Marx, Lenin and Mao Tsetung have done. 



A word should be said about individualism. 

Capitalism is a system of bitter competition. It 

engenders an atmosphere of competition, of the need 

to “get on” at all costs. It extols individual success. 

This too penetrates the Communist Party. Such ideas 

require to be struggled against very vigorously. 

Systematically the Communist Party wages a 

campaign for the remoulding of its members, 

remoulding them so that they serve the people 

whole-heartedly, are imbued with the spirit of “utter 

devotion to others without any thought of self and of 

absolute selflessness. 

Surrounded as the Party is by capitalism with its 

worship and promotion of selfishness this is no easy 

task. There is advance and then falling back, falling 

back and advance. But certainly it is a most 

important question in party building. 

Bound up with this is the development of the spirit 

that ensures that the Communists if need be persist 

for a long time in seemingly unrewarding work. 

“Some comrades, disregarding the subjective and 

objective conditions, suffer from the malady of 

revolutionary impetuosity; they will not take pains 

to do minute and detailed work among the masses, 

but, riddled with illusions, want only to do big 

things.” (On Correcting Mistaken Ideas in The 

Party, Selected Works, Vol. I, p. 107.) 

There is a never ceasing struggle against all other 

filth with which capitalism covers people. All Party 

members must strive to be good Communists 

selflessly serving the people in revolutionary 

struggle. Mao Tsetung put it very well when he said: 

“A Communist should have largeness of mind and 

he should be staunch and active, looking upon the 

interests of the revolution as his very life and 

subordinating his personal interests to those of the 



revolution; always and everywhere he should adhere 

to principle and wage a tireless struggle against all 

incorrect ideas and actions so as to consolidate the 

collective life of the Party and strengthen the ties 

between the Party and the masses; he should be more 

concerned about the Party and the masses than about 

any private person and more concerned about others 

than about himself. Only thus can he be considered 

a Communist.” (Combat Liberalism, Selected 

Works, Vol. II, p.33.) 

In the building of the Communist Party hard work 

is required. It will not build itself. While it is the 

product of the social being of the working class it is 

still created and developed by men. There can be no 

creation or building of the Communist Party at one 

blow. It is a never ceasing job. The struggle between 

bourgeois ideas and proletarian ideas lasts just as 

long as the class struggle lasts, and that lasts for a 

whole historical epoch even after the victory of 

socialism. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 13: EXPANSION OF IMPERIALIST DOMINATION 

OF AUSTRALIA 

The split from Communism of the Australian 

revisionists was a product of the class struggle as 

was the international split. The class struggle had 

developed to the stage where imperialism was 

heading for total collapse and socialism was heading 

for world-wide victory. Modern revisionism is a 

desperate attempt within the working class to save 

imperialism from collapse. Internally in Australia 

these factors operated. Capitalism’s general crisis 

had intensified. Australia’s subservience to U.S. 

imperialism had become more apparent. In World 

War II, the Australian ruling class on behalf of U.S. 

investors in Australia and on its own behalf had 

turned unashamedly to U.S. imperialism as its 

protector (a process with origins much earlier). In 

the post World War II period a vast U.S. imperialist 

investment in Australia occurred so that U.S. 

imperialism dominated the main sections of 

Australia’s economy both secondary and primary. 

A picture of what happened is given in an article 

in the newspaper Vanguard (February 18, 1971): 

The Australian traitor class has long encouraged 

overseas investment in Australia, with the result 

that between July 1947 and June 1969 a total of 

$7,577 million has been invested here. The main 

sources of private capital inflow up to June 1968 

were U.K., 47%; U.S.A. and Canada, 39.2%; Other, 

13.2%. However, it must be pointed out that U.S. 

imperialism at the moment controls the more 

decisive, important sectors of our economy 

(automobile, heavy industry, real estate, petrol, 

mines), and over the next ten years, the U.S. leaders 

intend to invest $7,000 million, while Britain’s 

investments will come nowhere near that figure. 



All this investment – like the $358 million 

invested by U.S. companies in Australia in 

manufacturing plant and equipment in 1970 and the 

$141 million invested by U.S. bosses in the 

petroleum industry in Australia, New Zealand and 

the Pacific Islands – is not developing the so-called 

’national interest’. It means in practice, higher 

prices for the workers and higher profits for the 

U.S. bosses. 

Australia’s minerals are of special value to the 

imperialist powers involved in our territorial carve-

up, but especially to the U.S. imperialists who 

explained quite openly in a 1952 Presidential 

Commission investigating the Raw Materials 

Situation that ’From now until the year 2000 the 

U.S. will require 100% of the known reserves of 

raw materials in the Free World’. 

At the moment, the main foreign corporations 

extracting Australia’s natural mineral wealth 

include: Hammersley Holding (jointly owned by 

U.S. Kaiser Steel and British Rio Tinto Zinc), The 

American Metal Climax Inc., Aluminium Company 

of America, Swiss Aluminium, American Smelting 

and Refining Company, Texas Sulphur Company 

and others. Of interesting significance is the 

number of major U.S. corporation investors in 

Australia which also have leading contracts with 

the U.S. Defence Department. These include: 

General Electric (No. 2 in the U.S. list with $1620 

million in military contracts), General Motors (No. 

10 with $584 million), Martin Marietta (No. 25 with 

$264 million), Kaiser Industries (No. 45 with $142 

million), Ford (No. 19 with $396 million), 

Honeywell (No. 18 with $405 million), Olin 

Mathieson (No. 20 with $354 million), Standard Oil 

(No. 24 with $291 million), R.C.A. Sperry-Rand 

(No. 12 with $467 million), General Dynamics (No. 

3 with $1243 million), Westinghouse (No. 15 with 

$429 million),Chrysler (No. 53 with $121 million), 

Texaco (No. 52 with $123 million), Standard Oil 

(Calif.) (No. 42 with $148 million), Mobil (No. 41 

with $151 million), Pan Am (No. 39 with $167 

million), Lockheed (No. 1 with $2000 million), and 

others giving a total value in terms of dollars for all 

these military contracts, from 1968-69 of $36,888 

million. 



U.S. imperialism’s growing dominance over 

Australia’s economic, political and cultural life has 

produced a situation in which ups and downs in the 

U.S. economy have an impact on Australia. 

A pre-Moratorium broadsheet written by a group 

of young workers, entitled ’Vietnam is a Bosses’ 

War’, published a graph of movements in the Dow 

Jones Industrial Average (a measure of U.S. 

economic trends) and 50 leading companies on the 

Melbourne Stock Exchange, which highlights the 

close connection between the U.S. and Australian 

economies. 

One reason for this is the great plunder of our 

mining industries which currently earn about 20% 

of Australia’s annual export income by U.S. and 

other imperialists. In 1968-69 almost 50% of 

Australia’s mineral exports went to Japan, and this 

will also increase rapidly in the future. At the same 

time, however, Japan depends on the U.S. for about 

one-third of its export trade. Hence an economic 

setback in the U.S. economy soon has its 

repercussions in Australia via reductions in 

Japanese steel and heavy industrial production and 

consequent reduction of the import of Australian 

minerals. 

So it can be seen that U.S. imperialism is a major 

plunderer of Australia’s economy and also cracks 

the whip politically. Even though the British 

imperialists may have a greater percentage of 

capital invested here at the present time its 

investments in the next few years will be nowhere 

near the proportion of those of the U.S. overlords 

who are the number one imperialist concern in 

Australia. Furthermore, it is significant that the U.S. 

imperialists are carving up only the most ’juicy’ 

portions of Australia: the mineral and mining 

industry, the automobile and petrol racket, heavy 

industry in general, real estate, etc. 

