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A new publication

International
Forum

In late April, the Marxist-Leninist 
Organization of Canada IN STRUGGLE! 
will publish the first issue of International 
Forum, a new publication for the inter
national communist movement. Inter
national Forum will be published three times 
a year. As its name suggests, the purpose of 
this new journal is to give international ex
posure and hearing to the greatest possible 
number of points of view found among the 
various communist forces in the world to
day. In this way, International Forum hopes 
to contribute to the advancement of the 
struggle against revisionism and for the un
ity of the international communist move
ment. This is why the journal will not 
restrict itself to making known the positions 
of simply part of the communist movement. 
It is committed to becoming an instrument 
of struggle and polemic so that communists 
will eventually come to the proletariat un
ited around a single programme.

The first issue of International Forum will

contain the positions of as many parties and 
organizations as possible on the question of 
the unity of the international communist 
movement. It will include documents 
produced by the National Committee of the 
P eo p le ’s St ruggl e  Commi t t ee s  of 
Venezuela; the Revolutionary Communist 
Party of Chile; the Communist Party of 
Japan (Left); the Revolutionary Communist 
Party of the U.S.A.; the Marxist-Leninist 
Party of Austria; the journal Albania 
Today; the Communist Party of Portugal 
(reconstructed); the Communist Party of 
Ceylon; etc.

There will also be a regular column in 
International Forum on the international 
communist movement and its work. It will 
be a way of becoming acquainted with the 
positions of different parties and organiza
tions around the world and their work in the 
revolutionary struggle in their respective 
countries.

Don’t miss the first issue of International Forum!



Note from the editor

Our readers’ opinion of the
In issue no. 19 we started to publish excerpts from the 

replies received to the questionnaire about the journal 
published in issue no. 16. We continue in this issue. The focus 
this time is on the form of the articles, style, and how argu
ments are made to demarcate from opportunist trends. Com
ments also touch on graphic work on the cover and inside plus 
the range of topics readers feel we should be dealing with.

Before we get into it, we’d like to make one thing clear. 
Publishing these examples of the replies to the questionnaire 
by no means exhausts the debate on the role of the journal. On 
the contrary, as you will notice in the replies published below, 
our readers do not share a common understanding of what the 
role should be a theoretical and political journal like ours. 
Generally, everybody is agreed that the work done to date has 
been largely positive. Most people also criticize the traces of 
an academic approach and the still underdeveloped ability of 
the journal to be on top of and respond to current issues.

However, beyond that opinions differ. Some people think 
that the journal should be covering current events in a day-to- 
day way. They would like the journal to be like the newspaper 
IN STRUGGLE! except it would go into things in more depth. 
Reactions to the articles of a more theoretical nature were also 
sharply divided.

Those are but some examples of the divergence of views. It 
is clear that there is a lot more to be said before we have 
finished the current debate on the role of the journal. We 
would like to get comments from our readers on this policy. 
We also hope that readers will continue to send in criticisms of 
journal articles and new suggestions. It is by working closely 
with our present and future readers that we will be able to 
make PROLETARIAN UNITY into a journal which is able to 
deal with the questions which arise in the revolutionary 
struggle in Canada and around the world.

The editorial board of PROLETARIAN UNITY 

On the form the articles take

"The issue is not so much how long the articles are as how 
"heavy" they are. Articles should be as long as is necessary to 
explain the problem they are addressing and to demonstrate 
the analysis of it. If that means giving something exhaustive 
treatment, so be it. Long articles, however, should be prefaced 
by resumes... That would be especially helpful for people who 
are not used to heavy reading.”

"I don’t think that the articles could really be shortened 
much and personally I am not in favour of it. It is a theoretical 
journal, a propaganda organ. It is where we read material that 
we cannot usually find in the classic works of Marxism or the 
newspaper... I think that we should be able to take the time 
(and space) necessary in the journal to properly explain and 
document our ideas. The newspaper cannot be expected to do 
that..."

“Often I find the journal completely confusing, composed of 
many words which I cannot understand and phrased in 
sentences which I cannot grasp... It has not been through lack 
of trying that I have tried to use the PU in the above way, but 
have found time and again blocks in the style in which it is be
ing done. That is not to say I have learned nothing from the ar
ticles that I have read but that most of them seem to jump from 
a position of a person who feels their audience is as advanced 
as they are."

"There have been notable improvements in the past issue or 
two. Reading the journal is a difficult task for those who are not

journal (continued)
used to reading. I notice also a tendency sometimes to beat 
around the bush.”

"The articles should be shorter in general, by writers 
developing a more concise and "popular" writing style, even in 
expressing complex ideas. Always think about how a militant 
would talk in explaining these ideas to his workmates "

How to criticize erroneous viewpoints

"There is just one more serious thing which must bo 
criticized about the journal and that is the tone of voice it 
sometimes takes in criticizing other groups or individual'- 
These articles often contain what I consider to be sarcasm .it 
its worst. We do not want to ridicule ideas or personalities hut 
rather to show those individuals and other people that out 
point of view is correct. When you become sarcastic towanls 
ideas people react negatively and often do not give youi atgu 
ments the consideration they deserve."

Layout

Generally our readers agree that the present 81/2 x 11 tor 
mat of the journal should be maintained. Everyone likes tlm 
more recent covers and whole-heartedly condemns the wl"to 
covers with just the titles of articles on them. However, people 
stressed that there was still room for further improvements

"I find the journal is rather sparing in its use of illimtietlons 
(photos and graphics). Even if it is a theoretical louinel II 
should be as airy as possible to make it easier to lead 
(especially for those who have difficulty reading) and to Htlmcl 
the attention of readers or potential readers."

"I think that it would be worthwhile to illustrate tho tilth ins 
more with photos that drive home what is in the mlh Ins 
themselves, "lighten up" the work of reading and attract atten
tion. ”

Suggestions for topics

There isn't room here to go over all the suggestion* m ule 
by readers for topics we should deal with. Let’s simply ttuy llmt 
the list contains a lot of current issues that readers would like 
to see an in-depth analysis done on (the trade-union move
ment, the economic crisis in Canada and the world, the 
political situation in Southeast Asia and in Africa, the struggle 
of Native peoples, etc.). Readers also want the journal to con
tinue to delve further into the major programmatic issuos, es
pecially as relates to socialism, the role of the party, people's 
democracies and war. People also want to see more criticisms 
of the main revisionist programmes being propagated in 
Canada.

"We perhaps could give more attention to criticizing the 
theoretical works of the nationalist-revisionist trend in English 
Canada. ”

“I would like to see the journal keep its present priorities, 
but also give a good analysis of the concrete development ot 
the economic crisis in Canada. ”

"I would like to see more information on the struggles going 
on in other countries, the conditions in which they are waging 
their revolution, etc., just like what was done with Iran."

“It would be worthwhile, I think, to print articles on culture 
and the role of proletarian and progressive culture, the 
counter-culture, the disco scene and everything which is in
fluencing young people.”
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Editorial
With a rate of Inflation hitting the 

20% mark in the United States, 
bourgeois economists are evoking 
more and more the possibility of an 
economic recession in Canada. At a 
time when the level of production 
and in ves tm en t is s tag na tin g , 
capitalists are raking In more profits 
than ever before in recent years.

Page 2

The im peria lis ts  opened the 
decade of the 1980s with the Soviet 
U n io n ’ s a rm e d  in v a s io n  of 
Afghanistan and U.S. threats of 
aggression against Iran. The United 
States wasted no time in responding 
to the Soviet offensive. The new 
“Carter doctrine” kicked off a new 
round of preparations by all the 
im p e ria lis t pow ers for a new  
generalized conflict on a world scale.

page 8

With the wording of the referen
dum question, the Parti Quebecois 
openly admitted to the Quebec peo
ple that it put little stock in national 
rights apart from their usefulness at 
the bargaining table. Has the PQ 
a lrea d y  fo rg o tten  the m assive  
struggles waged by the people  
against national oppression?

page 18

The year got off to a bad start for 
the labour m ovem ent, with the 
imprisonment of the president of the 
Canadian Union of Postal Workers 
and the Michelin bill in Nova Scotia. 
The labour bosses will be called to 
account for all these betrayals. It is 
high time the labour movement got 
rid of all the McDermotts who are still 
all too present within its ranks.

page 28

The jo u rn a l PR O LETAR IAN UNITY is the  th e o re tic a l and  p o lit ica l jo u rn a l o f the  M a rx is t- 
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Editorial

Who does the crisis really hurt?

Pierre Elliott Trudeau is back in power afer a 
nine-m onth in terlude of governm ent by the 
Progressive Conservatives, but political observers 
all agree that there is no indication of significant 
changes in C anada’s economic situation. During 
the election campaign, a CBC reporter took the 
time to work out the possible consequences of the 
different parties’ policies on the rate of inflation, 
unem ploym ent, the public debt, and so on. 
Significantly, the results were very similar: while 
Liberal, Tory or N D P policies might change a 
percentage point or two here or there, there was a 
definite and over-all trend towards higher un
employment and inflation and a larger public debt, 
regardless of which party took power.

The economic situation in Canada is getting 
steadily worse, a fact that is becoming plainer and 
plainer despite (or because of?) all that was said 
during the recent election campaign. There is no 
longer any doubt that Canada, like nearly all other 
W estern capitalist countries, is bogged down in one 
of the worst crises in its history.

As might be expected, the United States has 
taken the lead. “ Is inflation out of control?” 
trumpeted the U.S. magazine Newsweek on the 
front page of a recent issue. The rate of inflation in 
the United States has reached 20%. The U.S. 
economy has been in a recession since 1979. 
Recently, an economist from the executive com
mittee of Salomon Brothers, a well-known firm of 
brokers, freely described the situation  as a 
“ national emergency” .

And when the United States gets a cold, Canada 
sneezes. The trend in Canada today is similar to 
what is happening with our southern neighbour. 
The Conference Board has predicted a rate of 
growth for the economy of 1.5% in 1980, less than 
half of the corresponding rate for 1979. Even in 
1979, the rate of utilization of the country’s 
productive capacity — the factories, machinery, 
etc. — had begun to drop. The result was a rise in

the rate of unemployment, which reached close to
10%.

As a m atter of fact, Canada has been in the 
throes of a protracted recession since 1974, when 
the rate of utilization of productive capacity at
tained a record high of 93%. Since then, the rate 
has fluctuated up and down — mostly down. 
Furthermore, between 1975 and 1977, the annual 
rate of growth of fixed investments dropped from 
22.3% to 9.5%. At the end of 1978, the rate had 
edged up to 10.5%. But taking into account the rate 
of inflation, which hovered around 10%, this 
represented in fact almost no real growth. So to all 
intents and purposes, the Canadian economy has 
been stagnating for several years now. New invest
ments serve chiefly to maintain previous levels of 
production. This means that there is now little or 
no real growth in social wealth in Canada.

In contrast to what one might expect, however, 
this situation has not had bad effects on profits. 
Since the beginning of the recession, there has been 
an astounding increase in the profits made by 
capitalists.

Although the level of production has remained 
stagnant, corporation profits rose from 2.9% in 
1976 to 10.1% in 1977 and 17.7% in 1978. In ab
solute figures, corporate profits rose from $10.8 
billion in 1972 to $26.06 billion in 1978. Interest 
and investment income grew from $4.58 billion in 
1972 to $15.17 billion in 1978. And these figures 
only reflect profits declared for tax purposes 
throughout these years. They do not take into ac
count the many subsidies granted to private 
enterprise by the federal and provincial govern
ments — for instance, the federal government’s 
commitment to foot the bill for 25% of the building 
costs for new installations in the pulp and paper in
dustry for the next five years.

The capitalists’ profits are up, but not as a result 
of more production, for production is stagnating. 
The increase in profits is the result of more and
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more intensive exploitation of the working class. In 
other words, in recent years there has been a direct 
transfer of part of the collective social wealth from 
the pockets of the workers into the pockets of the 
capitalists.

In 1972, profits represented 19.3% of national in
come in Canada. In 1976, the 20% of the popula
tion with the lowest incomes shared 4.1% of all in
come, while the 20% with the highest incomes en
joyed 43.4% of all income. There is no doubt that 
the rich are getting richer and the poor are getting 
poorer.

More and more, this is the situation in which the 
Canadian economy finds itself. The reduction in 
working people’s purchasing power means that the 
economy stagnates and production is cut back. The 
result is a recession. The only solution the 
capitalists have for the crisis is to impoverish the 
masses of working people even further. They have 
done so by taking extensive advantage of the steady 
upward spiral in consumer prices. For while the 
capitalists can raise prices regularly and whenever 
they want to cover inflation, the working class signs 
collective agreements that determine their wages 
for two or three years at a time; and in recent years, 
increases in wages have very often lagged behind 
the rate of inflation. In recent years as well, the 
devaluation of the Canadian dollar has made C ana
dian products more competitive on the world 
market, but it has also meant that the masses of 
working people must pay more for imported goods.

M ore recently, interest rates have attained un
precedented heights. The consequence of this has 
been to further limit workers’ access to and use of 
consumer credit. The extensive use of consumer 
credit has contributed to artificially boosting de
mand for goods since the end of World W ar Two. 
So higher interest rates will inevitably worsen the 
recession in coming years. This was recently con
firmed by the bourgeois media, which announced 
the most serious drop in the business of the con
struction industry since W orld W ar Two.

* * *

Economic stagnation has also meant heightened 
competition among monopolies. When production

is not expanding, the capitalists have no choice but 
to redivide existing markets through all kinds ol 
financial operations. The profits made by the

monopolies and the handouts they get from the 
State have been used precisely to drive smaller 
capitalists to bankruptcy, acquire subsidiaries from 
competitors and concentrate capital even further. 
The best-known example of this is the Thomson 
family’s purchase of the Hudson’s Bay Company 
and the Free Press newspaper chain.

PROLETARIAN UNITY 3



W ith capitalists com peting fiercely am ong 
themselves, it is not surprising to see even the 
leaders of the Liberal Party taking up the economic 
nationalism that has long been a favorite theme of 
the ND P. Since 1972, the proportion of their total 
profits paid to Canadian shareholders by the big 
monopolies has dropped from 22.5% to 13% in 
1978. For similar reasons, Herb Gray, the minister 
of industry and commerce in the new Trudeau 
government, is now in a great hurry to renegotiate 
the auto pact. Immediately after he was appointed 
to the cabinet, he rushed off to meet with top 
managers at Chrysler to invite them to invest more 
in Canada if they want the financial aid they so 
desperately need from the Canadian government.

There is an upsurge of Canadian nationalism, 
but there is also Quebec nationalism. For instance, 
last year the Federation des caisses d’entraide and 
Quebecair (now headed up by the Hamel family 
from the Lac St. Jean region) battled with Air 
Canada and Laidlaw of Hamilton for control of 
N ordair. They wanted to merge it with Quebecair 
and create a Quebecois monopoly in air transport. 
The PQ ’s economic nationalism also consists in 
promoting the small businesses that are supposed 
to be “ innovative” and encouraging concentration.

Note from the editor

Dear readers,
A few months ago, we asked you to send 

us your comments and criticisms of the 
journal to help us improve its contents, style 
and presentation. Today, we are again ask
ing for your help. This time we would like to 
receive your comments and criticisms of the 
propaganda pamphlets published by IN 
STRUGGLE!. During the summer of 1980, 
the editorial board of PROLETARIAN 
UNITY will be reviewing and evaluating 
the major pamphlets published by our 
Organization in the past year or two. We 
will be examining these four pamphlets in

Significantly, nearly half of all recent bankruptcies 
in Canada have occurred in Quebec.

* * *

This is the real meaning of both Canadian and 
Quebec economic nationalism. It reflects steadily 
growing rivalry between capitalists for the 
redistribution of m arkets and profits — profits that 
are the direct result of the impoverishment of the 
masses of working people. Can the proletariat have 
an interest in a “ Made in C anada” or “ Made in 
Quebec” economy, as the Canadian and Quebec 
nationalists would have us think? No. The 
capitalists have much more down-to-earth con
cerns. They measure the effects of nationalism in 
hard cash. The capitalists can be American, Cana
dian or Quebecois: it does not make any difference 
whatsoever to the crisis situation in which they are 
caught, dragging down the proletariat and working 
people along with them. The current crisis is not a 
result of policies that favour capitalists of one 
nationality over those of another to a greater or les
ser extent. It is the result of the contradictions 
inherent in capitalism. This is why economic 
nationalism is in no way a solution. On the con
trary, it is a danger, for it threatens to hitch the 
working-class movement to the coattails of its 
“own” bourgeoisie.

particular: The CPC(M-L), a revisionist 
organization of agents-provocateurs; The 
CCL(M-L), the voice of social-chauvinism in 
Canada; Uphold the revolutionary unity of 
the workers of all nations and national 
minorities; and Men and women of the 
working class: one enemy, one fight!

We sincerely hope you will respond to our 
appeal with the same enthusiasm with 
which you answered the questionnaire 
about the journal.

The editorial board of 
PROLETARIAN UNITY
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Letters

“N a tiona l-cul tural 
autonomy” or 
“territorial 
autonomy”?