The U.S. has far greater sway over its 

parliamentary puppets than do the British in 

Australia. Through their local quislings, the U.S. 

imperialists have effectively orientated Australia’s 

economy towards aiding U.S. aggressive wars in 



Indo-China, as well as aiding U.S. exploitation of 

Australia itself. 

With the world wide general trend towards 

armed revolutionary struggle against imperialism, 

headed by U.S. imperialism a general world wide 

crack-down has been instigated by the U.S. ruling 

class. In their death throes, drowning in the rising 

tide of people’s armed struggle the world over, the 

imperialist chieftains in the U.S.A. have been 

forced, by the sheer necessity to survive for one 

split second longer, to resort to fascism: the open, 

terrorist dictatorship of the imperialist bourgeoisie. 

True to the role of an imperialist “protector”, U.S. 

imperialism carefully saw that Australian basic 

manufacturing processes were in its hands and no 

substantial independent machine tool industry was 

allowed to develop. At the same time, the Australian 

ruling class was forced to comply with every U.S. 

imperialist order. From being a colony and satellite 

of British imperialism, Australia became mainly a 

satellite of U.S. imperialism and its ruling circles 

became servile flunkeys of U.S. imperialism. 

Australia thus became involved in U.S. imperialist 

aggression against Korea, against Vietnam and it 

provided police troops to suppress the liberation 

struggle in Malaya. More directly it suppressed the 

peoples of Papua-New Guinea. 

Along with U.S. imperialism is its protege 

Japanese militarism. It too has an aggressive 

economic expansionist programme which embraces 

Australia. It carries with it the menace of aggressive 

war, fascist suppression and subjugation of the 

Australian people. 

U.S. imperialism has identified itself as the main 

enemy of Australian workers and working people. 

Australian workers and working people have 

struggled against it on many fronts. In the course of 

these developments, the part played by the Soviet 



revisionists as traitors to Communism and as 

collaborators with U.S. imperialism became clearer. 

The understanding between U.S. imperialism and 

Soviet revisionist imperialism showed out, that they 

had agreed on mutual spheres of economic and 

political influence, but the struggle between them for 

world domination continued. In short, Soviet 

revisionist imperialism took on more openly its 

imperialist features and behaved like all other 

imperialisms. It too, stretches out its imperialist 

tentacles even to Australia. And the Japanese 

imperialists greatly intensified their investment in 

and exploitation of Australia. The picture was of 

U.S. imperialist penetration and domination of 

Australia assisted by Soviet revisionism which also 

now follows its own imperialist interest in Australia, 

Japanese penetration (originally promoted by U.S. 

imperialism) and decline of the British imperialist 

position in Australia. 

The enemies of Australia crystallised into the 

remaining British imperialists, the now dominant 

U.S. imperialists, the rising Japanese imperialists 

and the handful of Australian monopolies who had 

turned themselves into “partners” and flunkeys of 

these imperialists. Nor should we lose sight of the 

Soviet revisionist imperialists with their interest in 

Australia. The Australian traitor class consists of a 

handful of monopoly exploiters of the Australian 

people. 

Communists must always keep in mind the law of 

the uneven development of capitalism. This leads to 

changes in the respective strengths and positions of 

the imperialisms. Thus as we have shown, British 

imperialism was the first main suppressor of 

Australia, U.S. imperialism the second. Now U.S. 

imperialism as a world power is declining. New 

contenders have arisen particularly so far as 



Australia is concerned – Japanese imperialism and 

Soviet revisionist imperialism. This situation needs 

constant analysis to correctly identify enemies and 

friends and to exploit conflicts between Australia’s 

oppressors. 

By 1973 Australia’s population had risen to over 

13,000,000. Australia was now very much more 

advanced on the capitalist road than in the year of 

the Communist Party’s formation. Industrial 

production in money values was now greater than 

primary production. The numbers of the working 

class had grown greatly, the number of agricultural 

workers (the rural proletariat) had declined. But 

capitalism, big business, including U.S. big business 

in agriculture, had greatly expanded. Australian 

class divisions had become much more sharply 

defined into the two main classes of capitalists and 

workers. Amongst the capitalists, monopoly was 

now far more advanced, and particularly the 

domination of U.S. monopolies in critical spheres of 

the economy. And at the same time through its 

control of the International Monetary Fund, U.S. 

imperialism determined the direction of Australia’s 

capitalist development. 

The forces opposed to these monopolies 

(exploited by them) consisted of broad strata of 

Australian people headed by the Australian workers. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 14: THE UNITED FRONT AGAINST U.S. 

IMPERIALISM 

That leads us back to earlier comments on the 

united front. Within this united front of course there 

must be co-operation between the component units 

of it. But the Communist Party (M.L.) does not see 

it as similar to the schemes for united fronts of the 

past nor as something confined to some united action 

between the labor party and the Communist Party. It 

is a living struggle for united action by all who are 

prepared to unite in struggle against U.S. 

imperialism. The common denominator is the 

struggle for an independent, people’s democratic 

Australia, against U.S. imperialism and its 

Australian traitor flunkeys and the other imperialist 

oppressors of Australia. 

It is not a question of collecting a few public 

personages and calling that the united front, a tactic 

beloved of the revisionists, and then within that, 

finding the very lowest common denominator, all of 

which results in amalgamation. The consequence of 

that sort of thing is that the given movement tends to 

attract the militant workers and then adapts the 

whole activity to capitalism. Thus do the revisionists 

serve capitalism. 

The Communist Party (M.L.) while co-operating 

in these united activities maintains its independence 

and initiative. 

The process of uniting the overwhelming majority 

of the people against the U.S. imperialists and their 

local flunkeys is going on very actively. Many 

spectacular highlights of it have developed. Big 

demonstrations against Australia’s involvement in 



U.S. imperialist aggression against Vietnam were 

very frequent. Defiance of the conscription laws 

occurred daily. Great strike struggles have occurred 

on a wide variety of issues. Young people have 

revolted against authority in every possible way. 

Women have been active. Pensioners have 

struggled. The Australian black people and the 

peoples of Papua-New Guinea are struggling more 

than ever before. The common denominator has 

been struggle against the reactionary policy pursued 

in Australia under the dictation of U.S. imperialism 

and the Australian flunkeys of U.S. imperialism. 

In all these struggles the Communist Party (M.L.) 

has fully participated. It has striven to maintain its 

independence and initiative. Its members have been 

leading figures in many struggles as in the struggle 

(1969) against the attack on the workers through so-

called penal powers when a veteran Marxist-Leninist 

Communist was the leading figure. And at the same 

time Communist Party (M.L.) members and 

supporters have participated at every level in every 

form of activity. 

By its maintaining and fighting to maintain its 

revolutionary integrity, and consistently upholding 

the fight against U.S. imperialism, it has greatly 

assisted in arousing the consciousness of the 

participants in all these struggles. 

The bourgeoisie constantly seeks to determine the 

tactics of struggle by the working class. It seeks to 

set the limit of parliamentary politics and trade union 

politics on the working class. In this way it can 

contain and control the struggle of the workers and 

working people. Valuable service is done for the 

bourgeoisie in this respect by the revisionists of both 

the pro-Russian group and the anti-Russian group. 



The struggle to expose parliamentary politics as 

the sham of politics has been initiated and led by the 

Communist Party of Australia (M.L.). In a world 

where armed struggle of the workers and working 

people is the order of the day, advocacy of 

compromise in any way with parliamentarism is 

entirely incorrect. Capitalism is collapsing and with 

its collapse the old institutions are collapsing. 

Everything is under challenge. It must be said that 

the Communist Party (M.L.) campaign and exposure 

of parliamentary politics is becoming a mass 

question; it is being gripped by the masses precisely 

because it is in accord with the experience of the 

masses. 

Its twin, trade union politics, has likewise been the 

subject of much campaigning and criticism on the 

initiative of the Communist Party (M.L.). The basic 

proposition that trade union politics are bourgeois 

politics has been fought for by the Communist Party 

(M.L.). Many, many fetishes or sacred cows have 

been built up in the trade unions and in what is called 

the trade union movement. The bourgeois line is to 

make the trade unions subservient to and instruments 

of the bourgeoisie. In Australia, the A.C.T.U. carries 

that into effect. A whole bureaucratic apparatus in 

the trade unions is used by the labor lieutenants of 

capitalism to suppress the workers. It is used to 

inculcate the idea that the workers’ struggle should 

be confined to the struggle for economic demands, 

that is, economic demands within the framework of 

capitalism. Positively the A.C.T.U. enters into open 

partnership with big business. This too is a 

formidable enemy of the national-democratic 

revolution and socialism. The Communist Party 

(M.L.) has raised the question – trade unions for 

whom and for what? It has consistently fought to 

arouse the workers to control their own trade unions, 



to wrest the trade unions from the control of the labor 

lieutenants of capitalism and to return them to 

fighting organisations of the working class. All this 

too is an essential feature of the struggle against U.S. 

imperialism and the local reactionaries. 

Side by side with parliamentarism and trade union 

politics goes bourgeois legalism, conformity with 

bourgeois law. The bourgeoisie creates a great halo 

around its legal system, everything within the law is 

all right, everything outside it is banditry, the mob, 

hooliganism, murder, arson, looting. Justice is 

impartial. Tribunals are concerned only with the law. 

The truth that this legalism is a weapon of the 

bourgeois bandits, that their army and police force 

are uniformed mobs and thugs, that their justice is 

not impartial but just a rubber stamp for their own 

exploitation and oppression, has been taken up by 

the Communist Party (M.L.) thus tearing the mask 

from this particular hypocrisy. Many workers and 

students have refused to comply with this bourgeois 

law and order. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 15: AUSTRALIA’S REVOLUTION PART OF 

WORLD REVOLUTION – THE PARTY’S PARTICIPATION IN 

REVOLUTIONARY STRUGGLE 

The highest form of revolution is the seizure of 

political power by armed force. The perspective for 

Australia is that all struggle must flow into armed 

struggle for the revolutionary overthrow of 

imperialist domination and for the establishment of 

an entirely new democracy. We may call this the 

national-democratic revolution. That is an essential 

step in the continuing struggle for proletarian 

socialist power. In this respect too there have been 

big developments. In 1961 the faces of so-called 

hardened revolutionaries who called themselves 

Communists turned white when the perspective of 

armed struggle was advocated. And these so-called 

revolutionaries ridiculed the idea, using it as one of 

their central pieces in attack upon Marxist-Leninists. 

How ridiculous! they said, how unreal! what flights 

of fancy! The universal truth of Marxism-Leninism-

Mao Tsetung Thought however shows that the 

central task of revolution is the seizure of power by 

the working class and its allies by armed force and 

that this truth does apply universally. Step by step 

and faced increasingly by the violence of the police, 

Australian workers, working people and other 

patriots are understanding the real role of force and 

are understanding that reactionary force must be 

combated by revolutionary force. No longer can the 

ruling class assume that a show of force will cow the 

workers. 

But again the revisionists do great service for the 

bourgeoisie. They urge peace, peace and more peace 

and no resistance to police violence. Their line is 

being repudiated. Workers and working people and 



revolutionary students are taking counter measures 

against those who say (as showing the mind of the 

ruling class) “they got some baton today and they’ll 

get a lot more in the future”. Certainly great progress 

has been made in grasping the truth that political 

power grows out of the barrel of a gun. Organisation 

based on this truth must be worked at. 

The political process then is the repudiation by the 

masses of parliamentary and trade union politics, 

peaceful transition to socialism, legalism, and 

positively it is the step by step advance to the 

perspective of revolutionary violence. The path to 

the central task of revolution, the seizure of power 

by armed force, is being sought and found. 

This occurs in a particular world situation. 

Australia does not exist in isolation, in a vacuum. It 

exists in a real world where the revolutionary 

movement is on the upsurge. And the most active 

component in that upsurge is the struggle of the 

peoples in the countries particularly of Asia and then 

of Latin America and Africa. These countries 

constitute the essential exploiting sources of 

imperialism and particularly U.S. imperialism. The 

peoples are in active revolt against imperialism, and 

in many cases in armed revolt. 

Australia is seen by the imperialists as a base for 

suppression of this movement in Asia. But it is 

impossible to suppress this movement. It has gone 

from victory to victory. It is bleeding U.S. 

imperialism white. It has lost important positions in 

Asia. Its nature will never change. U.S. imperialism 

is the chief exploiter and oppressor of the Australian 

people too and it most certainly exploits and 

oppresses the American people, black and white. It 

is precisely the people of Asia, Africa and Latin 

America who have taken up arms against it and are 



daily weakening it. Australia, too, where the anti-

imperialist revolution is as yet not as well developed 

as in these countries, plays a vital part in the process. 

Its revolution is an essential part of the world 

movement for liberation, independence and 

revolution. The movements in various countries 

merge, moving in a continuous process step by step 

to higher stages. Though development is uneven, its 

end result is the general anti-imperialist revolution 

as an essential of the world proletarian socialist 

revolution. Thus there is a common struggle. The 

oppressed colonial peoples are fighting, arms in 

hand, the enemy of the Australian people, U.S. 

imperialism; the Australian workers and working 

people are co-ordinating their struggle with that of 

other peoples. In Australia, the working class 

maintains its leading role, and the Communist Party 

its initiative and independence in the united struggle 

against U.S. imperialism. It is all part of the world-

wide movement. 

The labor party in Australia remains a party of 

capitalism. The nature of social democracy does not 

change. Certainly the labor party has done much to 

develop Australia as a nation but as a capitalist 

nation still dependent upon imperialism. Lenin aptly 

characterised it as a “liberal bourgeois party”. He 

spoke (1913) of the then Liberals (today again 

Liberals after many changes of name) as 

“Conservatives”. The tactics of the rule of the 

imperialist bourgeoisie and their local collaborators 

in Australia vary from time to time. Sometimes the 

situation is best suited by the rule of outright 

conservatives, sometimes by the labor party (the 

bourgeois liberals). Previously we commented on 

the labor party. We insist upon the vast difference 

between the leaders of the labor party on the one 

hand and the rank and file on the other. The rank and 



file of the labor party, particularly the workers, move 

towards the revolutionaries; its right wing leaders 

carry on the rule of the bourgeoisie in Australia. The 

advent of a labor government in Australia in 1972 

was a tactic of the bourgeoisie. Essentially it 

maintains the imperialist domination of Australia 

while at the same time making concessions to the 

movement within Australia (part of a world wide 

process) towards independence and development of 

the central power in Australia – Australian 

nationhood. Within Australia too, the challenge of 

the people is met by more and more repression. 