Dear comrades,
I am writing to ask if the journal could 

clarify some theoretical points raised in the 
course of the coverage of the nationalities 
q u e s t i o n s  in t he  n e w s p a p e r  IN 
STRUGGLE!

My first question concerns what used to 
be referred to as ‘’national-cultural 
autonomy” in the time of Lenin and Stalin, 
which they consistently criticized as an op
portunist solution to the national question. 
“National-cultural autonomy” meant, as I 
understand it, the division of certain 
legislative and administrative functions 
along national lines, particularly in the 
sphere of cultural and educational affairs.

This was a not uncommon opportunist 
solution among the multinational countries 
of central and eastern Europe (e.g.Austria, 
Russia) in the first part of the century. It 
was criticized by the revolutionary workers 
and their leaders as a nationalist solution to 
divide the workers to the profit of the 
capitalists.

Even if no one today raises the slogan of 
“ national-cultural autonomy” by that 
name, from what I can see certain trends 
leading toward the same content are emerg
ing in Canadian political life.

For example,  T ru d eau ’s “ mult i-  
culturalism” was a very timid and res
tricted move in this direction. But 1 think 
we can also see trends toward this arising in 
th e  m o v e m e n t  of  t he  o p p r e s s e d  
nationalities.

For example, even if it is not universal, 
the demand is sometimes heard in the 
Franco-Ontarian movement for a separate 
French school board, in addition to French 
language instruction (unless I am wrong, 
this is the system which already exist in 
Quebec, where there are separate boards 
along religious-national lines).

Likewise, the question was posed for me 
when I read the article on page 10 in no. 161

of the newspaper IN STRUGGLE! on 
Native peoples in B.C. The article 
reproduces without comment a statement 
that “we must get at the real core — the 
l a c k  of  s e l f - g o v e r n m e n t ,  se l f -  
determination.”

The idea expressed here is ambiguous, 
and could lead in either of two directions:

— To the establishment of regional and 
local self-governing bodies )municipalities, 
etc) on a territorial basis, arranged in such a 
way that the local areas where Indians con
stituted the majority of the local population 
would be recognized as an administrative 
district of one type or another... I believe 
this is the meaning of local (ie territorial) 
self-government.

— Or, it could lead to national self- 
government, to the constitution of local ad
ministrative districts on strictly national 
lines. I believe that this is precisely what is 
meant by “national-cultural autonomy” , as 
opposed to the traditional communist stand 
of local or regional (territorial) autonomy.

To illustrate the difference, I give a 
hypothetical example (the fact I have to give 
hypothetical example is, I know, a reflection 
of my own ignorance): say there is a 
northern B.C. fishing town where Indians 
constitute a majority of the population. Is 
the solution for the workers to have national 
autonomy for the Indians alone, which 
implies separate administration for “ In
dians” and “others, mainly white” , which 
implies a “ racial-national means test” to 
determine on’s eligibility for one ad
ministration or another?

What our solution I think should be is to 
demand, if necessary, a redivision of ad
ministrative boundaries so that town lines 
reflected the more or less communities.

My question also extends to the question of 
treaties and status vs. non-status Indians. 
We speak against arbitrary government 
rules which exclude certain women from 
“official status’. Should we not also be op
posed to “official status” as well? Isn’t this 
also another form of institutionalized 
national division?

Same thing for the question of reserves 
and land claims. Will it help to develop the 
unity of the working class and the eman
cipation of Native peoples to give strong 
support to the demands concerning the land

claims of different national groups? The 
success of this struggle is bound to lead us in 
coming years to all kinds of feuding over 
what criteria of “racial-national” purity are 
necessary to share in the benefits (meagre as 
we know they are) of the claims.

I guess my main point is that I consider 
that many of the solutions to their oppres
sion put forw ard by the minori ty 
nationalities go along nationalist lines. It is 
clear to me that we must actively defend 
their legitimate rights. But at the same time 
we are obliged to comment on their de
mands from the standpoint of the interests 
of the working class of all nationalities to 
always show the independent interests of the 
workers.

In the case of Quebec, we are not shy 
about doing this, although many workers 
support independence. We defend the right 
of the Quebec nation to separate, but do 
broad agitational work against separation 
among Quebec workers. We call the in
dependence movement a bourgeois move
ment, and show how it represents the in
terests of Quebec monopolies.

I find we do not always apply the same 
point of view — to show the workers’ in
dependent interests in the question — when 
it comes to demands and struggles outside 
Quebec.

In closing, I would like to say that I fully 
agree with the fundamental stand on the 
nationalities question adopted at the Third 
Congress of the MLOC IN STRUGGLE!, 
which showed that for workers’s unity we 
must fight for the absolute equality of na
tions and languages. My question is more 
on how to correctly apply this stand to some 
problems we meet as revolutionnary mili
tants in Canada today.

A member of IN STRUGGLE!
in Ontario

Democracy* 
Dictatorship 
and Communist 
Practice 
Today
Editor's note: This letter from a comrade 
in Vancouver begins with some questions on 
a number o f issues related to democracy un-
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der socialism, such as the role o f  the State 
and the army.(On these questions, see also 
the letter in no.19 o f PRO LETARIAN  
U NITY, on "Did socialism exist in the 
U.S.S.R. and Albania?", as well as the 
editors' reply.) The reader suggests a very 
concrete way o f  approaching these ques
tions.

...We can go only so far, today, in discus
sing democracy and dictatorship as it should 
be built after the seizure of state power. 
Your article (“ Proletarian democracy and 
dictatorship under socialism” in no. 14 of 
PU) correctly insists that what is important 
is to grasp the general principles firmly. 1 
am in agreement with the general principles 
you uphold — as far as I can tell at this 
point. I think the questions I raised above 
may demonstrate the difficulty of coming to 
agreement on general principles alone that 
are to be applied at some future date. 
Therefore, I also look to see how IN 
STRUGGLE! deals with democracy and 
dictatorship today. Also, how we deal with 
these questions now will influence the way 
we deal with them under socialism.

So let’s take a look at the newspaper. 
Around the flour mill workers and postal 
workers struggle, whatever the specific 
event, the orientation given consistently 
argues that, to be successful, the masses of 
workers must more and more: 1) debate and 
decide the course of action to be taken in
stead of leaving this in the hands of a small 
group of leaders, and 2) participate con
sciously in the struggles (ie. speak to other 
workers groups, to the public, etc.) instead 
of being used merely as cannon fodder. An 
important practice which accompanies the 
above is that, on questions of debate within 
the workers’ movement, IN STRUGGLE! 
exposes the arguments of the different 
tendencies, attempting to show where they 
lead and why their analysis is wrong. This 
approach encourages as much as possible 
that the workers decide for themselves in
stead of accepting any direction on faith. 
Finally, the paper often points out that the 
class collaborationist line of the union bos
ses requires them to stifle the rank and file 
through anti-democratic practices if the un
ion bosses want to see their line dominate.

All these things can be summed up by 
saying that IN STRUGGLE! promotes the 
greatest possible participation and control 
by the working masses in their organiza
tions and struggles in order that they can be

successful in winning their immediate de
mands. Also, that more and more the com
munist viewpoint and democracy are on one 
side of every question, while capitalism is on 
the other. Aren’t these the beginnings of the 
proletarian democracy we need to build un
der socialism?

That these practices are being pursued by 
IN STRUGGLE! I find consistent with the 
theoretical point of view advanced in 
“ Proletarian democracy and dictatorship 
under socialism” . Therefore I am en
couraged to think the dictatorship of the 
proletariat will indeed follow the path of 
persuasion among the people when we do 
get there. Also, the more that we develop 
ways and means of proletarian democracy 
now, the better they can be expanded and 
maintained later....

A reader from Vancouver

Imperialism and 
Revolution

I was very pleased to read the first 
paragraph on p.35 of PROLETARIAN 
UNITY No. 16 in the article on Hoxha’s 
book, Imperialism and Revolution. I have 
always been uncomfortable with the attitude 
towards the great leaders, which are 
referred to as if they must never be 
questioned or criticized.

It seems to me that an attitude that seems 
to say “Stalin (or any other of the great 
leaders) must not be questioned, he was the 
greatest leader the proletariat ever had, 
everything he did was perfect” smacks of 
idealism and is devoid of any idea of the real 
meaning of dialectic materialism. Marx, 
Engels, Lenin, Stalin, Mao were great men, 
but men and as such subject to errors and 
weaknesses; as far as I am concerned that is 
what makes them that much greater, for 
what they accomplished they did in the 
struggle against their own weaknesses and 
despite them.

Marxism-Leninism and the proletariat 
are much better served when events and 
people are evaluated scientifically, without 
wearing idealistic glasses which blind us to 
errors in this or that person or in this or that 
event. How can practice teach us if we are 
not ready to question it? Do we not risk

making the same errors over and over again 
if we don’t examine our practice (by “our” I 
mean revolutionary Marxist-Leninist prac
tice), looking for the source of our errors, 
even examining the principles to see if we 
applied them correctly, understood them 
thoroughly, etc.? We might even be forced to 
question the validity of some of the princi
ples we put forward, if enough practice and 
experience piles up to warrant it

I hope that you will continue to publish 
articles on the practice of the international 
movement, on the communist international 
and on the questions raised on Mao and 
revisionism, in order thill we limy all learn 
from the past how to apply Marxism- 
Leninism to the concrete reality of today.

Yours very truly, 
\  sympathizer

Concerning
our article
on the PLO
in PROLETARIAN
UNITY,
no. 19

For someone who does not claim to be 
evaluating this period, Charles Gagnon is 
not shy about drawing hasty conclusions 
about the last 35 years of the international 
c o m m u n i s t  m o v e m e n t .  T h u s  in 
PROLETARIAN UNITY no. 19, p. 27, he 
mentions that the U.S.S.R. supported the 
creation of the Zionist state of Israel at the 
UN. Then, without any further proof, he 
infers that this contributed to the degenera
tion of the Communist Party of Palestine 
into a mouthpiece of Zionism. If we want to 
review history, let us do it seriously and 
state all the facts.

• In 1946, the Soviet press was still insisting 
on the links between Zionism and British 
imperialism. Together with the Arabs, they 
opposed the immigration of the survivors of 
Nazi camps to Palestine and the continua
tion of the British Mandate in that country.

• In 1947, the Russian delegation at the 
U.N. staunchly defended the thesis that 
British troops should immediately get out of 
Egypt and Sudan. They had supported all 
Arab demands since 1945.
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• At the U.N General Assembly on May 
14, 1947, the Soviet delegate said he was in 
favour of the partition of Palestine if the es
tablishment of an “ independent, mixed and 
democratic Jewish-Arab state” proved im
possible.

• Stalin’s U.S.S.R. criticized the Arab 
States that opposed this project in the name 
of Pan-Arab nationalism. However, the 
U.S.S.R.’s basic hostility towards Zionism 
did not abate.

• The U.S.S.R. was one of the first 
countries to recognize the new State of 
Israel in 1948. However, the pro-Western 
option taken up by the State of Israel and 
the basic anti-Zionism of the Soviet regime 
were insurmountable obstacles to the es
tablishment of close ties between these two 
governments. Relations between the two 
States began to deteriorate in 1950, and 
were broken off for the first time in 1953.

Well, these are the facts, now what do we 
make of them? Bourgeois authors say that 
the U.S.S.R.’s support for the creation of 
Israel was a “ spectacular reversal” , an 
about-face, but that Stalin had no scruples 
when it came time to sacrifice the most 
sacred principles of Marxist ideology for 
reasons of State. They explained his reversal 
by opportunist considerations such as the 
fact that most Zionist leaders came from 
the strong Jewish community that existed in 
the U.S.S.R., or from his hope that the 
Israeli State would be less influenced by the 
United States, etc.

And what do Marxist-Leninists think of 
this? No one has said it openly, but all have 
come to the conclusion that Stalin and the 
U.S.S.R. committed an enormous error, an 
error that they don't dare talk about openly 
but to which they can allude once in a while 
in a “ theoretical” article on Palestine.

If they think that Stalin made an error on 
this point, let them have the honesty to say 
so. Then they could try to show in what the 
U.S.S.R. made a mistake at that time, and 
what the roots and consequences of this 
error are. You can stick whatever label you 
want on me, but I believe, until someone 
proves the contrary, that the U.S.S.R.’s 
position on Palestine was correct, inter
nationalist and in conformity with the prin
ciple of the right of self-determination for 
nations. And unproven allusions by Charles 
Gagnon are not what will make me change 
my mind.

Several articles must have been written in 
the communist press at the time to justify 
this position of the socialist camp, and their 
authors were not all silly fools. Why don’t 
you publish and criticize them? The world 
did not start with IN STRUGGLE!, and 
many communists have considered the ques
tions that still concern us. Perhaps if you 
undertook this type of scientific procedure, 
you would then publish less superficial and 
irrelevant remarks than those in the article 
in PROLETARIAN UNITY on Palestine.

By the way, with regard to the causes of 
the degeneration of the communist parties 
in the Arab countries, one can be sure that 
the dissolution of the Comintern opened the 
door to the development of nationalism in 
these parties. Without claiming to be an ex
pert, I would simply like to point out that 
the Twentieth Congress of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union elaborated 
theories to justify the almost unconditional 
support for the Arabs by the U.S.S.R. and 
its satellites. This congress gave a privileged 
role to the national bourgeoisie in indepen
dent third-world countries. The criticisms of 
Pan-Arabism (the Arab answer to Zionism) 
were a thing of the past; Nasser the 
nationalist became “Comrade Nasser” . 
One heard Khrushchev and Ulbricht take 
turns pronouncing themselves totally in 
favour of “Arab Socialism” , liberator and 
emancipator of Islam’s people. While total
ly aligning himself with Nasser and the Baas 
national socialists and fanatical anti
communists, Khrushchev unashamedly 
abandoned all support for the communist 
parties. One can imagine the ideological 
confusion this must have provoked in Arab 
communist ranks.

One can also imagine that the uncon
ditional support given to Palestine 
nationalists by Marxist-Leninists of the 
world since that time has not helped the 
reconstruction of the Communist Party in 
Palestine, nor in Israel, nor in the other 
Arab countries.

A reader in Regina

Answer
The letter which we reproduce above is 

more interesting for the few facts it brings to 
I light on the positions o f  the U.S.S.R.

around the creation o f  Israel than for the 
criticism it makes o f Marxist-Leninists’ 
positions on... Stalin!

We thank the reader for taking the trou
ble to  g ive  us th is  in fo r m a tio n ;  
PRO LETARIAN  U N IT Y ’S readers, on 
the other hand, will be able to judge i f  this 
information is sufficient to put the conclu
sions drawn in our article on Palestine into 
question. We don’t think so.

First, the aim o f  the article was not to 
evaluate Stalin's work, nor to make an ar
ticulated judgement o f  the positions o f the 
U.S.S.R. on the creation o f Israel. What we 
wanted to do was to show that for several 
years, at least since the Second World War, 
nationalism has marked the actions o f the 
communist movement. Despite the virulent 
criticism he makes o f us, we believe that the 
reader from Regina shares our point o f view 
when we see the criticism he makes of 
Marxist-Leninists (all o f them, no doubt!) 
because they support "Palestinian  
nationalism" today, and that, still according 
to the reader, the U.S.S.R. supported all 
Arab grievances and demands from 1945 to 
1947. In short, the comrade's reasoning is 
not always easy to follow.

Second, we don’t understand at all how 
the reader can state, without flinching, that 
all Marxist-Leninists consider that Stalin 
made an "enormous error" when Israel was 
created. The enormous error in the present 
case is made by the reader from  Regina, 
who reduces the positions o f  the Marxist- 
Leninist movement to what he thinks are 
those o f IN  STRUGGLE!

* * *

Our Organization has never claimed to be 
the only interpreter o f Marxism-Leninism 
nor the spokesperson o f  world Marxist- 
Leninist forces. Moreover, we freely open 
our pages to our readers, communist or not, 
for we think it has been proven that they can 
contribute to the formulation o f  correct 
positions. IN  STRUGGLE! does not refuse 
debate nor polemics. But polemics should 
not be confused with an accumulation o f 
confused remarks, aggressively delivered. 
We therefore invite the reader from Regina 
to restate his arguments, for his first letter 
has not convinced us.

C.G.
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The imperialists
are preparing war
on the backs of the people

“An attempt by any outside force to gain control of the Persian Gulf 
region will be regarded as an assault on the vital interests of the United 
States. It will be repelled by use of any means necessary, including 
military force.” ( ’)

President Carter’s declaration just after Afghanistan was invaded by 
the Soviet imperialists is clear. The American bourgeoisie will stop at 
nothing to maintain world hegemony. The defeat in Vietnam, 
Watergate, that’s all in the past. The much vaunted defence of “human 
rights”, which had been combined with the defence of “America’s vital 
interests”, has been shown up for what it is: the preparation to invade 
Iran, the reactivation of the aggressive subversive role of the CIA and 
its coups d’etat, and the beginning of the re-establishment of conscrip
tion and obligatory military service in the U.S. The Western press hasn’t 
balked about suggesting that the third world war might be on the 
horizon.