There is far more resort to what can be described as 

fascist measures and used alongside bourgeois 

democratic deception. But whichever is used, the 

essence remains as the dictatorship of the 

bourgeoisie. 

Thus the struggle against repressive fascist 

measures is a component part of the struggle against 

U.S. imperialism and its local flunkeys. It is not a 

thing in itself and it is not a question of defending 

democratic rights for the sake of defending 

bourgeois democracy against fascism. It is a case of 

insisting on, defending and extending democratic 

rights for the sake of defending them and defeating 

the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. The old error has 

taught the Communist Party and the revolutionary 

workers a lesson; that lesson is that there is not a hard 

and fast line between bourgeois democracy and 

fascism. 

In the whole range of problems, the Communist 

Party has the job of fighting and participating in the 

fight for the immediate demands of the working 

class and working people as part of the struggle and 

preparation, of struggle for the seizure of power by 

the workers, working people and other anti-

imperialist forces by armed force. 



All streams of political struggle in Australia then 

run into the general stream against imperialism. That 

accords with the situation throughout the world. The 

ever extending and developing Australian united 

front against U.S. imperialism is a component part 

of the world wide united front against U.S. 

imperialism. That united front is gaining bigger 

victories day by day. U.S. imperialism is weakened 

day by day. In the era of the collapse of imperialism 

this united front is a mighty contribution to U.S. 

imperialism’s collapse. The united front directs and 

will direct its blows against the rivals and successors 

of U.S. imperialism. 

An essential feature of the class struggle is the part 

played by the socialist world in it. The leading 

socialist country is the People’s Republic of China. 

It is guided by the ideology of Mao Tsetung 

Thought. It is a powerful inspirer of revolutionary 

thought. No material export of revolution can 

succeed because revolution cannot be imposed on 

another people. It is the act of a given people. But 

revolutionary ideas know no country. They are taken 

up by the masses who, armed with them, make 

revolution. The Thought of Mao Tsetung is 

international. The Chinese people have fought U.S. 

imperialism in its intervention in China, in its 

aggression against Korea and its illegal occupation 

of Taiwan. And they have fought U.S. imperialism 

ideologically and politically in all its struggle for 

world domination. And similarly they have fought 

its collaborator Soviet revisionism and its partner 

and protege Japanese imperialism. Inspired by 

Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought it has an 

enemy common to all mankind. It is the most 

powerful base of revolution. Its socialist advance is 

an outstanding political fact. 



Organisation serves ideology and politics. The 

Communist Party (M.L.) seeks continually to 

strengthen its organisation for the sole purpose of 

serving that ideology and those politics. 

Organisation has no reason merely as organisation. 

An undoubted historical tendency in the Communist 

Party was for- the concentration to be on 

organisation as such. 

Party building, as we said earlier, was conceived 

largely as a matter of numbers, and the contribution 

of those numbers measured in terms of party 

newspapers sold, finance collected and new 

members gained. The central organisation was 

concentrated in big headquarters staffed by full time 

paid functionaries. The party leaders and 

functionaries had no social job and lived as 

something of a race apart from other workers and 

working people. Branches and committees of the 

Party largely followed a routine, stereotype of 

activity. Party members largely confined their 

contacts to other party members. They lived in a 

closed bloc of left people, a left bloc. All this was 

injurious to real mass work. It was the organisational 

expression of the subjectivism about which much 

has already been said. The closed left bloc carried 

out parliamentary electoral activity. In large measure 

it was organised to serve parliamentary and trade 

union politics. 

To serve proletarian ideology and politics there 

must be proletarian organisation. The first thing is 

that the Communist Party is the party of the 

proletariat and the proletariat has the leading role in 

the revolutionary movement. We pointed out that in 

Australia not only has it the leading role, it is also 

the main force. We have demonstrated that the 

proletariat is the special product of capitalism and is 

its gravedigger. But it is also the main force in the 



revolutionary struggle. It follows that the 

Communist Party must be organised deep in the 

heart of the working class. The Australian workers 

are concentrated in factories in the main capital 

cities. The Party organisation primarily must be 

based in these workplaces. There are rural 

proletarians amongst whom the Party must be 

organised. There are smaller farmers and there are 

other sections of the population. Any failure 

however to put the main emphasis on Party 

organisation in the workplaces reflects an 

ideological and political failure to see the character 

of the revolution in Australia, as an anti-imperialist, 

new democratic revolution in which the proletariat 

has the leading role. 

The Party organisations must serve the people in 

revolutionary struggle. They require to propagate the 

ideology of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung 

Thought and wage political struggles in accordance 

with that ideology. The struggle for the immediate 

demands of the workers is part of the political 

struggle. Party organisations fully participate in this 

but keep in mind that such immediate demands can 

never be ends in themselves. They are essential 

training for the actual revolutionary struggle against 

imperialist domination and for carrying that struggle 

through to socialist revolution. The workplaces too 

are the main source of armed workers under whose 

leadership all the anti-imperialist forces will be 

united. All the Party organisations’ activities are 

directed to serving the central task of the seizure of 

power by the anti-imperialist, new democratic 

forces. 

Whereas history knew the Communist Party 

largely as a publicly existing party with interests in 

parliament and the trade unions and its members 

publicly identified as Communists, the Party now 



sees that, like an army and its various arms, its 

organisation must be trained in all means of political 

warfare. That involves mastering all forms of 

struggle – peaceful and armed, open and secret, legal 

and illegal in carrying out mass work. 

Party organisation then is a thoroughgoing 

departure from the old left-bloc. It seeks to have its 

members deep among the masses to learn from them 

and to teach them, to teach them and leam from 

them. It requires no great headquarters and no army 

of paid full time functionaries to serve the people in 

Australian revolutionary struggle. Such things are 

indicia of bourgeois political parties. 

Party members serve among the masses in the 

factories. They are workers, of the workers. “The 

people, and the people alone, are the motive force in 

the making of world history.” (Mao Tsetung: On 

Coalition Government, Selected Works, Vol. III 

p.257.) A handful of Communists do not make 

history but they participate in the making of history 

by the masses. By reason of their ideology and 

politics they concentrate the real hopes and 

aspirations of the masses who have a potentially 

inexhaustible enthusiasm for socialism. Mao 

Tsetung said: “The masses are the real heroes, while 

we ourselves are often childish and ignorant, and 

without this understanding it is impossible to acquire 

even the most rudimentary knowledge.” (Preface 

and Postscript to Rural Surveys, Selected Works, 

Vol. III, p.12.) The Party organisation exists to work 

with the masses. 

Mao Tsetung’s remarks about the Communist 

Party of China in principle fully apply in the 

Australian Party: 

Another hallmark distinguishing our Party from 

all other political parties is that we have very close 



ties with the broadest masses of the people. Our 

point of departure is to serve the people 

wholeheartedly and never for a moment divorce 

ourselves from the masses, to proceed in all cases 

from the interests of the people and not from the 

interests of individuals or groups, and to understand 

the identity of our responsibility to the people and 

our responsibility to the leading organs of the Party. 

Communists must be ready at all times to stand up 

for the truth, because truth is in the interests of the 

people; Communists must be ready at all times to 

correct their mistakes, because mistakes are against 

the interests of the people. Twenty-four years of 

experience tell us that the right task, policy and 

style of work invariably conform with the demands 

of the masses at a given time and place and 

invariably strengthen our ties with the masses, and 

the wrong task, policy and style of work invariably 

disagree with the demands of the masses at a given 

time and place and invariably alienate us from the 

masses. The reason why such evils as dogmatism, 

empiricism, commandism, tailism, sectarianism, 

bureaucracy and an arrogant attitude in work are 

definitely harmful and intolerable, and why anyone 

suffering from these maladies must overcome them, 

is that they alienate us from the masses. Our 

Congress should call upon the whole Party to be 

vigilant and to see that no comrade at any post is 

divorced from the masses. It should teach every 

comrade to love the people and listen attentively to 

the voice of the masses; to identify himself with the 

masses wherever he goes and, instead of standing 

above them, to immerse himself among them; and, 

according to their present level, to awaken them or 

raise their political consciousness and help them 

gradually to organise themselves voluntarily and to 

set going all essential struggles permitted by the 

internal and external circumstances of the given 

time and place . . . 

Conscientious practice of self-criticism is still 

another hallmark distinguishing our Party from all 

other political parties. As we say, dust will 

accumulate if a room is not cleaned regularly, our 

faces will get dirty if they are not washed regularly. 

(On Coalition Government, Selected Works, Vol. 

III, pp.315-6.) 



Party members are those who are actively 

involved in the class struggle, who accept the 

constitution and programme, are prepared to work in 

a Party organisation, carry out the Party’s decisions, 

observe Party discipline and pay membership dues. 

This accords with qualifications for Party members 

the foundations of which were laid by Lenin. Left 

over from history also is the idea that anyone can 

join the Party and somehow it is shameful that a left 

worker does not join the Party. Days were when 

anyone at all, who need do no more than sign a form, 

joined the Communist Party in Australia. But if the 

Party upholds proletarian ideology, politics and 

organisation it follows that Party membership is a 

big and responsible undertaking. A high quality is 

required. Error lies in insistence upon too high a 

quality. There are no ready-made Communists. It is 

the job of the Party continually to strive to lift its 

quality and those of its members. This is a never 

ending process. Devotion to the revolution and 

determination to uphold the politics and ideology of 

Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought open the 

way to Party membership. There cannot be too 

exclusive an attitude and there cannot be simply a 

liberal attitude that anyone may join. The conditional 

character of Party membership means that real Party 

membership only exists when the Party member is 

conscientiously serving the people in accordance 

with proletarian ideology and politics, 

conscientiously striving to remould himself in 

revolutionary struggle, combating self, repudiating 

revisionism, wielding the weapon of criticism and 

self-criticism. This is a persistent continuous 

struggle. If he becomes apathetic he ceases to be a 

real member, and his party organisation will arrange 

to end his membership. 



The Party operates according to the principle of 

democratic centralism which establishes leading 

bodies elected through democratic consultation, 

unified discipline, the individual subordinate to the 

organisation, the minority to the majority with the 

highest body the National Congress and between 

Congresses the highest body the Central Committee. 

The whole Party organisation studies Marxism-

Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought and struggles to 

integrate its general truth with the actual conditions 

in Australia. 

The Party is a living organism. It is not something 

fixed and static. It operates not as some sort of 

machine endlessly repeating a few formulae but as a 

vanguard organisation in revolutionary struggle. 

Historically in Australia it has reached the stage 

where a decisive step has been taken to build a 

revolutionary organisation. That organisation is 

based upon the proletariat, seeks to uphold and apply 

proletarian ideology and determine upon correct 

proletarian politics in the class struggle in Australia. 

It strives to realise what Mao Tsetung has said: “The 

Party organisation should be composed of the 

advanced elements of the proletariat; it should be a 

vigorous vanguard organisation capable of leading 

the proletariat and the revolutionary masses in the 

fight against the class enemy.” 

The class struggle in Australia and in the world 

determined that the revisionists would split from 

Communism. They did so in the early sixties. 

Organisationally they split away and established 

what they call a Communist Party. “A human being 

has arteries and veins through which the heart makes 

the blood circulate. He breathes with his lungs, 

exhaling carbon dioxide and inhaling fresh oxygen, 



that is, getting rid of the stale and taking in the fresh. 

A proletarian party must also get rid of the stale and 

take in the fresh, for only thus can it be full of 

vitality. Without eliminating waste matter and 

absorbing fresh blood the Party has no vigour.” 

(Mao Tsetung). 

The Communist Party in Australia lives. It has got 

rid of the stale and taken in the fresh. Its life 

continues governed by the law of contradiction. 

The Communist Party in Australia has a long 

history. It has participated in many struggles. After 

more than 50 years it has raised to the forefront 

Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought and 

affirmed that proletarian ideology and politics must 

command its organisation and that that organisation 

must serve ideology and politics. It has affirmed the 

leading role of the working class, that revolutionary 

struggle is a continuous struggle, continuing 

revolution that goes through the phase of anti-

imperialism and new democracy as essential to the 

socialist phase, that the anti-imperialist new 

democratic revolutionary struggle reaches its highest 

form in armed struggle, that under the leadership of 

the working class all anti-imperialist forces must be 

united. The struggle to build the Communist Party 

continues and will continue for a long historical 

period. It will go on into the victory of socialism in 

Australia and for a long time after the victory of 

socialism. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER 16: THE HISTORICAL TASK OF THE PARTY 

We have traced something of the development of 

the Communist Party in Australia. It has developed 

in struggle. Its mission is to lead the working class 

to the overthrow of capitalism. This cannot be done 

arbitrarily. The Australian revolution can only be 

made by Australian workers, working people and 

other anti-imperialist forces. 

The working class develops along with the 

development of capitalism. The Communist Party of 

Australia (M.L.) is the party of the Australian 

working class. Its development is inseparable from 

the development of capitalism in Australia and the 

historical destiny of capitalism – its overthrow. 

Our booklet commented on the miseries caused by 

capitalism. It showed something of the development 

of capitalism in Australia and it showed that the 

working class is at the same time both the product 

and the gravedigger of capitalism. 

Capitalism is in final crisis. It will be overthrown 

soon, soon in the historical sense. Mao Tsetung put 

the question of “soon” very well when he said: 

How then should we interpret the word ’soon’ in 

the statement, ’there will soon be a high tide of 

revolution’? This is a common question among 

comrades. Marxists are not fortune tellers. They 

should, and indeed can, only indicate the general 

direction of future developments and changes; they 

should not and cannot fix the day and the hour in a 

mechanistic way. But when I say that there will 

soon be a high tide of revolution in China, I am 

emphatically not speaking of something which in 

the words of some people ’is possibly coming’, 

something illusory, unattainable and devoid of 

significance for action. It is like a ship far out at sea 

whose mast-head can already be seen from the 



shore; it is like the morning sun in the east whose 

shimmering rays are visible from a high mountain 

top; it is like a child about to be born moving 

restlessly in its mother’s womb. (A Single Spark 

Can Start a Prairie Fire, Selected Works, Vol. I, 

p.127.) 

Australia is dominated by gigantic monopolies, 

mainly U.S. monopolies. This has caused a great 

socialisation of the process of production, that is, the 

workers are engaged in the factories in work where 

each worker’s work is dependent on every other 

worker’s work. In tracing the history of development 

of capitalism Engels said: “. . . production itself 

changed from a series of individual into a series of 

social acts and the products from individual to social 

products. The yarn, the cloth, the metal articles that 

now come out of the factory, were the joint product 

of many workers, through whose hands they had 

successively to pass before they were ready. No one 

person could say of them: I made that; this is my 

product’.” (Socialism: Utopian and Scientific.) But 

these products which in Australia are so socially 

produced are individually owned by the great 

monopolies, mainly U.S. “Now the owner of the 

instruments of labor always appropriated to himself 

the product, although it was no longer his product 

but exclusively the product of the labor of others.” 