An attempt by any
outside force to gain control 
of the Persian Gulf region 
...urtH be repelled by use of 
any means necessary, 
including military force.”

In the past, the Americans have 
landed their Marines in Santo 
Domingo and elsewhere. Russian 
tanks have paraded in Budapest and 
Czechoslovakia. The Americans 
have organized coups d’etat in Iran, 
Latin America and South Vietnam, 
while the Russians were doing the 
same thing in Ethiopia and Yemen. 
Today the s tree ts  of Kabul, 
Afghanistan, are full of Russian 
tanks, just like yesterday Saigon was 
being bombarded by American B- 
52’s. American aid has been a lock 
and key for several countries. Soviet 
assistance in Angola, Vietnam and 
elsewhere amounts to the same 
thing — a way for this growing 
imperialist power to spread its ten
tacles.

Today there is increasing talk that 
a third world war is on the horizon. 
But, in fact, wars between imperialist 
powers have never let up. Since the

end of World War II, contradictions 
between imperialist powers have 
been growing, threatening people of 
the world with war.

At the end of World War II, the 
imperialists perpetuated the idea 
that wars and crises could be 
avoided. It’s true that for a certain 
time, serious crises of capitalism 
were put off. Today that is no longer 
possible. The end is in sight to the 
practice of exporting the crisis to 
less developed countries, which are 
now demanding their own share of 
the market. The artifical growth in 
government expenses of the State 
apparatus and on war preparations 
have m ade in f la t io n  in to  a 
phenomenon which even the most 
knowledgeable economists realize 
they can’t kill. In the medium term, 
inflation means growing poverty for 
the masses. It means capitalists 
can’t sell what they produce and in
crease profits. The result: recession

in production, instability In currency 
which fluctuates for the smallest 
reason, the devaluation of the 
American dollar.

To get out of this situation, 
imperialists have always gone the 
same route: increasing rivalry to 
grab new markets. That’s why 
w e a p o n s  p ro d u c e d  by the 
imperialists since the last war could 
today find a use in a general war.

With the invasion of Afghanistan, 
the imperialists have gone beyond 
increasing military expenditures to 
stimulate production. Now, they’ve 
started open preparations for a no- 
holds-barred war. This is clear from 
the new Soviet offensive and the 
Carter doctrine.

1. New York Times, Jan. 1, 1980
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The Soviet strategy

The U.S.S.R. has a major advan
tage over its American rivals. It 
doesn’t have a history of being allied 
with the very reactionary bourgeois 
and feudal classes around the world. 
This means the U.S.S.R. hasn’t 
found  its e lf  as a ta rg e t of 
revolutionary struggles. So it means 
the Russians can forge alliances with 
national liberation movements, 
providing them with diplomatic sup
port in international organizations 
and military hardware. This support 
rapidly becomes blackmail, leading 
to corrupting the revolutionary 
movement from within and slowly 
but surely deflecting it away from its 
initial aims.

Look at what happened when the 
U.S.S.R. formed an alliance with 
Angola’s MPLA, the Movement for 
the Popular Liberation of Angola, 
which was fighting Portuguese 
colonialism. When the country was 
freed, the MPLA found itself for all 
practical purposes bound hand and

foot to Moscow. Today, the Angolan 
economy is entirely dependent on 
the U.S.S.R., and the Angolan 
leadership stays in power with the 
help of 15,000 Soviet troops. 
Ethiopia is a variation on the same 
basic theme: a clique of careerist 
military officers were quick to seize 
the chance to co-opt the popular 
revolt aimed at the corrupt regime of 
Emperor Haile Selassie.

In Vietnam, as well, the involve
ment of the U.S.S.R. in the victory of 
the Vietnamese people has to be 
paid for today: the Soviets are get
ting all sorts of economic and 
military concessions. (* 1)

In Nicaragua, Soviet and Cuban 
“aid” has been in high profile since 
the victory of the Sandinistas. In 
Southern Africa and Palestine, the 
Russian revisionists are up to their 
same tricks: making sure liberation 
movements become bridgeheads 
for their expansionist policies.

But this policy of the Soviet 
bourgeoisie, hidden behind “aid” , 
has been successful in supplanting 
the  p re v io u s ly  e n tre n c h e d  
imperialist powers. It’s also been 
successful in directly subjugating 
the revisionist countries of the War
saw Pact. With the invasion of 
Afghanistan, it’s gone one step 
further. No longer is it a case of in
f i lt ra t io n  and c o -o p tio n  of a 
resistance movement. Rather it’s a 
question of squarely preventing the 
overthrow of a regime threatened by 
guerillas who had already taken con
trol of some of the country outside of 
the capital of Kabul. So the tanks 
and the 100,000 soldiers are in fact 
an occupation force leading up to 
an annexation of Afghanistan to the 
Russian empire. The Moscow move 
was made all the easier by the fact 
that American attention was com
pletely focused on preparing to in
tervene militarily in Iran.

(*) For more on this see Vietnam: the dangerous 
path of collaboration with Soviet imperialism, In 
PROLETARIAN UNITY, vol. 4, no. 1, December 
1979-January 1980, p. 12

The American response: 
“The Carter doctrine”

The American response was im
mediate. Carter declared that the 
U.S. A. must stay “the strongest of all

nations”. (2) Just as the Afghanistan 
invasion is an important milestone in 
Russian policy, the Carter doctrine

plays the same ro le  fo r the 
Americans. Jimmy Carter unveiled 
the thrust of this policy on January 
23, during his State of the Union ad
dress:

2. Ibid.

Soviet tanks outside Kabul, the capital city of Afghanistan.
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"Three basic developments have 
helped to shape our challenges:

— The steady growth and increased 
projection of Soviet military power 
beyond its own borders;

— The overwhelming dependence of 
the industrial democracies on oil, 
supplies from the Middle East; and

— The press of social, religious, 
economic and political change in 
many nations of the developing 
world, exemplified by the revolution 
in Iran. ” (3)

Of these three factors, the con

tinual growth of Soviet expansion is 
viewed as the central danger to 
American hegemony. That’s why 
Carter’s response is in line with the 
three following priorities:

1) resisting all attempts to threaten 
or takeover the Middle East, through 
military force if necessary, and re
establishing American “stability” in 
that region.

2) rallying the NATO alliance and 
other Western countries more close
ly around the American offensive;

3) making the American people ac
cept war preparations.

The Middle East: a strategic area

The U.S.S.R., of course, hasn’t yet 
touched as much as a drop of the oil 
d e s t in e d  fo r  th e  W e s te rn  
imperialists. But for imperialists, it’s 
not only important to have natural 
resources. It’s also important to 
threaten the resources of rivals. And 
at a time when the crisis is in
creasingly pushing the imperialists 
towards war, oil has become a 
strategic commodity. It affects the 
very ability to engage in imperialist 
war. That’s why Washington jumped, 
even though Afghanistan has no oil:

"The region now threatened by 
Soviet troops in Afghanistan is of 
great strategic importance. It con
tains more than two-thirds of the 
world’s exportable oil. The Soviet 
effort to dominate Afghanistan has 
brought Soviet military forces to 
within 300 miles of the Indian 
Ocean and close to the Strait of 
Hormuz — a waterway through 
which much of the free world’s oil 
must flow. The Soviet Union is now 
attem pting  to conso lidate  a 
strategic position that poses a 
grave threat to the free movement 
of Middle East oil.” (*)

Carter adds:

"Let our position be absolutely 
clear: An attempt by any outside 
force to gain control of the Persian 
Gulf region will be regarded as an 
assault on the vital interests of the 
United States. It will be repelled by 
use of any means necessary, in
cluding military force. ” (5)

In asking Congress to approve a 
"strong budget for military defence, 
without any reduction”, Carter also 
spoke of the “capability to deploy 
U.S. military forces rapidly to distant 
areas.” (6) That means the Pentagon 
wants to be able to occupy any 
country, no matter how remote. To 
match the Soviet offensive, the 
Americans plan to increase and ex
pand their bases in the Persian Gulf 
and North Africa.

C a llin g  on o th e r w este rn  
imperialist powers to get involved in 
the new American offensive, Carter 
has the following definition of his 
political aims in the Middle East and 
in Asia:

“...to persuade Iranian leaders that 
the real danger to their nation lies 
to the north from Soviet troops in 
Afghanistan, and that the un
warranted Iranian quarrel with us

In other words, the Americans in
tend to reply to the Soviet offensive 
blow for blow, with an open and 
systematic preparation for war.

To understand this military es
calation on both sides, it is essential 
to see that the Soviet move into 
Afghanistan poses sharply a vital 
strategic issue for both imperialist 
camps. It is the question of who is to 
control the oil-rich area of the Mid
dle East; more precisely, It Is the is
sue of the Soviet threat to existing 
American control in these areas.

3. Ibid.

hampers their response to this 
greater danger." (')

"We are now engaged in further 
negotia tions to provide fu ll 
autonomy for the people of the 
West Bank and Gaza, and to 
preserve the peace and security of 
Israel. ’’ (4 5 6 7 8)

“I am also working, along with 
other nations, to provide ad
ditional military and economic aid 
for Pakistan.” (9)

In other words, Carter Is prepar
ing the ground so he can intervene 
directly in the Middle East and 
strengthen U.S. alliances with the ex
isting regimes.

The U.S. is up against a Soviet 
Union which has an active military 
presence in Afghanistan and which 
has been developing a network of in
fluence in the region. North Yemen 
used to be fiercely pro-American. 
Now it has accepted arms shipments 
from the Russians. Ethiopia is 
benefiting from the “aid” of 4,000 
Soviet military and civil personnel,
2,000 experts from the German

4. Ibid.

5. Ibid.
6. Ibid.

7. Ibid.

8. Ibid.

9. Ibid.
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Democratic Republic (East Ger
many) and 13,000 Cuban military 
advisors. In 1979, the U.S.S.R. 
signed a “ friendship pact” with 
South Yemen, which went into
COMECON as an observer. Aden, 
the nerve centre of the exit from the 
Red Sea, along with Djibouti, now

harbours a half-dozen units of the 
Soviet fleet and a squadron of MiG’s 
on a permanent basis.

As well, the U.S.S.R. has a 
presence in several national move
ments in the region. In January 1980, 
the Palestine Liberation Organiza

tion (PLO), Libya, Syria and South 
Yemen, all of which receive Soviet 
aid, issued a statement which in 
veiled terms supported the invasion 
of Afghanistan. A few weeks later, 
m ost of them  c o n tra d ic te d  
th e m s e lv e s  at th e  Is la m ic  
Conference in Islamabad, Pakistan.

Reverberations from the Iranian revolution

The S o v ie t in v a s io n  o f 
Afghanistan wasn’t the only thing to 
d is tu rb  tra d it io n a l Am erican 
alliances in the Middle East. The Ira
nian revolution has sent shock 
waves through the region. For exam
ple, Saudi Arabia recently decided 
not to accept American military 
bases even though it had con
demned the Soviet invasion of 
Afghanistan.

When the Shah was in power, 
American imperialism had three 
pillars supporting it in the area. First, 
the colonial and expansionist state 
of Israel, a creation of imperialism 
ready to support the extreme-right 
wherever it needs help: in Lebanon,

South Africa, Rhodesia, Haile Selas
sie’s Ethiopia, Angola and Mozambi
que (when they were controlled by 
Portuguese colonialists). Second, 
there was the region’s policeman, 
Iran, now stripped of ail its ancient 
Persian splendour, not to mention its 
arms and oil. Third, there was Saudi 
Arabia, a monarchy, a symbol of 
Arab feudalism and the main reser
voir for Western supplies of oil.

In this three-headed alliance, the 
Shah played a central role. The Shah 
shied away from defining Iran as an 
Arab nation, so he got away with 
recognizing Israel, and making cozy 
alliances between the Israeli secret 
service and SAVAK — with the CIA

sometimes along for the ride. Out of 
this deal, Isreal got the oil it needed 
to fuel the tanks and planes that 
bomb Palestinian refugee camps. 
On the other hand, Iran, a Moslem 
monarchy, could keep the regions’ 
Arab kings and sultans in line by 
helping them crush the domestic 
popular revolts against national op
pression and feudalism. The Shah, 
for example, took charge of putting 
down the Kurds and the Omanis.

The Shah was a lynchpin between 
Israeli terrorism and Arab feudalism. 
For him, it was an easy role to play, 
since he was an expert in both 
terrorism and feudalism.

So American imperialism was left 
with the job of getting Israeli 
colonialism together with Arab reac
tionaries to snuff out the Palestinian
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armed struggle, feared and hated by 
both Israeli and Arab reactionaries. 
That’s why Sadat agreed to the 
Camp David Accords, a very nice 
plan which overlooked only one 
thing: the revolt and courage of the 
masses, both in Palestine and in the 
heart of imperial Iran itself.

So in that sense, the Iranian 
revolution threw a major wrench into 
American plans.

In Saudi Arabia, there are 300,000 
Shi’ite Moslems supplying 35% of 
the manpower for the important oil 
corporation, Aramco. There are
75.000 Palestinians in Saudi Arabia. 
On November 27, 1979, the country 
witnessed major demonstrations in 
solidarity with Iran and versus the 
United States. The authorities sent
20 .0 0 0  tro o p s  to m ee t the  
protesters, and there were reports 
that five people died. The spec
tacular takeover of the Great Mos
que in Mecca was only the tip of the 
iceberg in terms of the social up
heaval and agitation rife in Saudi 
Arabia. In the wake of the Iranian 
revolution, the various struggles 
against Israeli colonialism, American 
im p e r ia lis m  and th e  A rab  
monarchies are coming together. It’s 
like a contagious disease, which

could spread to places like Kuwait, 
where Shi’ites make up one third of 
the population, and in Bahrain, 
where they make up 60% of the peo
ple while the ruling family is from the 
Sunnite sect.

So the oil monarchs are triply hit 
by the downfall of the Shah. First, 
because the Shah’s army was the 
nightstick against mass revolt and 
external threats. Second, because 
the fallout from the Iranian revolt 
was a direct threat to their reactionary 
rules. Finally, given the defeat of the 
Shah, a supposedly solid regime, 
the Americans could decide to in
tervene directly over their heads to 
ensure the security of Western oil 
supplies. Up to now the U.S. has 
always relied on intermediaries to do 
its dirty work.

That is why Saudi Arabia is not too 
happy with the Carter Doctrine. First, 
that country’s monarch holds the 
U.S. responsible for the Shah’s 
dow nfall and the consequent 
weakening of all monarchies. As 
well, with a mobile American force of
100,000 ready to intervene anywhere 
in the world and with the Americans 
looking around for new places to 
station their bases in the region, 
Saudi Arabia is afraid of losing its

role as the area’s cop. The Arab 
regimes realize that their oil wells 
could well be occupied directly by 
American marines. And, what is 
more, with the American decision to 
freeze Iranian assets in the U.S., a 
move qualified as a dangerous 
precedent by the oil minister of the 
Arab Emirates, the oil kings fear 
their petro-dollars could disappear 
like a mirage in the dosort.

Hence the whim pers of in 
dependence on the part of Arab 
monarchs. With the Shah gone, 
Saudi Arabia and Egypt are rivals for 
taking over the pivotal spot in the 
Gulf coalition. Last April, Saudi 
A rab ia  called for com pulsory 
military service. A military base is 
being built for $8.5 billion dollars, 
and it plans to supply $100 million 
for arms in Oman. All those petro- 
arms are, of course, ultimately part 
of the weapons arsenal of American 
imperialism. Certainly, thore are 
signs of growing independent
mindedness in some countries and 
the alliances with them havo become 
somewhat unstable. However, the 
United States has a hammer lock on 
most countries in the region. Most 
are thoroughly bound to their 
master.

Given the crisis conditions prevailing today, oil has become a major Issue for all the Imperialists. And oil Is why the 
Middle East Is of such strategic Importance In time of war.
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The ripples from Camp David

Finally, to fill in the rest of the pic
ture, keep in mind that Carter intends 
to “ resolve all aspects of the Palesti
nian question” . Because it is obvious 
that the Camp David conspiracy and 
the peace agreement between Israel 
and Egypt appear to have failed to 
rally the Arab regimes despite 
Sadat’s willingness to replace the 
Shah as regional policeman.

Israel is more and more isolated 
in the world. It is on the verge of 
bankruptcy, with an inflation rate of 
115% in 1979 and 60% of its budget

devoted to defence and debt pay
ment. In addition, its balance of pay
ments deficit in 1979 was $15 billion.

Israeli colonialism is American 
imperialism’s main base of support 
in the area. But it’s becoming expen
sive. Jewish settlements in Palesti
nian territory have strengthened 
Palestinian unity around the PLO. 
Israeli support for the Christian 
extrem e-right in Lebanon has 
pushed many Lebanese into a prac
tical alliance with the Palestinians. 
The Israeli occupation of land in

Jordan and Syria has thrust these 
countries towards the U.S.S.R. and 
Europe. Israel’s alliance with the 
racists in South Africa and Rhodesia 
has brought on revolt in Africa 
against the U.S. and the Zionists. 
The occupation of Jerusalem by the 
Zionists has been a direct provoca
tion to Saudi Arabia. The American 
monopolies are not benefiting very 
much from all this. Some of them are 
beginning to wonder whether Israeli 
colonialism isn’t an obstacle for the 
neo-colonial policy of creating finan
cial dependence, which has served 
them well to date. That’s why several 
European countries have made 
overtures to the PLO. All this has led 
to division within the American 
bourgeoisie, and Carter knows this 
very well. The White House wants to 
cut down Israeli expansionism while 
keeping the peace and security of 
Israel intact, because Israel is the 
American blockhouse in the area. At 
the same time, Washington would be 
ready to recognize an autonomous 
Palestinian territory in exchange for 
PLO recognition of Israel. The U.S. 
would then offer aid to the new 
Palestinian State, which would be 
under the wing of the Israeli army. 
That way, the Americans could 
counter the risk of increased Soviet 
presence in the Middle East. But the 
drama is still being acted out, and 
the A m ericans a re n ’t ta k in g  
chances. They're preparing things 
so they can intervene directly if need 
be, if the Middle Eastern allies 
become a little too stubborn or start 
cozying up to the Russians. To 
prepare this, the U.S. has had to 
strengthen the unity of NATO and its 
bloc of Western countries.

European imperialism 
and the Carter Doctrine

The West has to “act in harmony 
but not in unison” . That’s what the 
British Foreign Secretary Lord 
Carrington said, capturing in that 
phrase the dominant feeling among

the Allies of the U.S. But there are 
important variations on the theme 
when it comes to different Western 
governments. For the Americans, 
the key focus in countering the Rus

sian threat is building up NATO, the 
aggressive m ilita ry  pact with 
its Western allies.

To do that, the U.S. must make its 
role of leader of the Western world 
firm and absolutely incontestable. 
Like bandits eager to get in on the

10. Le monde, Feb. 5, 1980
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Chinese Minister for Foreign Affairs Huang Hua visits Afghan refugees, in a 
show of all-out support for the U.S. war preparations.

loot, all the Western powers are 
rushing to back the U.S. and NATO.

Despite the words of Lord 
Carrington, his country is more or 
less singing along with the U.S. The 
Thatcher government, just like the 
Clark government in Canada before 
it lost the last election, has chosen to 
follow the U.S.A.’s line to a tee 
France and Germany have in fact 
been the loudest in saying they want 
"Europe to have its say on the global 
strategy of the Western world”, (* 11) 
d ix it Gensher, Foreign Affairs 
minister of the Federal Republic of 
Germany (West Germany).

Does this imply that these two 
countries are less imperialist, less 
aggressive and less reactionary than 
the United States? Not in the least.

Indeed, the common declaration 
signed by France and Germany, at 
the beginning of February, along 
with their clear condemnation of the 
U.S.S.R.’s invasion of Afghanistan, 
amount to firmly supporting NATO. 
But by declaring that "detente could 
not resist another shock of this 
type", (12) the declaration also points 
up the fact that France and Germany 
are giving themselves another 
chance be fo re  severing  the 
economic links that have enabled 
them to export capital and com
modities to revisionist countries. 
This fact is important since the 
penetra tion of East European 
markets helped minimize the effects 
of the crisis for Germany and France 
whereas other countries, like the 
U.S.A., were not in this situation. 
France and Germany are thus trying 
to protect this comparative advan
tage while taking an active part in 
preparing the Western bloc for war. 
There you have the true meaning of 
Europe’s "independence” . We must, 
however, note the fact that all the 
European imperialists do not defend 
this policy to the same extent. The 
fact that the European Parliament 
voted in favour of boycotting the 
Moscow Olympics with the U.S.A. is 
a sign of these differences.

Even in West Germany, the point 
of view defended by the social-

democratic government is not un
animously supported. For instance, 
the candidate of the Christian- 
democrat opposition in Parliament, 
Strauss, is campaigning to solidify 
the agreement with Washington. It 
should also be noted that West Ger
many, like Japan, has been under 
the U.S.A.’s trusteeship since its 
defeat in the Second World War. 
Consequently, not only does 
American imperialism have military 
bases on German territory — as it 
does in Canada, as a matter of fact 
— but it has also stocked nuclear 
weapons there and plants to install 
Pershing-2 missiles for 1983. These 
missiles will, of course, be aimed at 
the U.S.S.R.

As Gensher indicated, "Europe’s 
security cannot be guaranteed 
without the help of the United States. 
This fact is something we should all 
be conscious of”. (13) While stressing 
that West Germany would back the 
U.S.A. if they decided to boycott the 
Moscow Olympic Games, Gensher 
added:

" I f  G erm any depends on 
American solidarity for a free 
Berlin, then the Germans cannot 
refuse to support the Americans.”
n

Apart from this rather timid last 
pitch to give “detente” one last 
chance, the communique signed by 
France and Germany contains

another gloss on the Carter doctrine. 
It reads that “the countries truly 
committed to non-alignment... have 
a definite role to play for peace and 
world stability” and that "the Euro
pean powers have p a rticu la r  
responsibilities in unison with their 
allies” to guarantee "the fundamen
tal balances.” ('*)

These “ responsibilities" boil down 
to maintaining and broadening their 
own dependence chain in Asia, 
Africa and Latin America.

An Elysbe communique produced 
after France’s intervention in Gafsa 
(*) stated:

“France remains deeply commit
ted to the political stability of the 
M e d ite rra n e a n , to the in 
dependence and stability of states, 
especially Tunisia.” (1I)
In other words, France, the old 

colonial power, is keeping a close 
eye on North Africa and on French

(*) It seems that a guerilla attack was stated In cir
cumstances that remain unclear against this 
Tunlslan city. Libya was accused of taking part 
In the attack and France provided logistical 
support for the Tunisian army.

11. Ibid.

12. Le Monde, Feb. 6, 1980

13. Le Monde, Feb. 5, 1980

14. Ibid.

15. Le Monde, Feb. 6, 1980

16. Le Monde, Feb. 3 and 4, 1980
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speaking Africa generally. It wants to 
keep the neo-colonial, ultra reac
tionary and repressive regimes like 
Tunisia and Morocco in power. 
France has even gone so far as to 
copy the Soviet caper in Kabul by 
ousting puppets that aren’t useful to 
them anymore. That’s what hap
pened in the Central A frican 
Republic. This is what France has in 
mind when it speaks of “ non- 
alignment” ; the possibility of all 
“secondary” imperialists maintain
ing their own zones of hegemony 
while playing an active role in 
preparing war against the Russian 
empire alongside the U.S.A.

Japan ’s p o s ition  cou ld  be 
analysed in about the same way, for 
this country is caught between its 
economic interests in Iran and the

U.S.S.R., and its political and 
military dependence on the U.S.A. 
Twelve per cent of Japan’s oil comes 
from Iran and Japan is presently 
participating in the construction of a 
gigantic petro-chemical complex in 
Iran that is evaluated at $3.3 billion. 
The situation is about the same with 
their Soviet neighbour that provides 
natural resources for Japan and is 
on the look out for capital to develop 
them. Though Habib, an advisor to 
the U.S. Secretary of State, main
tains that “ fundamentally, the 
Japanese government seeks to 
prove its solidarity with the other in
dustrialized countries to the utmost” 
(17), it is evident that Japan will not 
translate its solidarity into actions as 
long as the U.S.A. has not given it 
solid economic guarantees.

The people are the ones 
who pay for this policy

The third and last aspect of the 
Carter doctrine is the mobilization of 
the people for war. "To be strong 
abroad, we must remain strong at 
home." (1B) This is the creed of all 
imperialist bourgeoisies. Carter in
tends to apply it in full, backing up 
his attacks on the masses with a for
midable chauvinist campaign.

"In response to the abhorrent act 
in Iran, our nation has been 
aroused and unified as never 
before in peacetime efforts and 
sacrifice." ( ,9)

Carter is taking advantage of this 
“unification” of the nation to urge the 
people to further “ efforts and 
sacrifice”. (20) He has proposed an 
energy programme that, like the 
C lark budget in Canada, w ill 
probably mean a substantial reduc
tion in the workers’ purchasing 
power. At the same time, he has 
promised to reduce the deficit in the 
budget. Given that the military is get
ting more money for its budget, this 
inevitably means cutbacks in social 
services. Carter also evoked a 
“ h istoric national accord with 
organized labour to restrain pay in

creases in a fair fight against infla
tion”. (21)

Carter has attacked one of the 
great victories of the movement 
against the war in Vietnam, which 
had succeeded in abolishing the 
draft. He has demanded that “we 
begin registration so that we will be 
able to meet future mobilization 
needs rapidly if they arise”. (22 15 16) He 
also wants to reverse the measures 
taken to ensure some control over 
the CIA after the Watergate scandal. 
He is planning the full-scale resump
tion of the CIA’s subversive cam
paigns:

“We need to remove unwarranted 
restraints on our ability to collect 
intelligence.... An effective in 
telligence capability is vital to our 
nation’s security.” (23)
The current presidential election 

campaign in the United States il
lustrates clearly that the U.S. 
bourgeoisie wants more than ever to 
persuade the American people to 
accept its policy of war and crisis 
measures.

The U.S. bourgeoisie wants 
nothing to do with Kennedy’s timid 
reforms. It has made this quite clear
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It is thus easier to understand why 
Carter has put such emphasis on the 
“ reconciliation” with Iran. He hopes 
to get the nationalist bourgeois that 
are presently governing the country 
back into the lap of American 
imperialism. This also explains the 
importance Carter has given to 
China. The links between China and 
the U.S.A. are presented as the 
guarantee of “peace and stability in 
Asia and the Western Pacific” . 
Japanese imperialism in particular 
has staked a lot on the opening up of 
the Chinese market, especially its oil 
resources, to pull itself out of the 
tight position it is in.

17. Le Monde, Jan. 20 and 21, 1980

by opting openly for Carter and his 
Republican rival, Ronald Reagan, a 
well-known reactionary.

It is thus obvious that American 
workers are the ones who are going 
to shoulder the burden of the U.S. 
bourgeoisie’s policy of war. And in 
Canada, it is Canadian workers who 
will pay the price of the same policy 
practised by Canadian capitalists. 
For even though they do not neces
sarily agree on how to divide up the 
loot within the country, they quickly 
find themselves very much in agree
ment when it comes to joining 
Washington in its anti-Iranian 
crusade and building up the Cana
dian army and NATO.

18. New York Times, Jan. 24, 1980
19. Ibid.
20. Ibid.
21. Ibid.
22. Ibid.
23. Ibid.

Ronald Reagan



A policy that leads
to an even more serious crisis

In terms of the economy, this new 
upsurge in U.S. militarism is an at
tempt on the part of the U.S. 
bourgeoisie to solve the economic 
crisis and consolidate its profits with 
more military spending. On the eve 
of a recession and at a time when the 
U.S. dollar continues its downward 
spiral, the military has had its budget 
substantially boosted. For the first 
time since 1969, the increase in the 
military budget is greater than the 
increase in the gross national 
product. There is a good chance this 
measure will stimulate temporary 
economic recovery in the United 
States and its allies caught up in the 
same trend. At the same time, the 
“ oil c ris is ” , which has already 
resulted in considerably higher 
profits for U.S. oil companies, will 
probably be used to further con
solidate profits. But the billions of 
dollars poured into unproductive 
spending during the Vietnam war 
was one of the major causes of the 
inflationary crisis that has plagued 
the economy ever since. So in the

longer run, the inevitable result of 
the new programme of military 
spending combined with the artificial 
boosting of energy prices will be to 
bring about the conditions of an 
even more disastrous collapse of the 
economy and even worse inflation. 
Unless, of course, the war and the 
wide-scale destruction of the means 
of production that war would mean 
allow the victors to enter a new 
period of “ paradise for profits” ...

For this is the law of imperialism. 
War is only the political and military 
extension of the economic war 
between the big monopoly groups 
whose political representatives are 
the great-power States. Just as the 
big monopolies grow stronger 
through the failure and bankruptcy 
of their competitors, so the big

It should be clear that Western 
imperialism, headed up by the

imperialist powers are strengthened 
through the defeat of weaker 
imperialist powers. In both cases, 
these battles between bandits are 
waged at the expense of the working 
class and people. Fifty million 
deaths in World War II wero the price 
paid so that the U.S. Imperialists 
could profit from the weakened 
position of European and Japanese 
imperialists.

Now, once again, the world has 
become too “small” and the masses 
of the people too poor for the 
capitalist industrial machine to con
tinue to operate at the same rhythm 
and with the same rate of profit.

This is why war for the control of 
new countries, new markets and 
new natural resources is the only 
possible solution to the crisis for 
U.S. and Russian imperialists and 
their allies, all of them up to their 
ears in debt and armed to the teeth.

United States, intends to retaliate 
against Soviet imperialism’s offen

Should the proletariat choose either camp?
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sive by stepping up its preparations 
for war. To do so, the United States 
plans to conso lidate a broad 
network of reactionary alliances 
whose purpose is to keep a tight rein 
on the peoples of the world. For 
there is no doubt that the working 
class of the imperialist countries and 
the oppressed peoples in general 
are the ones who are going to bear 
the burden of imperialism’s new 
militarist policy.

This new situation has provided 
all the opportunists and phoney 
socialists with a suitable occasion to 
endorse either the invasion of 
Afghanistan or the new strategy of 
Western imperialism. And it must be 
admitted that the latter camp is 
much more numerous. For instance, 
the official representative of Chinese 
revisionism in Canada, the Workers 
Communist Party (WCP), launched 
its  e le c t io n  c a m p a ig n  by 
reproaching Joe Clark and the 
Progressive Conservatives with hav
ing been "soft on Soviet aggres
sion’’. (24) This, from the “only party 
that defends a foreign policy in
dependent of the U.S. and Soviet 
superpower”. (25) Has the WCP 
forgotten that its own programme 
calls for Canada’s withdrawal from 
NATO and NORAD?

But the WCP has simply done that 
bourgeois nationalists usually do. 
With an election on the horizon, they 
proclaim loud and clear its country’s 
independence; but the day after, 
they are the first to argue that we 
have to defend the interests of Cana
dian imperialists in alliance with U.S. 
imperialism. The WCP has not 
broken any new ground in doing 
this. Prime Minister Mackenzie King 
did the same in the aftermath of the 
1940 election, when he ignored his 
election promises and proceeded to 
introduce conscription. Ed Broad- 
bent acted in a similar way in the re
cent election campaign, when he 
promised the capitalists of Canada 
that he would modify the NDP’s 
programme to eliminate the demand 
in it for Canada’s withdrawal from 
NATO. According to Broadbent, this 
is an “outdated” demand that no 
longer corresponds to the reality of 
the situation today. But of course, 
this does not prevent him from 
fighting U.S. monopolies.

If the proletariat follows this path, 
it inevitably condemns itself to serv
ing sooner or later as cannon fodder 
for the imperialist war machine. It 
also condemns itself to accepting 
the crisis measures that invariably 
accompany a policy of war.

It is t ru e  th a t C a n a d ia n  
imperialists have not yet begun work 
to conscript the people, as is the 
case in the United States. But do we 
have to wait until they start doing so 
to react? Definitely not. The Cana
dian bourgeoisie has already begun 
to increase military budgets. It has 
already undertaken a vast campaign 
of support for the U.S. war effort. It is 
no coincidence that Trudeau took 
the time on election night to remind 
the Canadian people that our 
ne ighbo u r to the south was 
“Canada’s best friend” . It is time for 
the proletariat to stand up and make 
its voice heard in opposition to this 
policy.

The imperialists want to prepare 
the people for war. Their message is 
clear. We must prepare to say no. 
We must say no to higher military 
budgets, no to any suggestion of 
cutbacks in any field, no to the 
chauvinist campaign for the defence 
of the “ free world” .

We are not being alarmist. But it is 
vital to understand where the in
terests of the proletariat lie in all this. 
And their interests lie with the peo
ples of the world, not with the 
imperialists.

24. The Forge, Vol. 5, no. 3, p. 3
25. The Forge, Vol. 5, no. 4, p. 2
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Demonstration against Bill 63 in 1969.

The PQ government is gearing up for the question 
that it will put to the Quebec people in a few months. 
After years of waiting, we finally know what the ques
tion will be. It will ask Quebecers to give the govern
ment a mandate to negotiate a sovereignty which is 
dependent on how far the federal government is will
ing to go in agreeing to an economic association with 
Quebec. And as if that was not enough, the PQ was 
careful to add that, in any event, the answer to the 
question could not be used to change Quebec’s 
political status. The people will only be able to vote on 
a substantive proposal after one has been agreed 
upon by the bourgeoisies of Quebec and English 
Canada after years of negotiation.

Many people are angry at the wording of the ques
tion and the wheeling and dealing that went on before 
it was decided upon. Federalists and even long-time 
separatists like Pierre Bourgault and Pierre Vallld- 
res (*) have come out strongly against the gross 
political opportunism behind this manoeuvre. Quebec 
has never once had an opportunity to decide on Its 
political future — on whether or not It wishes to be part 
of Canada — In the one hundred and thirteen years 
since Confederation. Now that the PQ is In power, It 
too has opted to put off this choice until some later 
date.