(Ibid.). 

Marx showed how this process worked out and 

how all people except the big capitalists were either 

thrown into the working class or must ally 

themselves with it. He said: 

As soon as this process of transformation has 

sufficiently decomposed the old society from top to 

bottom, as soon as the labourers are turned into 

proletarians, their means of labour into capital, as 

soon as the capitalist mode of production stands on 

its own feet, then the further socialisation of labour 

and further transformation of the land and other 



means of production into socially exploited and, 

therefore, common means of production, as well as 

the further expropriation of private proprietors, 

takes a new form. That which is now to be 

expropriated is no longer the labourer working for 

himself, but the capitalist exploiting many 

labourers. This expropriation is accomplished by 

the action of the immanent laws of capitalistic 

production itself, by the centralisation of capital. 

One capitalist always kills many. Hand in hand with 

this centralisation, or this expropriation of many 

capitalists by few, develop, on an ever extending 

scale, the co-operative form of the labour process, 

the conscious technical application of science, the 

methodical cultivation of the soil, the 

transformation of the instruments of labour into 

instruments of labour only usable in common, the 

economising of all means of production by their use 

as the means of production of combined, socialised 

labour, the entanglement of all peoples in the net of 

the world market, and this, the international 

character of the capitalistic regime. Along with the 

constantly diminishing number of the magnates of 

capital, who usurp and monopolise all advantages 

of this process of transformation, grows the mass of 

misery, oppression, slavery, degradation, 

exploitation; but with this too grows the revolt of 

the working class, a class always increasing in 

numbers, and disciplined, united, organised by the 

very mechanism of the process of capitalist 

production. The monopoly of capital becomes a 

fetter upon the mode of production, which has 

sprung up and flourished along with, and under it. 

Centralisation of the means of production and 

socialisation of labour at last reach a point where 

they become incompatible with their capitalist 

integument. This integument is burst asunder. The 

knell of capitalist private property sounds. The 

expropriators are expropriated. (Capital, Vol. I, 

pp.836-7, Kerr Edition.) 

Marx’s description of the magnates of capital 

aptly fits the U.S. magnates of capital who dominate 

and exploit Australia. It aptly describes their 

powerful but declining predecessors the British 

imperialists and it aptly describes their creature (a 

now rival) Japanese imperialism. It aptly describes 



the socialisation of the labour process in Australia, 

the product of imperialist exploitation which 

perforce sets up capitalist relations of production. 

The thorough resolution of this contradiction can 

only occur in socialism. The path to socialism is 

through the revolutionary overthrow of these 

imperialist owners of Australia. Once they have been 

overthrown the revolution advances to socialism. 

There is production for use and not for private profit. 

War and crisis are abolished. 

The Communist Party of Australia bases itself on 

this analysis. A fundamental contradiction in 

Australian capitalism (in all capitalisms) is this 

contradiction between the socialisation of the 

productive process and on the other hand, the 

monopoly appropriation of the products so socially 

produced. It lies at the heart of war and economic 

crisis and is the basis of the whole of the social 

antagonisms in Australia today. It is the root of the 

class struggle. The incompatibility of socialised 

production with capitalist appropriation has reached 

a critical point in Australia. The extent of the U.S. 

monopoly exploitation of Australia has been 

commented on. In all the main spheres of production 

U.S. monopolies dominate; they have developed the 

socialised process of production in Australia to an 

unprecedented high. And by doing so they have laid 

the foundations for their own destruction by the 

Australian workers and other anti-imperialist forces. 

It is these workers whom the Communist Party of 

Australia (M.L.) serves. This is the most selfless of 

all service. The Communist Party (M.L.) has the 

historical task of rendering that service well. It must 

sum up the past so that it can serve the Australian 

workers and working people in socialist revolution. 

 



 

CHAPTER 17: AUSTRALIA TODAY 

The Communist Party of Australia (Marxist-

Leninist) struggled hard to understand the essential 

unity of theory and practice. It was and is critical to 

understand correctly the theoretical propositions of 

Communism, but an understanding of those 

principles depends upon practice, upon mass 

activity. 

In the years after the reconstitution of the 

Communist Party, much valuable experience has 

been accumulated and summed up. The Communists 

have participated in mass movements of every kind. 

Their participation is based upon the recognition that 

the Australian masses are the real “heroes” while the 

Communists “are often childish and ignorant” and 

the recognition that “without this understanding it is 

impossible to acquire even the most rudimentary 

knowledge”. (Mao Tsetung) By freeing themselves 

of the shackles of the old sacred cows like trade 

union and parliamentary politics and left blocism, 

(the revolving of Communists in a narrow, self 

satisfied circle of like-minded “Communists”), the 

Communists have learned much. They began to 

recognise the great wisdom and initiative of the 

workers and working people and to learn from that 

wisdom with proper humility. 

Australian Communists have come to some 

understanding of Mao Tsetung’s words: “Discover 

the truth through practice, and again through practice 

verify and develop the truth. Start from perceptual 

knowledge and actively develop it into rational 

knowledge; then start from rational knowledge and 

actively guide revolutionary practice to change both 

the subjective and the objective world. Practice, 



knowledge, again practice, and again knowledge. 

This form repeats itself in endless cycles, and with 

each cycle the content of practice and knowledge 

rises to a higher level.” (Mao Tsetung: On Practice, 

Sel. Works Vol. I p.308). 

Parliamentary politics, to which the leaders of the 

old Communist Party had subscribed, are based upon 

the fundamentally wrong idea of so-called peaceful 

transition to socialism. These parliamentary politics 

had diverted the Communists from correct mass 

work. Because parliament is a capitalist institution 

the striving for parliamentary seats is a capitalist 

activity. It offers no solution to the problems of the 

working class. To suggest that it does offer a solution 

is quite wrong. Canvassing votes among the masses, 

suggesting to them to vote “Communist”, publishing 

material for like purposes is fundamentally wrong. 

Of its own nature, it limits Communist contact with 

the masses. Almost instinctively, Australians 

recognise that there is something wrong with 

parliamentary politics, they want nothing to do with 

such politics. Moreover, the Communists know that 

parliament is a deception and fraud. Again, 

Australians know that Communists will in fact not 

be elected to parliament, because there is a 2 party 

system which is a vital part of this capitalist 

institution. For the Communists in any way to 

subscribe to parliamentarism or Parliamentary 

solutions is to deny the only real solution, the 

revolutionary overthrow of imperialist domination 

and the establishment of people’s power in 

Australia. The Australians have increasingly taken 

great social issues into their own hands and 

increasingly taken the road of mass struggle right 

outside parliament and parliamentary methods. 

Efforts to keep them within the boundaries laid down 



by parliament and the system of parliamentarism 

have increasingly failed. 

Thus great mass struggles have developed which 

have involved hundreds of thousands of Australian 

people. These struggles have had nothing to do with 

parliament but parliament has been compelled to pay 

attention to them. In this latter sense, parliament has 

an importance as sometimes reflecting mass 

struggles and at all times offering an insight into the 

minds of the ruling circles. 