The referendum question is, for many, the prover
bial straw that breaks the camel’s back. The actual 
question that has now been unveiled is, however, 
simply the logical conclusion of the way the PQ has 
evolved since its founding in 1968. Its subsequent

evolution has dashed the hopes that it once raised in 
the population.

The progressive activists, students, women and 
workers who took to the streets throughout Quebec In 
the late ’60s to demonstrate their anger at national op
pression are justified in feeling greatly let down. The 
PQ’s game has become unmistakably clear. It wants to 
use the vast movement against national oppression to 
further the interests of the Quebec francophone 
bourgeoisie. The Quebec people today see what it 
means for interests to be served as the national rights 
that they fought for are treated as just so many 
bargaining points.

The results of the past 20 years of struggle against 
national oppression in Quebec may look pretty grim to 
a lot of people. It is extremely important, however, to 
understand why the mass struggle against national 
oppression has become a simple electoral bargaining 
point. We must draw the lessons from this and ensure 
that history does not repeat itself.

That is the basic aim of this article. We will go back 
over the main events of the Quebec national move
ment in the sixties and look at the factors that allowed 
the PQ to become the undisputed leader of the 
struggle against national oppression in Quebec.

The PQ’s option began, as it so willingly admits, in 
the early sixties with what has become to known as the 
Quiet Revolution.
(*) Bourgault and Vallldres have been major figures In the Quebec national 

movement. Bourgault was the leader of the Ralliement pour 
I’lndependence nationals (one of the first separatist parties) In the '60s 
and later joined the PQ. Valllgres belonged to the FLQ and later joined the 
PQ.

18 P R O L E T A R IA N  UNI TY

“Masters in our own house”

The Quiet Revolution refers to that 
period in Quebec history when the 
Duplessis Union Nationale regime 
was replaced by Jean Lesage’s 
Liberals and the “ powerful team” 
(“6quipe du tonnerre” ).

The changes wrought by the Quiet 
Revolution have their origins in 
Canada’s economic development 
following the Second World War. 
Canadian capitalism escaped un
scathed from the war. It even 
provided “ aid” to help Europe 
rebuild. Canada went through a 
period of rapid growth. This was the 
age of the St. Lawrence Seaway, the 
opening of mines in Shefferville, 
Gagnon and elsewhere in the 
Quebec northeast, the development 
of asbestos mining, etc. At the same 
time, there was a massive influx of 
U.S. capital into Canada. From 1950 
to 1960, U.S. investment in Canada 
increased by 250%. The class struc
ture in Quebec was modified sub
stantially by these changes. The 
rural regions were gradually emp
tied as people moved to the cities. 
Agriculture lost its traditional domi
nant place to industry, mining and 
especially to the service sector. The 
Duplessis regime, whose traditional 
support had come mainly from the 
farmers, was gradually weakened as 
its clientele disappeared. This 
period of economic development 
raised new hopes amongst Quebec 
capitalists. At the same time, new 
strata of the proletariat and the petty 
bourgeoisie appeared which were 
the main forces involved in bringing 
about the significant changes that 
took place in the sixties.

The early sixties not only saw a 
change in the party in power. During 
this period the bourgeois State also 
carried through the adaptation to the 
new needs of an expand ing  
capitalism which had been begun as 
soon as the war was over. This was 
especially true for the provincial 
level of the State in Quebec. The 
Quebec State apparatus went 
through a tremendous period of 
modernization, particularly in the 
education, social affairs, economic 
and financial sectors.

The Lesage government’s reform 
in the economic sphere had the 
most long-term effects. In 1961, the 
Economic Council of Quebec was 
given the mandate of defining a plan 
for economic development. The plan 
it developed was reflected in the 
main economic reforms undertaken 
by the Liberal government between 
1961 and 1966.

The centrepiece of the plan was 
the nationalization of the electric 
utilities in 1962. The main architect 
was Rene Levesque.

The nationalization of electricity 
gave the State control of a powerful 
lever of economic development. 
Hydro-Quebec is now the biggest 
State-owned monopoly in the 
country.

At the same time, the nationaliza
tion of electricity made an enormous 
amount of capital available for more 
profitable sectors. Francophones in

the Quebec bourgeoisie were the 
beneficiaries of about one third of 
the spending by Hydro-Quebec in 
1964.(*) The huge Power Corpora
tion holding company acquired 
enough cash from these transac
tions to diversify its operations con
siderably.

The Quebec government created 
the Caisse de depots et de place
ments (an investment corporation) 
in 1965 to administer the funds 
collected by the pension and crap 
insurance fund. By the summer of 
1969, one million dollar per working 
day was flowing into the Caisse.

These transformations, as well as 
the ones taking place in social ser-

(*) According to data in Carol Jobin’s book, Les en-
jeux economiques de la nationalisation de 
I ’electricite, Ed. Albert Saint Martin, Montreal, 

1978, p. 114.

In 1960, Rene Levesque spoke to the convention of the Quebec Federation of 
Labour, seeking workers’ support for the Quiet Revolution.
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vices and education, increased sub
stantially the number of people 
working for the State. There was 
simultaneously a growth in numbers 
and a proletarianization of the jobs 
in the civil service.

This short recap of the main 
achievements of the Quiet Revolu
tion shows one thing clearly: the 
Quebec bourgeoisie started the six
ties in a highly ambitious mood. 
Their plans continually came up 
against obstacles due to the federal 
structure. This was especially true at 
that time because the federal 
government was trying to broaden 
its jurisdiction into fields that had 
previously been reserved for the

provinces. This happened in com
munications, natural resources, etc. 
The Lesage government had con
flicts with the federal government 
over several questions. The Quebec 
pension scheme was created after 
Lesage refused to participate in the 
Canada Pension Plan. His govern
ment went through many rounds of 
constitutional negotiations in order 
to get more power for Quebec.

It is no accident that the PQ now 
says that Quebec must continue 
what was started with the Quiet 
Revolution. The Quebec bourgeoisie 
has seen the tremendous pos
sibilities for economic development 
that political power would give them.

A more important aspect of these 
changes, however, is the un
precedented upsurge in all social, 
national and labour struggles that 
they engendered. Practically all 
classes became very active and put 
forward their demands. The struggle 
against national oppression gave 
birth to a vast national movement 
encompassing broad sectors of the 
labor movement, youth, women and 
the petty bourgeoisie. The move
ment reached a peak in the late six
ties, but the Quebec nationalist 
movement had already begun to 
make itself felt in the beginning of 
the decade.

“A workers’ Quebec”, 
“Quebec for the Quebecois”

The two slogans, “ A workers’ 
Quebec” and “ Quebec for the 
Quebecois” , sum up the two main 
tendencies that characterized the 
movement and that increasingly 
came into conflict with one another. 
These slogans became the rallying 
cry for hundreds of thousands of 
workers, young people and women. 
They organized to demand an end to 
national oppression, for the right to 
speak French at work and for an 
end to chauvinism, discrimination 
and the privileges of the English- 
Canadian nation.

The n a t io n a l m o v e m e n t 
dovetailed with the growth in labour 
struggles against capitalist exploita
tion and for union rights. It also in
tersected with student struggles for 
the freedom of expression and 
against an educational system 
designed to produce unemployed 
people and docile workers. II 
merged with internationalist support 
the Indochinese people, Blacks in 
the United States, etc.

In November 1962, the then presi
dent of CN, Donald Gordon, stated 
that he had no use or need for fran
cophones in the company. This 
chauvinist statement unleashed

demonstrations throughout Quebec. 
The first FLQ wave occured in 1963 
with a few bombings of statues of the 
Queen and of Dollard des Ormeaux. 
When the Queen visited Quebec City 
in 1964, the police savagely attacked 
the crowd in what has come to be 
known as “ billyclub Saturday” . The 
struggle against national oppression 
in Quebec was becoming sharper. 
The movement was restricted, 
however, to certain elements of the 
petty bourgeoisie at that time. The 
Queen and other sym bols ol 
anglophone domination were at
tacked, not the capitalists. The 
nationalist movement then had little 
interest in the struggle of the work
ing class. On the contrary, the union 
leaderships were completely behind 
Lesage’s reforms and were highly 
suspicious of the nationalist move
ment which was associated in the 
popular mind with the stone age 
Duplessis regime.

The Ralliement pour I’indepen- 
dance nationale (RIN) was founded 
during this initial period in 1962. It 
was the first party in Quebec that 
openly called for independence. 
There was nothing revolutionary 
about its programme, however. It 
wanted to break all federal ties in 
order to ensure the development of 
a genuinely independent Quebec

capitalism. The RIN had only minor 
influence (it only received 8% of the 
popular vote in the 1966 provincial 
election), and did not succeed in 
penetrating the labour movement. In 
fact, part of the labour movement 
(the Quebec Federation of Labour — 
QFL) backed the highly federalist 
NDP which had been created by the 
CCF and the CLC in 1960.

The independence movement had 
very little influence in the labour 
movement in the early sixties. That is 
why it never really got off the ground.

It was only later that the once 
marginal Quebec national move
ment gained real strength and won 
over broad sectors of the Quebec 
population. The movement was to 
become more radical. At the same 
time, it would claim that the national 
question was the key to solving all 
the contradictions within the labour 
movement and Quebec society as a 
whole.

*  *  *

The illusion of the Quiet Revolu
tion had begun to fade fast by the 
mid-sixties. Economic recession 
came in 1966 and lasted until 1970. 
Unemployment rose from 4.7% to 
nearly 8% in those years and infla
tion rose above 3%. It was time for 
the Quebec government to put an 
end to its “reforms” and the Quebec 
people realized that they had been 
tricked once again.

The L a u re n d e a u - D u n to n  
Bilingualism and Biculturalism Royal
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Commission released data showing 
that francophone Quebecers were 
increasingly being discriminated 
against on the labour market and at 
work. Only Italian immigrants and 
Native peoples had lower incomes. 
English universities and colleges 
had disgusting financial privileges 
and forced assimilation was a real 
problem linked inexorably to the 
economic conditions. On top of all 
that, great preparations were un
derway to celebrate the centenary of 
the national oppression of Quebec.

Civil servants who won the right to 
strike in 1966 were met with back-to- 
work leg is la tion , governm ent- 
decreed settlements and injunctions 
whenever they tried to exercise their 
right to strike. Their leaders were 
even jailed. The parity committees 
(composed of union and govern
ment representatives) created dur
ing the Quiet Revolution did nothing 
to change the situation. Students 
and graduates were faced with un
employment, and while in school 
often had to live under economic 
conditions below the official poverty 
level. The collaboration between the 
Quebec student union (UGEQ — 
Union generate des etudiants du 
Quebec) and the Department of 
Education to improve the loan and 
bursary system did no good. 
Quebecers had been promised that 
they would become “ masters in their 
own house” . In fact, the house 
belonged to the capitalists where 
they were very much the masters. 
Here again, the creation of Quebec 
State monopolies didn’t improve 
matters any.

Quebec workers and working 
people thus saw that the reformism 
of the Quiet Revolution was a failure. 
The realization was a hard blow. As a 
result, all the working-class and 
popular struggles related to the 
struggle against national oppression 
were radicalized.

Between 1966 and 1970, the 
number and impact of strikes grew 
steadily. The struggles in the public 
sector played a leading role in this 
movement.

At the St. Jean Baptiste Day 
celebrations in 1968 (June 24 is 
Q u e b e c ’ s n a tio n a l h o lid a y ), 
hundreds of militant nationalists 
from the RIN and other organiza
tions attacked the reviewing stand

for the day’s parade with a hail of 
paving stones. Besides the usual 
local elite, guests on the reviewing 
stand included a much more notable 
target: Pierre-Elliott Trudeau, prime 
minister of Canada. For weeks, 
Trudeau had been fighting an elec
tion campaign on one main issue — 
his denial of the existence of the 
Quebec nation. The day after the St. 
Jean Baptiste Day confrontation, he 
won the general election. The year 
1968 was also a year of student un
rest, as occupations swept all the 
CEGEPs (community colleges) 
where the nationalist movement was 
very influential.

dem onstrators a ttacked the  
reviewing stand for the St. Jean 
Baptiste Day parade In Montreal. 
On of the guests of honour on the 
s ta n d  w h o  b ra v e d  th e  
d e m o n s tra to rs  w as  P r im e  
Minister Pierre-Elliot Trudeau, 
who was to win the general elec
tion the next day. The demonstra
tion met with violent repression.

An event in the spring of 1968 il
lustrated best the turn taken by the 
national movement in these years. 
That spring, there was a huge 
demonstration in front of McGill, the 
English-language university in 
Montreal.

Thousands and thousands of peo
ple participated in the demonstra
tion, which was originally organized 
by the Front de liberation populaire

(FLP — popular liberation front), a 
self-styled socialist organization, 
around the theme of “ McGill to the 
workers” . The FLP did all the basic 
work of mobilizing and organizing 
for the demonstration. It condemned 
the privileges of this institution in 
comparison to the French univer
sities, and further denounced the 
fact that McGill was a centre of 
higher learning for the future leaders 
of the country and the future ex
ecutives of Canadian and U.S. com
panies.

A few days before the date fixed 
fo r  the d e m o n s tra tio n , the 
leadership of the movement was 
taken over by the Ligue d’integration 
scolaire (LIS — League for integra
tion of the schools), a reactionary 
nationalist organization that had 
made a name for itself in confronta
tions with Italian immigrants in the 
Montreal suburb of St.Leonard on 
the issue of French unilingualism. 
From that point on, the slogan of 
“ McGill to the workers” was aban
doned in favour of “ McGill francais” 
(Make McGill French). The thou
sands of m archers who filled  
Sherbrooke St. in Montreal to 
demonstrate against a university 
that serves the capitalists and enjoys 
discrim inatory privileges found 
themselves headed up by leaders 
who had nothing to do with the 
working-class movement and who 
had no interest in the struggle 
against capitalism. These leaders 
wanted to turn a struggle against 
privileges into a struggle to make 
McGill a strictly French university, in 
the name of the purity of the French 
language throughout the territory of 
Quebec. It was a good preview of the 
way the movement was to be co
opted and used in the coming years.

In 1969, the tens of thousands of 
dem ons tra to rs  had becom es 
h u n d re d s  o f th o u s a n d s , 
demonstrating this time against Bill 
63. Bill 63 gave the parents the 
choice of the language in which their 
children were to be educated. But in 
practice, it in no way affected the 
privileges attached to the English 
language in the field of education 
and economic life. In contrast to the 
previous period, the labour move
ment took part in these demonstra
tions and the various labour bodies 
took a stand against Bill 63.
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In October, 1969, the Montreal 
municipal police went on strike. Dur
ing the strike, the garages of Murray 
Hill, an English-Canadian monopoly, 
were ransacked by demonstrators 
from the Mouvement de liberation 
du taxi (Taxi liberation movement). 
The demonstration grew into a riot 
that overflowed into the surrounding 
neighbourhoods of the city. One 
d e m o n s tra to r was k ille d . (*) 
Authorities were preparing to call in 
the army before the situation calmed 
down.

Events like  these cam e to 
characterize the political struggle in 
Quebec more and more up until the 
crisis of October 1970. In its 
manifesto during the October crisis, 
the FLQ no longer attacked the 
Queen and her symbols. Instead, it 
attacked business leaders, the stock 
exchange and politicians. It received 
a sympathetic hearing from many 
Quebecers.

As this brief overview indicates, 
the people who fought against nation
al oppression in the 1960s were not 
the parliamentary politicians nor the 
c a b in e t m in is te rs  and th e ir  
negotiators at federal-provincial 
conferences. The battle against 
national oppression was fought by 
the people fighting in the streets. 
The victories against national dis
crimination were all won through 
struggle, and only through struggle. 
Workers at the General Motors plant 
in Ste. Therese (just outs ide

In front of the national assembly in 
Quebec City, during the demonstra
tions against Bill 63.

Montreal) did not win the right to 
work in French thanks to some PQ 
members of the national assembly. 
They won it through struggle, by 
mobilizing the workers.

We do not often hear abut these 
important events that marked the 
struggle against national oppression 
all through the 1960s. It is as if the 
hundreds and thousands of people 
who demonstrated and protested 
during this period have been forgot
ten, along with the repression the 
State used against them. The PQ’s 
White Paper on sovereignty- 
association, for instance, totally ig
nores this entire phase of the 
struggle against national oppression 
in Quebec. Instead, the White Paper 
plays up the epic struggles of the 
Bourassa government for “a new 
division of powers that would have 
given constitutional recognition to 
the Quebec nation and guaranteed it 
the means to satisfy its aspirations”. 
(') The PQ has probably forgotten 
that the same Bourassa government 
called in the Canadian army to its 
rescue in 1970 and that its very own 
very Quebecois police violently sup
pressed the demonstrations of June 
24, 1968, Murray Hill, etc. But what 
else is to be expected from a party 
whose historic role has been to 
sabotage all popular movements of 
struggle against national oppres
sion? We will come back to this later 
on.