Side by side with parliamentary politics go trade 

union politics. Trade union politics confined the 

workers to trade union economic matters (this does 

not deny political action and legislation on these 

matters.) These politics confined the Communists to 

activities within the trade unions, the winning of 

trade union official positions, suggesting that this 

was the revolutionary way forward. Again, as was 

pointed out earlier, this meant riveting the Australian 

workers to capitalism, because trade unions in 

Australia are based upon acceptance of the 

permanence of capitalism. The official central 

bodies of the trade unions, A.C.T.U. and Trades and 

Labor Councils operate, with the Labor Party, a 

division of labor. This division of labor is based 

upon the idea that the trade unions will look after the 

economic needs of the workers while the Labor 

Party will look after the “political” needs in 

Parliament. This is sometimes expressed as “the 

industrial and the political wing of the labor 

movement”. 

Parliamentarism and trade union politics are 

formidable obstacles to the revolutionary advance of 

the Australian working class, working people and 

other democrats and patriots. To defeat and destroy 

them is a big undertaking. 



Ideological preparation is a vital part of their 

destruction but their destruction is an all sided 

ideological, political and organisational task. The 

Communists have undertaken that task. Much 

material has been published to deal with the ideas of 

parliamentarism and trade union politics. Political 

struggle has been waged against them, and an 

organisational break from them has been made. They 

cannot be destroyed in one blow. It is a never ending 

unremitting struggle to defeat them (as with all 

political errors). The force of habit, as Lenin once 

said in another connection, is a terrible force. There 

is constant pressure to fall back to the past, to give 

up half way. But this can never be. 

Most important is the test of practice, the test of 

actual struggle. The years subsequent to the 

foundation of the Communist Party of Australia 

(Marxist-Leninist) have been exceedingly rich in 

that practice and struggle. 

Typical of many struggles was that centred upon 

the repression of the workers embodied in what are 

popularly described as the penal powers. These 

penal powers enable the courts to penalise workers 

and trade unions who and which struggle against 

capitalism. For many years pious declarations had 

been made against them by the official trade union 

bodies and by A.C.T.U. and Trades and Labour 

Council leaders. Still these powers remained. In 

practice, little or nothing was done to challenge 

them. On the initiative of the Communists, tramway 

workers took up the challenge in 1969. Struggle 

which in one way or another involved hundreds of 

thousands of workers developed. It developed right 

outside parliament and right outside the official trade 

union bodies. It cast off the shackles of 

parliamentarism and trade union politics. 

Communists participated in every aspect of the 



struggle as ordinary workers. They had the job of 

learning from the workers and teaching them in 

accordance with the principle: “We should go to the 

masses and learn from them, synthesize their 

experience into better, articulated principles and 

methods, then do propaganda among the masses, and 

call upon them to put these principles and methods 

into practice so as to solve their problems and help 

them achieve liberation and happiness.” (Mao 

Tsetung: “Get Organised” Sel. Works Vol. III, 

p.l58). 

This principle of Communist work operated too in 

the many, many economic and political struggles of 

Australian workers. Without doubt, Australian 

workers experienced a new awakening in the sixties. 

One product of that new awakening and in its turn, a 

contribution to it, was the creation of the Communist 

Party of Australia (Marxist-Leninist) and the 

creation of this form of work – integration with the 

masses and full participation m actual mass struggle. 

This contrasted with past practices of arbitrary 

command of struggle, aloofness, superiority which 

had operated in the past. In the practice of struggle, 

the general truths of Marxism-Leninism were 

enriched and far better understood by the 

Communists. All these struggles of the workers 

showed in life and practice the bourgeois character 

of parliamentarism and trade union politics. 

A great feature of this practice was the graphic 

light it threw on the fundamental truths of Marxism-

Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought. Previously we 

have said that the debate in the early sixties between 

Australian Marxist-Leninists and revisionists on 

such things as peaceful transition to socialism, 

peaceful coexistence, the nature of the Labor Party, 

etc. tended to be abstract, general, bookish. But in 

the practice of struggle the force and violence of the 



capitalist state machine became a reality, the need to 

counter it with mass force and violence likewise a 

reality. Step by step more and more workers came to 

understand the position of force in society and the 

impossibility of peaceful transition to socialism. In 

the actual practice of struggle, the real character of 

the Labor Party as a party of capitalism, but with its 

rank and file willing and desiring to struggle, came 

to be far better understood. Theory illuminated the 

path, and practice illustrated and enriched theory. It 

was no longer an academic, abstract, bookish 

question. 

The bankruptcy of Communist organisation based 

upon parliamentary ideas, with local Party branches 

based essentially upon parliamentary electorates, 

was revealed; likewise the bankruptcy of Party 

organisation based upon trade unions. Instead, in 

practice there came to be the development of 

understanding that revolutionary organisation must 

be based deep in the heart of the working class and 

primarily in the factories. This gives flesh and blood 

to Lenin’s idea that in its struggle for power the 

working class has no weapon other than organisation 

. . . the proletariat can become, and will inevitably 

become, an invincible force only when its 

ideological unity round the principles of Marxism is 

consolidated by the material unity of an organisation 

which unites millions of toilers in the army of the 

working class (Lenin: One Step Forward, Two Steps 

Back). Australian Communist practice has greatly 

enriched this idea. Thus the Communists in Australia 

have struggled to build up organisation in the work 

places and particularly the imperialist owned work 

places irrespective of trade union organisation but 

taking full tactical account of the existence of trade 

unions and workers’ adherence to them. The contrast 

is between organisation concentrated on the trade 



union on the one hand, and on the other, Communist 

organisation in the heart of the working class. 

The theoretical analysis of imperialism and the 

inevitability of war so long as imperialism lasts, and 

the bankruptcy of the idea that the nature of 

imperialism has changed, were greatly enriched in 

Australia by mass struggles of Australian people 

against the U.S. imperialist aggression in Vietnam, 

Australia’s participation in it and such things as 

conscription for it. On all aspects of the opposition 

to the war in Vietnam, Australian Communists 

played a big part. They were the most consistent 

champions of the cause against imperialism. They 

resisted all attempts to water down the struggle, all 

attempts to get them to drop the use of the words 

“U.S. imperialist aggression”. The campaign against 

these words took the form that such words were too 

advanced, could not be understood by the masses, 

were sectarian. This line was advanced by the 

revisionist “Communists”, by pacifists and labor 

party leaders. But again practical experience in the 

struggle of the masses demonstrated theoretical 

truth, and theoretical truth was enriched by practice. 

In resistance to police brutality, lessons of how to 

resist capitalist state force and violence were 

learned. In prosecutions in the courts, the falsity of 

equality before the law, justice and so on was 

demonstrated and at the same time more lessons 

about force and violence. In the gaols, lessons were 

learned about force and violence, about the anti-

working class direction of all justice, and its end 

results in gaols. Struggle right outside the old limits 

reached new heights. Defence in the courts, 

behaviour in gaol blazed new trails. They broke from 

the old. The army demonstrated graphically where 

ultimate force rested. Conscription for that army 

brought a storm of resistance and still a new front of 



struggle. It too caused searches for still newer 

methods of mass resistance. On all these fronts of 

mass struggle, Communists were integrated with the 

masses. They learned still more lessons about the 

bankruptcy and limitations of parliamentarism and 

trade union politics. 

In the sixties, the young people of Australia arose 

in their thousands in struggle. They too shared the 

new awakening. They displayed tremendous 

initiative in blazing new trails altogether. They 

participated in every form of struggle and conducted 

their own struggles also. Students challenged the 

whole educational system of capitalism. They put 

this system on trial. They broke from the old 

shackles. Undeterred, indeed spurred on, by police 

violence, court proceedings, injunctions, 

“discipline” of all kinds, they inspired new people 

into struggle. Students at primary schools, secondary 

schools and universities chose the road of rebellion 

against reactionaries. They demonstrated the truths 

of daring to struggle, daring to do and of students 

orientating themselves to the workers and to 

working class struggle. On all the key political 

questions such as the nature of state power, the 

nature of imperialism, Australia’s dependence upon 

imperialism, the nature of Australia’s revolution, 

these young people in actual struggle learned and 

enriched the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism. 

Communists played a full part. 

At the outset, we commented upon the position of 

Australia’s black people, dispossessed as they were 

by the British colonialists. In the last few decades, 

oppression of them has advanced at the hands of the 

U.S. and British imperialists. Further dispossession 

and exploitation is the way of life imposed upon 

them by the giant foreign monopolists in the search 

for and exploitation of minerals, cattle and sheep 



stations and so on. Australia s black people have 

risen as never before in struggle against this 

intensified invasion. In the practice of struggle, they 

come to understand the nature of their oppression, 

the imperialist character of racial discrimination, the 

political and economic reason for their dispossession 

and the need to overthrow imperialism. Australian 

Communists, properly integrated with the struggle 

of the black people, learn Marxist-Leninist truth on 

all these questions and on the question of racial 

oppression. 

Australian women have risen in a new way. 

Communist truth, theory, is that the basic reason for 

the inferior position imposed on women is the 

exploitation of capitalism. Capitalism mouths 

phrases about equality of women. It even gives 

nominal equality in certain spheres of life. But it 

maintains real inequality. This is born of imperialist 

exploitation. Imperialism dictates that women’s 

place is to look after a wage slave, her husband, so 

that he can be exploited more profitably or she is 

herself directly exploited by the imperialists in 

conditions inferior to men. In thousands of ways, 

some crude, some subtle, she is kept in a state of 

inferiority. Only the overthrow of the imperialist 

domination of Australia will open the way to 

complete equality of women with men. As never 

before, in history, Australian women are struggling 

and understanding the basic character of imperialism 

and its domination of Australia and its effect upon 

them. They join the anti-imperialist struggle. 

U.S. and other imperialist domination has ravaged 

Australia. Forests have fallen before it, the soil has 

been torn up and ruined, the seas have been invaded 

and polluted, the air and water have been polluted. 

No natural resource is safe from the imperialist 

exploiters. Parliaments have “authorised” all this 



and trade union “leaders” have said it is in the 

interests of Australia. But Australian people have 

recognised the real character of this attack upon 

Australia. Struggle after struggle, in which 

Communists have been full participants, has 

occurred, each one more advanced than its 

predecessor. 

All this and much more is people’s struggle in 

Australia. It has assumed an anti-imperialist 

character. All struggles flow into the anti-imperialist 

stream. From this, Australian Communists have 

learned a great deal and have done their best to give 

their assistance and Communist direction, taking up 

a position of being pupils first. This movement is 

assuming giant proportions and in the fire of struggle 

is demolishing ideas of parliamentarism and trade 

union politics. 

About parliamentarism and trade unionism, let us 

say still another word. In the course of struggle, 

inevitably parliament and trade unions are involved, 

and along with parliament, municipal councils. Mass 

work involves Communists in working in these 

spheres. There is no doubt of that – Lenin in his “Left 

wing ’Communism’, an Infantile Disorder”, dealt 

fully with the main principles of such work. (Some 

of his examples are now matters of history). It would 

be quite wrong to refuse to participate in such 

struggles. But where the error of the past was made, 

and it carries into the present, is to present 

parliament, municipal councils or trade unions as 

they are constituted in Australia, as roads to 

revolution. To do anything to suggest that Marxist-

Leninists believe that that is so is quite incorrect, it 

is a revival of revisionism. Parliaments, municipal 

councils, trade unions, will not solve these problems. 

That is a truth, a principle of Marxism-Leninism. On 

the other hand, there are masses of workers and other 



people who are misled by these institutions. Among 

these people, the Communists work. Thus there are 

2 different questions on this one topic – the capitalist 

character of the institutions themselves with the need 

to struggle against them and the need to create no 

illusions about them on the one hand, and on the 

other hand, work among the masses who are 

involved in activities around these institutions. 

Mass struggle, work among the masses, mass line 

methods of work, are matters of principle for 

Australian Communists. More conscientious 

attention than ever before has been and is being paid 

to this. Communists have worked hard at solving the 

contradiction between no or little knowledge and 

more and more knowledge on this matter. Theory 

has come alive in practice, and practice has greatly 

enriched theory. Communist publications in the 

newspaper “Vanguard”, pamphlets, the theoretical 

journal “Australian Communist”, have summed up 

experiences, made Marxist-Leninist propaganda. 

They are mass publications serving the people in 

rousing them to struggle. They too have developed 

step by step, suffered ups and downs, ebbs and 

flows, made errors, corrected errors in a never 

ending process. In the history of Australian 

Communism they represent a big step in the struggle 

to integrate Marxism-Leninism into the conditions 

of Australia. No propaganda, however good, can in 

itself cause revolution. Revolution arises from the 

conditions in a given country; in Australia, the 

conditions of imperialist domination and the struggle 

against it. It is mass struggle that is decisive. 

Propaganda and theoretical lessons in Communist 

publications are an essential unity with that struggle. 

Nor does self-assertion of correctness by the 

Communist Party of Australia (Marxist-Leninist) 

nor by anyone else of their own correctness for that 



matter, make them correct. Whether or not the 

Communist Party of Australia (Marxist-Leninist) is 

correct, is tested in practice. Here, too, the questions 

of theory and practice are a unity. The Communist 

Party of Australia (Marxist-Leninist) has earnestly 

struggled to be correct. It has made errors. Those 

errors have never been suppressed, but have been 

revealed and their erroneous character has become 

known. Then by the method of criticism and self 

criticism, efforts have been made to correct them. 

Nor must it be thought that the danger of return to 

revisionism has passed. It will never pass. It 

continually asserts itself both in big things and small 

things. Communists get sucked into the old. Some 

do not persistently, consciously fight the pressures 

that all around push towards revisionism. The enemy 

says there has been a Communist Party in Australia 

for more than 50 years yet there is no victory for the 

Communist Party and there never will be. But the 

Communists know better – Marxism-Leninism 

shows that capitalism will be overthrown; it shows 

that in Australia, imperialism will be expelled. The 

nature of capitalism and imperialism has not 

changed. They are bound to be defeated. The crisis 

of imperialism in Australia is all around us; it is a 

general crisis, it embraces the economy, the 

ideology, the politics and the whole organisation of 

capitalism. The people are battering away at it at an 

ever increasing tempo. Mao Tsetung told the story 

based on a Chinese fable of the foolish old man who 

with his two sons removed the mountains, shovelful 

by shovelful, so that in the end, God sent angels to 

take them away. So the Chinese people persisted in 

their struggle against imperialism, feudalism and 

bureaucrat capitalism; in the end, they won 

liberation and their God was the Chinese masses. 

Our Australian people too, persist in struggle. They 



will remove the mountain of imperialism from 

Australia and win their own liberation. 

 