This history of this period also 
shows that in all the demonstrations, 
in all the occupations and other 
protests, the movement of struggle 
against national oppression came to 
be linked more and more closely to 
the workers’ struggles. In working- 
class struggles, the battle was for 
national rights and against US. and 
Canadian multinationals. In the bat
tles against national oppression, the 
goal was to free the nation so that

On the eve of the Quiet Revolu
tion, relatively few people defended 
the idea of political independence 
for Quebec apart from a handful 
nostalgic for France, the mother 
country, and the admiring disciples

Q uebec cou ld  belong to the 
workers. This was the outlook that 
lay behind the popular mobilizations 
— the idea of the struggle for in
dependence and socialism. This can 
be seen in the history of the RIN from 
1966 on.

The history of the RIN is a history 
of sp lits . In the RIN, overtly 
bourgeois figures like Marcel 
Chaput rubbed shoulders with 
proponents of electoral tactics and 
“ pragm atic” independence like 
Pierre Bourgault as well as with 
radical socialist “ independantistes” 
who wanted to use the RIN to fight 
for the workers’ interests. They were 
the ones who organized the big 
demonstrations that often ended in 
confrontations with the forces of law 
and order, as was the case with the 
June 24 demonstration in 1968. The 
RIN was constantly torn between 
electoral tactics and more radical 
political action based on the belief 
that independence was simply one 
step towards putting an end to 
capitalism. Those who joined the 
RIN did so as much to promote the 
idea of independence for Quebec as 
to defend the working-class move
ment and fight against national op
pression.

Up until then, the idea of in
dependence had been defended by 
fervent reactionaries. Why, then, did 
it become an idea capable of 
mobilizing the working-class and 
progressive movement on a wide 
scale in the 1960’s? Why is it that in 
the 1960s the movement for in
dependence came to be seen as the 
solution not only to national oppres
sion but also to the exploitation of 
workers?
(*) It was later discovered that this person was a 

policeman who had Infiltrated the ranks of the 
demonstrators.

1. Quebec-Canada: A New Deal; the Quebec 
government proposal for a new partnership 
between equals: sovereignty-association, Edlteur 
official du Quebec, p. 39

of Canon Lionel Groulx. (*) The 
movement had no real social basis
(*) A nationalist Quebec historian, Groulx wrote a 

number of books, Including Notre maitre le pas
se (The past Is our master). Politically, he was 
openly sympathetic to Salazar’s fascists In Por
tugal.

A new trend emerges: 
“Independence and socialism”
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in Quebec society. It was limited to 
the narrow circle of those who read 
the journal Laurentie and the 
membership of the Alliance lauren- 
tienne, organized around Victor 
Barbeau. The Alliance laurentienne 
was made up of former supporters 
of Duplessis who were disappointed 
by Duplessis’ partial failure in his at
tempts to make all fiscal matters a 
purely Quebec jurisdiction. They 
saw the independence of Quebec as 
a powerful economic lever and as a 
way of achieving a national con
sensus — as the fascist Salazar had 
done in Partugal.

But the situation changed con
siderably in the 1960s. The old style 
of nationalism tended more and 
more to be associated with the 
struggle against capitalism and for 
socialism.

An initial factor in these changes 
was the influence in Quebec of the 
vast decolonization movement in 
Asia and Africa. Dozens of countries 
in these continents were aspiring to 
independence and rejecting the 
colonial yoke. Their methods often 
included armed struggle against 
imperialism. Their example had a 
profound effect on the young 
nationalists in Quebec, who at the 
time, were looking for a solution to 
the historic national oppression of 
Quebec. Indeed it was to varying 
degrees an inspiration for the youth 
movement all around the world. In 
the intellectual circles of the period, 
attempts were made to apply the 
theories that arose out of this 
revolutionary movement to the situa
tion in Quebec. Quebec was com
pared to Algeria, and the govern
ment in Ottawa to French colonial 
domination. This was the source of 
the idea that Quebec is a colony of 
Canadian and U.S. imperialism, an 
idea that is still defended by some 
people today. But the analogy
making wasn’t confined to Quebec. 
Similar parallels were drawn in the 
rest of the country, where Canada 
was often seen as a colony of the 
United States. The imperialist nature 
of the Canadian bourgeoisie (some 
of it French-speaking) was simply 
forgotten. In a later period, the 
movement of Blacks in the United 
States was also to have considerable 
influence on progressive Quebec 
organizations — take, for instance,

the title of Pierre Vallieres’ well- 
known book, Negres b lancs 
d ’Am6rique (White Niggers of 
America).

These were the formative in
fluences on the first progressive 
militants in Quebec in the 1960s who 
were to have such a considerable 
impact on the national struggle and 
to found the first organizations call
ing themselves socialist. Another im
portant factor was the absence of 
the Communist Party of Canada, a 
party that had never had much real 
influence in Quebec. By the 1960s 
the CP was already thoroughly 
nationalist and revisionist and had 
been for many years.

In 1960, Raoul Roy (a former 
member of the CP) pioneered by 
founding the Revue socialiste and 
A c tio n  s o c ia lis te  p o u r 
I ’ in d e p e n d e n c e  du Q uebec 
(S o c ia lis t action  fo r the in 
dependence of Quebec). The im
mediate impact of Revue socialiste 
was very limited. Nonetheless, it for
mulated a thesis that has continued 
to have political influence until to
day. The Revue socialiste asserted 
that “the destiny of French-speaking 
workers is inseparably tied to the 
fate of the (French-) Canadian na
tion... In the capita list system, 
Quebec will be gradually swamped 
and buried by waves of imperialist, 
expansionist, bourgeois coloniza
tion...” (2)

The thesis of the struggle for in
dependence and socialism really 
began to exert influence among 
youth and in intellectual circles in 
Quebec with the founding of the 
journal Parti Pris.

Parti Pris appeared in October 
1963. Its creation was a demarcation 
with another tendency that had in
fluenced political circles opposed to 
the Duplessis regime — the group 
around the magazine Cite libre, 
which included Trudeau. Unlike Cite 
libre, Parti Pris openly affirmed the 
progressive nature of nationalism. It 
took a stand in favour a vaguely- 
defined socialism and the in
dependence of Quebec. The new 
trend was beginning to take shape. 
More specifically, Parti Pris sup
ported independence first, and 
eventually socialism, to be achieved 
through a process that was never 
very clear. The magazine’s stand

The magazine Parti pris was the first 
to defend the need to support the 
nationalist bourgeoisie in Quebec 
as a m eans of ach iev ing  in 
dependence and socialism.

launched the first round of a debate 
that is still a very real question in 
progressive circles: should in
dependence be supported, even if it 
means supporting the bourgeoisie, 
in order to help advance the struggle 
for socialism?

In 1964, Pierre Vallieres and 
Charles Gagnon founded the journal 
Revolution qu6b6coise to demar
cate from the group around Parti 
Pris. The journal quite correctly 
reproached Parti Pris for “believing 
that it would be easier to supplant 
the French-Canadian nationa l 
bourgeoisie after separation”. (3) 
Although it continued to defend the 
need to fight simultaneously for in
dependence and socialism, Revolu
tion qu&becoise was the first voice 
to refute the idea that it could be in 
the interests of the working-class 
movement to support a bourgeois 
party. This first, embryonic demar
cation gave rise to two forms of 
political action.

Parti Pris spawned the Mouve
ment de liberation populaire (MLP

2. Manifeste politique — programmatic proposals 
— in the Revue socialiste, no. 1, April 1959, pp. 
14-15.

3. Jean Rochefort, “Aux camarades de Parti Pris’’, 
In R evolu tion qu6b6coise, Vol. 1, no. 3, 
November 1964, p. 13
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— movement of popular liberation), 
whose e n tire  ex is tence  was 
dedicated to trying to move the Parti 
socialiste du Quebec (PSQ) (*) and 
the Ralliement pour (’independence 
nationale (RIN) to the “ left” . In the 
early 1970s, a number of people 
were to try the same tactic with the 
PQ, or at least to give it “critical” 
support. We will come back to the 
pratical results of this point of view 
later on. (Note that some defenders 
of this point of view are today firmly 
insta lled in jobs w ith the PQ 
government.)

At the same time, however, 
various organizations gradually 
began to raise the question of a 
revolutionary organization for the

working-class movement and try to 
demarcate from nationalism. In 
1966, some activists joined the FLQ, 
which from that time on attacked 
symbols of the capitalist exploitation 
of Quebec. The Front de liberation 
populaire was created in 1968 and 
existed until 1970. It also posed the 
question of a political organization 
for the working-class movement.

The newspaper collective that 
founded IN STRUGGLE! (L’Equipe 
du journal EN LUTTE!) grew out of 
this political trend. It was founded in 
1972, precisely on the basis of a 
dem arca tion  from  bou rgeo is  
nationalism and social democracy. It 
was not until its first congress, 
however, that IN STRUGGLE! re

jected any kind of project for 
Quebec independence, even in
dependence em bellished with 
“socialism” , and undertook to build 
a communist party capable of un
iting all the struggles of the entire 
Canadian proletariat.

Of course, all this did not happen 
without some confusion, setbacks 
and hesitations. But by the end of 
the 1960s, it was becoming clear that 
those who had banked on “critical 
support” for nationalism or social 
democracy had failed miserably. 
The PQ was to be the most striking 
example of this failure.

(*) A social-democratic party founded In 1963, after 
a split In the Quebec wing of the NDP.

The Quiet Co-option

At the beginning of the 1960s, the 
Quebec Liberal Party personified 
and dominated the nationalist move
ment in Quebec with its slogan of 
“Masters in our own house” . But in 
the following years, the movement 
in c re a s in g ly  abandoned the 
parliamentary field and took up 
m ore  ra d ic a l fo rm s  of 
struggle.Neither Daniel Johnson 
(leader of the Union nationale and 
premier in the late 1960s) with his 
“ Equality or independence” nor 
Robert Bourassa (Liberal premier in 
the early 1970s) with his “cultural 
sovereignty” were able to check it.

The Q uie t R evo lu tion  had 
revealed the State apparatus’s im
mense possibilities for developing 
indigenous capital. In its historical 
and current form the federal link has 
always hindered the full and com
plete development of French- 
speaking capitalists in Quebec. 
What was needed was to modify the 
political structure to make it reflect 
the new developments of indigenous 
capital and enable it to achieve new 
successes. The Lesage government 
understood that, and undertook a 
whole series of constitu tiona l 
negotiations for a new sharing of 
powers between Ottawa and Quebec 
City.

But the nationalist movement had 
no time to lose in negotiations. It put 
obvious pressure on the most 
nationalist members of the Lesage
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government. The national move
ment was a very powerful force, but 
it basically lacked any unified 
leadership. On the other hand, the 
constitutional negotiations held little 
promise of rapid, tangible results. As 
has often happened in the history of 
Quebec, bourgeois po litic ians 
realized that the popular movement 
could be used to exert very con
siderable pressure. They therefore 
set about acquiring the leadership of 
the movement to use it to satisfy 
their demands.

When Ren6 Ldvesque split with

the Quebec Liberal Party, it was the 
first time a well-known bourgeois 
politician endorsed the thesis of 
Q uebec  in d e p e n d e n c e  — 
“sovereignty” — in the framework of 
an attempt to preserve the Canadian 
market — “association” . L6vesque 
was indeed the perfect choice for the 
role: a journalist extremely popular 
with the people, he had supported 
the asbestos strikers in 1949 and 
played a leading part in the strike of 
the journalists at the French CBC 
network in 1959. But above all, he 
was known as the person who had 
nationalized hydro-electric power.

Rene Ldvesque published a 
manifesto, Option Quebec, and

The Parti Quebecois gradually built itself into the unchallenged leader of the 
popular movement of struggle against national oppression.

fo u n d e d  the  M o u v e m e n t 
souverainete-association which was 
to become the PQ in 1968. At the 
time, very few bourgeois dared to 
associate with an independence 
movement that was much too closely 
identified with workers’ struggles 
and which furthermore called for a 
break with the Canadian market, 
which was essential to the develop
ment of these same bourgeois.

The PQ had its work cut out for it: 
its mission was to co-opt the 
vigorous popular movement by 
holding out the hope of workers’ 
liberation after independence and 
an end to national oppression 
through the acquisition of “ political 
sovereignty” . By doing so, it would 
make it into a movement that was 
acceptable to the bourgeoisie. 
Those who signed Option Quebec 
said as much in a more complex way 
when they stated, “ The social 
nourishes the national until the 
national appears to be the indispen
sable key to social well-being. "(*)

Between 1968 and 1970, the PQ 
swallowed up all the nationalist 
forces in Quebec. The first to rally to 
it was the Ralliement national (RN), 
an ind6pendantlste party created as 
a result of a split in the Social Credit. 
It was soon followed by the RIN, 
whose radicalism displeased Leves
que. The RIN was forced to dissolve 
and its members rallied to the PQ on 
an individual basis. Caught up in the 
trend, Parti Pris suspended publica
tion in 1968. A number of the ad
vocates of critical support for the 
RIN turned to critical support for the 
PQ. In 1970, the former FLQ militant 
Pierre Valli^res joined the PQ, in
voking the “ urgent need to choose” .

At the same time, the PQ took ad
vantage of the internal dissension 
that was to lead to the dissolution of 
the FLP and the total disarray 
among progressive forces in the 
wake of the repression around Oc
tober 1970. The PQ also began to 
establish links with high-level union 
brass. Jean Gdrin-Lajoie and Theo 
Gagnd of the Steelworkers and 
Emile Boudreau of the QFL were 
among the founders and leading 
supporters of the PQ.

To succeed in drawing all these 
people, the group of former Liberals 
around Rend Ldvesque had to make 
some concessions and perpetuate

the illusion that the party could in
deed put an end to national oppres
sion in Quebec and bring about the 
liberation of the workers. The party 
was not yet in power, so it could 
allow itself the “ luxury” of more 
democratic structures that attracted 
a more radical fringe with hopes of 
moving the party “ left” .

The PQ’s programme basically 
repeated the theses of Option  
Quebec on the development of 
Quebecois capital, the Caisses pop
u la te s  Desjardins and State 
enterprises. But in order to appeal to 
an audience that for a number of 
years had been identifying in
dependence with the rejection of 
capitalism, the PQ’s programme 
also had to reflect the pro-worker 
feelings and anti-imperialist aspira
tions of its new members.

Today, it is had to believe that the 
1971 version of the PQ’s programme 
stated:

‘We salute the liberation struggles 
of the peoples of Asia, Africa and 
Latin America. I/Ve condemn the 
exploitation of the resources of the 
Third World by North American 
and European capitalists. We 
denounce the wheelers and 
dealers who, in the context of the 
French-language community, 
serve as agents of imperialism. ’’ (5) 

This isn’t quite what Ren6 Ldvesque 
said two years ago when French 
head of State Giscard d’Estaing 
awarded him the Legion of honour.

The programme went on to list a 
whole series of promises that a 
sovereign and associated Quebec 
committed itself to carrying out: 
social justice; opposition to neo
colonialism, withdrawal from NATO 
and NORAD.

In terms of labour’s rights, the 
programme reiterated the need to 
“eliminate the outdated restrictions 
that still hinder the growth of trade 
unionism”. (6)

The sam e p e rio d  saw PQ 
members of the national assembly 
Robert Burns and Claude Charron 
brave the decision of the party’s 
national executive and take part in 
the demonstration to support the 
workers of La Presse (a Montreal 
daily) in 1971. The PQ reproached 
the Bourassa government with its in
transigent attitude towards the Com

mon Front and even participated in 
the May Day demonstration for 
1973. And in the union bodies, peo
ple were taking stands in favour of 
“democratic socialism” in the CNTU 
and “Quebecois socialism” in the 
QFL.

But all this did not last long. After 
one or two programmes, the time 
the PQ needed to acquire the image 
of the leader of the entire struggle 
against national oppression in 
Quebec all such references disap
peared, Rene Levesque has referred 
to this period as “that immaturity 
which inevitably affects a young 
party, and more especially a party 
for change”. (7) A very convenient 
“ immaturity” , which ensured the PQ 
broad support among the popular 
masses. But it was still a handicap in 
w inn ing  the app rova l of the 
bourgeoisie.

It is a matter of history that the PQ 
soon acquired political “ maturity” . 
The team of former Liberals sur
rounding Ldvesque rapidly decided 
that it was time to tighten up the 
operation and put an end to illu
sions.

The programme was gradually 
changed, especially on the question 
of achieving sovereignty. The idea of 
making a unilateral declaration of 
sovereignty as soon as the party 
took power was abandoned. Claude 
Morin (the PQ’s new strategist and 
another former member of the 
Lesage government) introduced the 
idea of a first referendum. It gained 
acceptance even before the party 
convention had an opportunity to 
take a stand on the idea. Party 
leaders wrote in 1973, “Today I am 
voting for the only group that it ready 
to form a real government. In 1975,1 
will decide the future of Quebec in a 
referendum. One step at a time. ” (“) 
This was the position adopted by the 
party convention in 1975. In its White 
Paper published in November 1979, 
the PQ said, “ A YES vote by 
Quebecers would thus be, in fact, a

4. Jean Blais, preface to Option Quebec, Editions 
de I'homme, Montreal, 1968, p. 12

5. Le program m e offic ie l du Parti qu6b6cols, 
Montreal, 1971, p. 28.

6. Programme officiel du Parti qudbdcois, Montreal, 
1968, p. 31

7. Rene Levesque, La passion du Qudbec, Editions 
Quebec/Amirique, Montreal, 1978, p. 118

8. Quoted by Vera Murray In Le Parti qudbdcois: de 
la formation a la prise de pouvoir, Montreal, 1979,
p. 20
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mandate given to the Quebec 
government to make this new agree
ment a reality through negotiations. ” 
(a) Today, a second referendum is 
promised to really decide the 
political status of Quebec... if, of 
course, the PQ is re-elected in the 
meantime.

The illusions cultivated by the PQ 
lasted just long enough to tame the 
Quebec national movement and win 
the support of a large sector of the 
labour movement for the PQ. But to 
do so, it had to give the impression 
that it wanted to put an end to 
national oppression through political 
independence and promote the 
emancipation of the workers. The 
PQ thus sabotaged the development 
of the struggles against national op
pression and made the movement 
respectable in the eyes of the 
bourgeoisie.

For today it has become clear that 
the PQ has no solution for the

Must history repeat

It is easy — too easy — to explain 
the co-option of the Quebec national 
movement in the 1960s by the skilful 
manoeuvring of the PQ and its 
leaders. There is more to it than that. 
Otherwise, it would mean that with a 
bit of intelligence, someone who 
came along at the right point in 
history could sabotage any people’s 
struggle. No, the explanation must 
be sought in the very orientation that 
dominated the struggle against 
national oppression throughout 
these years.

It is true that the epic battles of the 
period 1967-1970 were not led by 
any political party. But it is also true 
that, despite the various trends and 
tendencies that were present or that 
clashed in that movement, it was 
dominated by one major tendency: 
the struggle for independence and 
socialism. All the groups that played 
a substantial role in these struggles 
agreed on at least one basic as
sumption: the need to achieve in
dependence and socia lism  in 
quebec.

At first, Parti Pris and others

problem of national oppression 
apart from the continuation of the 
same constitutional negotiations that 
have been dragging on for 20 years 
now. Not only that: the PQ has in 
practice held back the entire move
ment of struggle against national op
pression. It channelled all the 
dynamic forces of the 1960s into 
support for a bourgeois party. It 
replaced the force and power of 
numbers and mobilization with the 
ballot box. The result is that today, 
there are no more organized 
d e m o n s tra tio n s  a g a in s t the 
manifestations of national oppres
sion. Yet this national oppression is 
still very real — the PQ has not con
jured it away.

In today's context, it is much 
easier for the federal government to 
brandish the threat of a pan- 
Canadian referendum than it would 
have been in the 1960s. Privileges 
for the English-speaking in jobs, the 
denial of the right to work in one’s

own language, the dual network of 
Catholic and Protestant schools that 
favours English schools — all this is 
still a part of the reality of Quebec, 
and it is important to remember it.

But some things have changed in 
Quebec. The Federation des caisses 
populaires Desjardins, for example, 
now ranks seventh among all non
m anu fac tu ring  businesses in 
Quebec. Hydro-Quebec is exporting 
technology abroad, and even to 
China. Vachon’s cookies and cakes 
are more and more popular. These 
things have changed, but that is 
about the whole list.

Why was a movement that shook 
all the classes of Quebec society co
opted in this way? Why are most 
struggles against national oppres
sion today almost entirely left up to 
PQ cabinet ministers and high- 
ranking civil servants? These are 
questions that need to be answered.

9. Quebec-Canada: A New Deal, op. cit., p. 77

itself?

believed that it was necessary to 
achieve independence first, and 
then socialism. As a result, neither 
was achieved. This was the kind of 
argumentation that was used to 
channel the efforts of hundreds of 
progressive people into support for 
a bourgeois party. Socialism was 
always put off until “ later” . It was 
never a struggle to be begun right 
away.

And even if the PQ or another 
party had really wanted to make in
dependence a reality, it would not 
have been a change for the better in 
the conditions of the struggle for 
socialism. Once the bourgeoisie in 
Quebec headed up an independent 
State, it would be no more interested 
in proletarian revolution than was 
the bourgeoisie of Canada as a 
whole. It would be ready to suppress 
the struggle of the proletariat, just as 
the Canadian army did in October 
1970.

The hollowness of the very idea is 
illustrated by what some of its most 
ardent defenders in the 1960s have 
become today. Pierre Maheu, a

former leader of Parti Prls, wrote the 
first draft of the PQ’s White Paper in 
1979. Gerald Godin, another 
member of the Parti Prls circle, is a 
PQ member of the national as
sembly. Andree Feretti, a former 
leader of the FLP, is still in the PQ, in 
its “ left” wing. Claude Charron, a 
former leader of UGEQ (the Quebec 
student association) is the PQ’s 
parliamentary leader.

Today, fewer and fewer people 
still believe that independence is a 
step forward in the struggle for 
socialism, and the PQ is largely 
responsible for this evolution.

We are not alone in summing up 
and evaluating the past twenty years 
of the struggle against national op
pression in Quebec. Others have 
been doing so as well, although they 
do not necessarily reach the same 
conclusions as we do. There are, for 
instance, the Trotskyist organiza
tions, as well as the authors of the 
recent Appel pour un Quebec  
soclallste, d§mocratlque et in
dependent (Call for an independent, 
democratic, socialist Quebec), 
signed by Yvon Charbonneau 
(former president of the Centrale 
des enseignants du Quebec — CE- 
Q); Lucie Dagenais of the CNTU; 
Jacques Dofny and Alfred Dubuc,
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former members of the PSQ; G. 
Raymond Laliberte (another former 
president of the CEQ); and Marcel 
P£pin (formerly president of the CN
TU).

The authors of this call suggest 
the form ation of a “ p o litica l 
organization of Quebec workers” . 
They observe (quite righ tly ), 
Alongside the proponents of the 
constitutional status quo and those 
who advocate certain reforms in the 
federal system, we have a Quebec 
government which has already 
transformed into “association”a 
sovereignty that Quebec has not yet 
conquered." (9 10) They concluded: 
"Far from contradicting each other, 
as has often been suggested, “these 
two dimensions of the same project 
(independence and socialism — ed. 
note) are intertwined. For we believe 
that while the Quebecois can only 
achieve socialism in the framework 
of the political independence of their 
national territory, it is also true that 
only a socialist political organization 
can establish the balance of forces 
necessary to fully liberate Quebec.” 
(")

They propose to achieve in
d e p e n d e n c e  and s o c ia lis m  
simultaneously in Quebec. The idea 
is appealing, but it is just as un- 
historical and erroneous as the 
previous version.

The authors of this call have just 
reached the same conclusion that 
Revolution quebecoise came to — 
fifteen years ago. it took them twelve 
years of experience with the PQ, and 
the co-option of the popular move
ment of the 1960s, before they woke 
up. Today, the thesis they put 
forward has lost its audience in the 
working-class movement. Today, 
the current of unity within the Cana
dian proletariat in the struggle 
against capitalism has begun to be a 
force to be reckoned with. And now 
they are reviving a programme that 
is nothing new, a programme that 
the revolutionary movement dis
carded in the early 1970s.

H istory has proven that in 
dependence is not the ob jec
tive interests of either the French- 
speaking bourgeoisie in Quebec or, 
more especia lly, the Quebec

Above left: Gerald Godin, formerly a member of Parti pris and formerly a 
defender of independence and “socialism” for Quebec. Today he is an MNA 
for the PQ. (Above right) Pierre Valiieres, a former member of the FLQ who 
joined the PQ In 1970.

proletariat. Must history repeat itself 
to make them understand that the 
popular movement of the 1960s and 
1970s has been confronted with the 
entire Canadian bourgeoisie, both 
English-speaking and French- 
speaking? That the cause of its 
numerous failures lies precisely in 
the fact that the Quebec working- 
class movement stood alone in its 
confrontation with a bourgeoisie that 
dominated the country from St. 
Jo h n ’s to the Yukon? If the 
Quebecois fight for an independent, 
socialist Quebec, and the Dene na
tion for an independent and socialist 
Northwest Territories, and if the 
Acadians, the Inuit and other fight 
similar battles, who will benefit? The 
very class they are trying to fight.

This is not the way to make a 
“breach in the bourgeois Canadian 
State”. C2) This is not the way to put 
an end to national oppression, for 
national oppression is the result of 
the domination of a capitalist 
minority over the entire Canadian 
territory. The task of Canadian 
workers is to attack the root of the 
problem. The Canadian proletariat 
will not win victories in either the 
struggle against capitalism or the 
struggle against national oppression 
if it fights in dispersed formation 
against the same enemy. All it will do 
is make a “breach” in its own ranks. 

* * ★

The “ in d e p e n d e n c e  and 
socialism” thesis must be judged on 
the basis of history, and not in purely 
theoretical terms. And history has 
shown that the struggle against 
national oppression has been vic
torious when the proletariat rejected 
all compromises, all proposals of 
alliances with its bourgeoisie for the 
sake of the unity of the nation. It is 
not the task of the Quebec 
proletariat to unite the nation around 
any kind of battle for independence 
whatsoever. The struggle against 
Quebec’s national oppression must 
be waged against the entire Cana
dian bourgeoisie, including its 
French-speaking component. It 
must be waged against those who 
have suppressed it for years and 
years. The Quebec proletariat will 
continue to carry out this task by 
rooting out the basic cause of 
national oppression — capitalism.

To do so, Quebec workers must 
unite with the only class whose in
te re s ts  lie  u n re s e rv e d ly  in 
eliminating both national oppression 
and capitalism — the multinational 
working class across Canada.

10. Y. Charbonneau, L. Dagenais, J. Dofny, A. 
Dubuc, G.R. Laliberte, M. Pbpin, Appel pour un 
Quebec socialiste, dbmocratique, indbpendant, 
mimeographed text,, November 1979, p. 9

11. Ibid., p. 10
12. Ibid. p. 11
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The struggle 
against class 
collaboration in 
the labour movement 
in Canada

The following article aims to make known the 
main struggles waged within the Canadian labour 
movement against class collaboration. It also 
criticizes the industrial strategy of the NDP and 
the labour bosses (the labour aristocracy’s pet 
project) and shows how this strategy is in fact a 
threat to the working class. The article winds up by 
drawing the perspectives of the struggle to 
come.

Nadine Hunt told the Saskatchewan Federation of 
Labour convention in 1979: “We are accused of not hav
ing supported workers’struggles; weareaccused of con
ciliating with the NDP government; we are accused of 
not mobilizing our forces around the important issues 
on the labour and political scene...”

The year 1980 is off to a bad start 
for the working class in Canada. It 
has already been marked by two im
portant events: the Michelin Bill in 
Nova Scotia, which deals a hard 
blow against the right to organize, 
and the three-month imprisonment 
of Jean-Claude Parrot, the president 
of the Canadian Union of Postal 
Workers (CUPW).

It is no mere coincidence that 
these two important battles have 
been temporarily lost. The present 
situation is the inevitable result of 
the leadership given to the labour 
movement to counter the in 
creasingly savage attacks of the rul
ing class. Though workers resisted 
across the country, the bourgeoisie 
has been able to impose and main
tain its reactionary measures like the 
restrictions imposed on the right to 
organize and to strike, and the cut
backs in health care, UIC and social 
services. The working class has suf
fered setbacks not only in relation to 
its democratic rights but also in rela
tion to its standard of living and its 
working conditions. This fact has to 
be recalled, if only briefly, because 
those who should have led the 
counter-attack must be held respon
sible for the mistakes made.

Growing resistance 
to class collaboration

When Nadine Hunt, president of 
the Saskatchewan Federation of 
Labour (SFL), opens the SFL’s con
vention with these words, “We are 
accused of not having supported 
workers’ struggles; we are accused 
of conc ilia ting  w ith the NDP 
government; we are accused of not 
mobilizing our forces over the im
portant issues on the labour and 
political scene...” , you can bet your 
life that something is going on.

Shortly before the SFL’s conven
tion, at the other end of the country, 
Gerald Yetman, president of the 
Nova Scotia Federation of Labour 
(NSFL), started his opening conven
tion speech with a similar violent at
tack on those who dared criticize the 
NSFL’s leadership. Yetman had 
barely finished when a delegate rose 
to his feet and said, “ Do you mean 
that we have no right to criticize you? 
You have to account to us for your 
actions.” Needless to say, this in
tervention was warmly applauded by 
the other delegates present.

These two examples give us a 
good idea of the situation that is 
presently developing in varying

degrees through ut the Canadian 
labour movement. The fact that the 
top brass of the labour hierarchy are 
forced to defend themselves is a 
relatively new phenomenon. Why, 
even Dennis McDermott, president 
of the CLC, was forced to spend a 
good part of last autumn in hiding, 
trying to steer clear of the provincial 
federation conventions because he 
was afraid of having to confront the 
rank and file!

All this indicates that the move
ment of resistance within the work
ing class is growing stronger. We 
must learn to spot this movement 
even when circumstances seem to 
be relatively calm, even when the 
union bosses seem to have things 
well in hand.

Facts that some 
would like 
to ignore

It is not because it did not stand 
up and fight that the working class 
has suffered setbacks. On the con
trary, the most recent statistics show 
that during the first eight months of 
1979, the number of man-days “ lost” 
because of strikes or lockouts was 
25% higher than in 1978. Already in
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1978, the statistics were twice as 
high as those of 1977, which was a 
year marked by very few strikes 
notably because of the Wage 
Control Act. The working class in 
Canada is thus once again reaching 
the records it set in 1975-76 which 
made Canada one of the countries 
with the most strikes in the world.

No, the working class’s problem is 
not its lack of combativity. The work
ing class wants to fight and fight it 
does. But what have the union bos
ses done in all these struggles?

You can be sure that they have 
good reason to shy away from 
criticism.

In Saskatchewan, the Sas
katchew an G overnm ent Em
ployees’ Association (SGEA), 
which was battling the NDP govern
ment over working hours, called for 
support time and time again. Yet the 
SFL’s executive paid no heed. They 
were probably too busy conversing 
with the cabinet ministers and the 
deputy ministers whom they regular
ly meet on the 21 government com
mittees in which the federation par
ticipates. Or perhaps they were too 
busy thinking about participating in 
another 13 committees and a couple 
of board of directors of a few Crown 
corporations.

But let’s be fair. The SFL did sup
port three struggles last year and it 
went all out. Why, it didn’t balk at 
meeting with MLAs and municipal

councillors. It even organized ONE 
picket line!

In Ontario, over half the strikes 
were battles for union recognition, 
which was being violently attacked 
by the capitalists and their police. 
What did the Ontario Federation of 
Labour (OFL) do? It courageously 
wrote a brief to the provincial 
government containing 18 recom
mendations to ensure social peace. 
Better still, Cliff Pilkey himself, presi
dent of the OFL, met with the 
province’s attorney-general to tell 
him straight out that public funds 
should not be used to break strikes!

Are these all special cases? No. 
These examples are just a few of the 
many that illustrate how the union 
bosses throughout the country have 
hindered the counter-attack and led 
it up blind alleys.

The postal workers’ 
struggle — 
a catalyst

For a growing number of workers, 
betrayals of this kind are unaccep
table. Support for the postal 
workers’ struggle in particular 
played an important role in unifying 
this opposition to a certain extent. 
For example, during all the federa
tion conventions that were held last 
autumn, delegates voted with 
enthusiasm to support the postal

Today, the postal workers’ leader 
Jean-Claude Parrot is behind bars 
for th ree  m onths, for having  
defended the workers. The people 
responsible for this situation are to 
be found within the labour move
ment itself...

workers. Even the most corrupt un
ion bureaucrats, who didn’t lift a 
finger to help the postal workers 
when they most needed it, are now 
trying to pass themselves off as the 
champions of the postal workers’ 
struggle. It now seems that no one 
participated in the meeting of the 
CLC executive where it unanimously 
decided to withdraw all support for 
the postal workers. Like many other 
labour bosses, Louis Laberge, presi
dent of the Quebec Federation of 
Labour (QFL), claims that he sup
ported CUPW all the way. And it is 
precisely over the issue of support 
for CUPW that the convention of the 
C a n a d ia n  U n io n  o f P u b lic  
Employees (CUPE) demanded 
McDermott’s resignation as CLC 
president. The delegates also clearly 
pointed out that they would also 
have the head of all those who 
followed in McDermott’s footsteps 
by betraying workers’ immediate 
struggles. This fact explains why, 
following the CUPE convention, the 
labour bosses at the OFL and B.C. 
Federation of Labour conventions

In the past two years, the postal workers’ struggle has become a unifying 
force for the entire movement of opposition to class collaboration.
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At the 1979 convention of the B.C. Federation of Labour, the women’s 
struggle was a major concern.

separated the question of McDer
mott’s resignation from that of sup
port for CUPW. They didn’t want to 
face another move like the one that 
had taken place during the CUPE 
convention.

It is no mere coincidence that 
CUPW struggle is still on the agenda 
after more than a year and a half, or 
that it has become a rallying point 
for the opposition movement to the 
point of shaking the very founda
tions of the labour bureaucracy. If 
the CUPW struggle was able to do all 
this, it is because it clearly revealed 
the gap that exists between the in
terests of the labour bosses and the 
rank and file’s interests. Besides 
revealing how the labour bosses 
betrayed the workers’ immediate 
struggles, the postal workers’ 
struggle clearly posed the question 
of whom unions should serve. 
Should they defend workers’ in
terests? Or should they be used to 
compromise with the ruling class 
and its State? This question of the 
role of labour organizations im
mediately raised the question of the 
practically historic support of the 
Canadian labour movement for the 
NDP and its social-democratic line. 
These events help us understand 
the main areas in which resistance 
to class collaboration is growing in 
the labour movement.

Betrayals 
that cannot be 
tolerated any longer

The events around the postal 
workers’ struggle in October 1978 
and those that followed it give us a 
good idea of the strength of the op
position movement, a movement 
that has scored many points 
against class collaboration. The 
spineless resolutions that were sent 
back to the federation executives to 
be beefed up are legion. During the 
many conventions, workers refused 
to adopt resolutions that only 
amounted to wishful thinking, that 
proposed no concrete fighback ac
tions. The union bosses at the CUPE 
convention, afraid of being totally 
shown up for what they really are, 
were forced to draft a plan of action 
for the upcoming year the day

before the convention ended. QFL 
workers rejected a resolution sub
mitted by the executive aimed at ac
cepting certain restrictions on the 
right to strike. In Ontario, convention 
delegates were not satisfied with a 
general resolution of support for the 
Boise-Cascade strikers, and they 
teamed it up with concrete means of 
support, including the creation of a 
committee to develop support for 
the struggle. In Nova Scotia, 
delegates mandated the executive to 
declare a general strike against the 
M ichelin B ill. In other words, 
everywhere the opposition move
ment rallied around concrete calls to 
fight back and to support striking 
workers, two things that the labour 
bosses never mentioned in the past 
year. They had better things to do...

The women’s struggle 
takes on growing 
importance

The development of the struggle 
of working women has played an im
portant role in the growing fightback 
movement of the working class in 
Canada. Working women played an 
active role in many a bitter struggle

in the past year — in the Quebec 
Common Front, at Fleck, Puretex or 
Radio Shack in Ontario. This fact 
was reflected in many union conven
tions during which issues affecting 
women w orke rs  were w ide ly  
debated. For example, during the 
British Columbia Federation of 
Labour (BCFL) convention, these 
were important points on the agen
da: equal work, equal pay; recogni
tion of the right to free abortion; the 
struggle against the discrimination 
exercised against Native women; and 
th e  s t ru g g le  a g a in s t m ale  
chauvinism  w ith in  the unions 
themselves. The QFL convention 
voted a resolution opposing the ex
ploitation of women who work at 
home. The OFL denounced the ex
ploitation of domestic servants.

But on this question, as on many 
others, workers had to fight the 
labour bosses and their class 
c o lla b o ra tio n . In A p ril 1978, 
delegates to the annual working 
women’s convention of the SFL 
criticized the federation’s support to 
the NDP as well as its lukewarm 
defence of the interests of working 
women. In April 1979, three hundred 
working women of the OFL met the 
labour bosses head on by voting a 
resolution to defend the right to
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The same thing applies to support 
for the NDP. The union bosses cer
tainly went all out to sell the idea to 
the workers. Throughout the elec
tion campaign in the spring of 1979, 
the whole union apparatus of each 
and every single federation, minus 
the QFL, was mobilized to build NDP 
support.

Not only was the rank and file’s 
money invested in the NDP’s elec
tion campaign, but most union staf
fers completely abandoned support 
for struggles to concentrate all their 
energies on the election campaign! 
The order of the day was, “ Don’t 
fight, vote!” This is how many 
workers learned what support for 
the NDP meant in practice.

Other myths about the NDP have 
also started to crumble. A few 
months ago, union bosses still main
tained that only the NDP in power 
could guarantee that the workers’ 
right to strike would not be touched. 
This myth came down with a thud

strike and to support the postal 
workers.

The working women’s opposition 
was so strong that the labour bosses 
had to scurry around and put 
forward affirmative action commit
tees. In doing so, they tried to put the 
emphasis on the individual promo
tion of women to higher ranks rather 
than on the collective struggle to de
fend their rights.

Tripartism is dead, 
long live tripartism!

In 1978, the CLC convention 
clearly rejected tripartism. This, 
however, did not stop the CLC ex
ecutive from quietly taking part in 23 
tripartite  committees with the 
government and the capitalists. 
Each provincial labour federation 
followed the same line. The federa
tion executives even launched a 
campaign to spruce up tripartism’s

tarnished image and get the working 
class to accept it. In Saskatchewan, 
labour bosses attributed the in
crease of the minimum wage to 
tripartism. In Nova Scotia, they tried 
to pass off the gains won by the 
Dalhousie University workers’ strike 
as the result of the union bosses’ 
p a rtic ip a tio n  in the Labour- 
Management Committee, a tripartite 
committee. But the workers soon set 
the facts straight: if gains were won, 
it was because workers mobilized 
their forces on the picket lines even 
though the union bosses would have 
nothing to do with this strategy... In 
Ontario, the OFL’s education com
mittee has been mandated to es
tablish the list of all the union 
members participating in govern
ment committees (in which the 
employer also participates, in cer
tain cases). The situation is ap
parently so “developed” , the commit
tee has evaluated that it will need 
two years to make up the list! CUPE 
president Grave Hartman has tried 
to pass tripartism off in another way.

According to Hartman, “ the 1978 
CLC convention rejected economic 
tripartism but not social tripartism” . 
This little play on words has allowed 
her to justifie her participation in a 
health and safety tripartite commit
tee. This just goes to show that, 
depending on the issues at stake, it 
is possible to collaborate with the 
ruling class... As for QFL president 
Louis Laberge, he also has the 
honour of chatting regularly with 
representatives of Alcan and 
Noranda Mines at the National 
P roductiv ity  Institu te  (Ins titu t 
national de productivity), created by 
the Parti Quebecois.

This offensive in favour of tripar
tism is clearly the work of the upper 
spheres of the labour hierarchy; but 
it too has come up against the 
workers’ resistance, as last autumn’s 
conventions showed. In many 
regions, like British Columbia, 
Saskatchewan, Quebec, and at 
many conventions, like CUPE’s, 
tripa rtism  was v igorous ly  de
nounced and many resolutions 
condemned it. But the danger of 
slowly but surely sliding into the 
tripartite  trap is still present. 
Nonetheless, workers have not mis
sed a chance to counter it.

On what issues have the labour bosses mobilized the labour movement in 
the past year? What do they do with their time when they do not support 
workers’ struggles?

The NDP for sale



when the NDP government in 
Saskatchewan stood by while strik
ing government employees were 
forced back to work. The union bos
ses also defended the same idea 
when it came to cutbacks. But today, 
the labour movement is increasingly 
conscious that the situation is no dif
ferent for them where the NDP is in 
power. This explains why a relatively 
strong movement of opposition to 
support for the NDP has started to 
develop within the ranks of the 
labour movement. Within CUPE, and 
in Saskatchewan in particular, this 
movement is quite strong. The 
NDP’s anti-worker actions are un
masking it more and more. Even 
though this has not provoked the 
complete rejection of support for the 
NDP, it has at least turned this sup
port into conditional support. This 
marks an important break from the 
NDP for the labour movement. The 
union bosses’ propaganda cam
paign is proof of this.

Another good indication that the 
opposition movement is real is the 
fact that the union bureaucrats have 
been forced to modify their tactic. 
The NDP has thus gone from the 
“workers’ party” to the “ party that 
isn’t perfect” (!). By doing this, the 
union bureaucrats are now putting 
the emphasis more on the necessity 
for workers to actively participate in 
the party itself to transform it from 
within. This new tactic boils down to 
implicitly admitting that the NDP is 
often miles away from the interests 
of the working class.

In Quebec, support for the Parti 
Quebecois has also been trans
formed into a more critical stance. 
Needless to say, the PQ’s anti
worker legislation in Quebec is no 
more popular than the NDP’s in 
Saskatchewan. In Ontario, the union 
bosses are trying to prove that sup- 
p o r t in g  th e  NDP doe s  no t 
automatically imply sabotaging 
struggles and going all out for elec- 
toralist tactics. All these are signs 
that there exists a movement of op
position to the NDP within the work
ing class.

Democracy and 
class collaboration

In the context of the workers’ op
position to some major points of the

union bosses’ programme, the 
struggle for union democracy has 
become particularly important and 
acute. On one side, the union bosses 
defend their hegemony over the 
labour movement and are even try
ing to strengthen it. This is why they 
are in c re a s in g ly  using a n t i
democratic measures to crush the 
opposition. On the other side, the 
opposition movement is trying to 
make itself heard to influence the 
labour movement.

In Saskatchewan, the SFL ex
ecutive has held many meetings 
behind closed doors over the past 
year. It was out of reach of the rank 
and file the minute an issue remotely 
implied a controversial debate.

D u rin g  th e  c o n v e n tio n s  
themselves, union democracy was 
constantly under attack. In British 
Columbia, delegates were carefully 
chosen and each one’s vote closely 
controlled. Everywhere, convention 
documents, which are sometimes, 
very long, were only given to the 
delegates when they registered. This 
made it very difficult to prepare and 
organize the delegates who were op
posed to the union bosses’ line.

Generally speaking, the move
ment of opposition succeeded in 
countering the manoeuvres aimed at 
limiting union democracy. This same 
movement has also put forward 
propositions to broaden union 
democracy: the creation of union 
newspapers that would publicize 
workers’ struggles and unify them, 
increased control over the actions of 
elected union representatives, a 
greater representativity of the dif
ferent tendencies on federation 
committees and executives. The 
question at stake is clear: union 
members must have the possibility 
of controlling their own organiza
tions and opposing the class 
co llabora tion  line which s till 
dominates them.

The national question

Anti-democratism isn’t just a 
question of manipulating votes and 
conventions. Anti-democratism is 
also all the efforts made by union 
leaders to keep workers from 
debating fundamental questions like 
the national question. In Manitoba, 
for example, delegates had to listen 
s ile n tly  to a speech by Don

Montgom ery, CLC secretary- 
treasurer, on the merits of a united 
and federalist Canada without hav
ing the possibility of replying to 
Montgomery’s gibberish.

Even though union leaders did 
their best to keep the national ques
tion off the conventions’ agendas, 
many delegates brought it up during 
the conventions themselves. The 
CUPE convention denounced the 
idea of holding a Canada-wide 
referendum. In Manitoba, a resolu
tion of support for the Quebec Com
mon Front workers was adopted. In 
B ritish Colum bia, the Surrey 
T eache rs ’ A ssoc ia tion  (STA) 
adopted a resolution recognizing 
“Quebec’s right to self-determination 
up to and including separation if the 
people of Quebec so decide.” The 
STA also called on the British 
Columbia Teachers’ Association to 
take up this resolution and to send it 
to all the local teachers’ unions in 
Quebec. The struggles of the Native 
peoples were also supported by 
many conventions, notably in 
Manitoba and British Columbia.

But if we were to base our evalua
tion solely on the union conventions, 
we would be inclined to say that the 
labou r m ovem ent in English 
Canada is hardly preoccupied by the 
national question. This, however, 
would not be a correct evaluation 
because the union conventions 
prove in fact that the labour bosses 
adopted a policy of silence on the 
Quebec question even though many 
local unions had submitted resolu
tions supporting Quebec’s national 
rights. These resolutions never 
made it to the convention floor. 
Instead, union leaders prepared the 
ground to mobilize the labour move
ment behind the chauvinist People 
to People Petition. It is thus 
premature to conclude that this vital 
question for the unity of the labour 
movement in Canada has been set
tled once and for all.

Strengthen 
the movement 
of opposition

On all counts, the movement 
against class collaboration is grow
ing steadily and workers are becom
ing more and more conscious that 
the line put forward by the union
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In Saskatchewan, government employees struck and confronted the NDP 
government.

bosses is responsible for the set
backs that the working class has suf
fered recently.

The struggle between the opposi
tion movement and the union bosses 
becomes very intense at times 
because the latter are more united 
then ever across the country to 
c o u n te r the m ovem ent th a t 
threatens their very existence. Un
fortunately, the movement of op
position is far from being as well- 
organized as its rival. More often 
than not, this movement has no 
leadership and is not organized. 
This seriously handicaps its capacity 
to fight back. As a matter of fact, this 
movement is only really organized in 
Saskatchewan, where it revolves 
around the Trade Union Group 
(TUG). (*) During the last SFL con
vention, the TUG won the support of 
nearly half the delegates present.

As for the union bosses, they are 
not isolated individuals. They can 
rely on the unwavering support of 
the labour aristocracy whose in
te re s ts  they  d e fe n d . In 
Saskatchewan, they made sure that 
no supporter of the opposition 
movement was elected to the SFL’s 
executive committee. Consequently, 
nearly half the delegates were left

without any real representation on 
the executive committee. It just goes 
to show how far the union bosses 
are ready to go to maintain their 
control over the labour movement...

The union bosses’ repeated calls 
for unity in the last few months are in 
fact a lot of hot air. As far as they’re 
concerned, unity means accepting 
their line of class collaboration and 
their hegemony over the labour 
movement. In practice, this implies 
repressing progressive and com
munist workers, raiding other unions 
and violently attacking all the in
dependent and progressive unions 
that refuse to buckle under. In 
British Columbia, the labour bosses 
had no second thoughts about at
tacking the Association of University 
and College Employees (AUCE). In 
Saskatchewan, they zeroed in on the 
Retail, Wholesale and Department 
Store Union (RWDSU). In Quebec, 
the Confederation of National Trade 
Unions (CNTU) was the target.

The movement of opposition 
fought back against all these attacks 
in the name of unity, a unity quite dif
ferent from the one put forward by 
the union bosses. For the movement 
of opposition, the word unity implies 
the unity of the working class in its

struggle against the attacks of the 
ruling class, regardless of union af
filiation.

Not with standing the fact that the 
opposition movement against class 
collaboration has experienced real 
and important developments in the 
last period, it is still true that the 
collaborators, those who betray the 
struggles of the working class, still 
control the labour movement. In 
Saskatchewan where, as we men
tioned previously, the opposition 
movement is best organized, Nadine 
Hunt and her clique are still at the 
head of the SFL. In 1978, CLC 
delegates got rid of Joe Morris and 
criticized tripartism. Today, on the 
eve of the CLC convention, they 
have to get rid of Dennis McDermott 
and the same policy of tripartism 
that has been applied for the last two 
years, despite the rank and file’s 
objections. It also seems that, 
following the CUPE convention, the 
union bosses succeeded in dis
sociating the demand for McDer
mott’s resignation from support for 
the postal workers and the issue of 
McDermott’s class collaboration 
policy.

These facts must help us under
stand that, today more than ever, 
workers must continue to build and 
to strengthen the movement of op
position that ITas surfaced within 
their ranks. The opposition move
ment is faced with the task of re
jecting not only McDermott but also 
all those who are planning to pick up 
where he left off by pursuing the 
same bourgeois policy that has 
dominated the labour movement for 
years. This is why it is particularly 
important to clearly identify the class 
project put forward by the union 
bosses.

The class project 
defended by 
the union bosses

The different aspects of the union 
bosses’ practice that we have just 
discussed didn’t simply fall out of the 
blue. The union bosses have not

(*) The TUG is a coalition of a number of local un
ions within the SFL. It is organized on the basis 
of a platform of opposition to collaboration and 
to the labour movement’s unconditional support 
for the NDP. It calls for greater support for 
labour’s struggles and trade-union democracy.
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betrayed the working class time and 
time again simply on passing whims. 
On the contrary, their actions are 
guided by a solid logic. The fact is 
that union bosses are much more 
preoccupied by the good health of 
Canada’s economy than by the lot of 
the working class in this country. But 
they can’t come out and say it quite 
as crudely as that because they have 
to reckon with the existence and 
force of the opposition movement. 
This is why the union bosses have 
opted for using the real problems 
faced by the masses to boost their 
project as the miracle solution to all 
these problems. Union bosses talk a 
lot about cutbacks, unemployment, 
inflation. As a matter of fact, they talk 
about them more than ever before... 
But they talk about these problems 
in a way that permits them to co-opt 
the struggles being waged, to 
canalize them to their own advan
tage.

There are two ways of looking at 
today’s problems. Take cutbacks, 
for example. Massive struggles can 
be waged and direct actions taken 
against all measures that restrict 
services to force the ruling class to re
establish and improve them; or, as 
the union bosses are fond of doing, 
these same struggles can be used to 
put forward the necessity of rein
forcing the bourgeois State, its role 
in the country’s economy, etc. When 
it comes to factory shutdowns, 
workers can demonstrate against 
them, stage occupations, demand 
that the ruling class give them com
pensation benefits; or they can 
adopt the union bosses’ strategy in 
such situations, which consists in 
putting forward energy policies that 
will make the Canadian bourgeoisie 
more competitive and that will en
sure its economic development.

The union bosses’ programme 
boils down to one thing: industrial 
strategy. Its most recent and most 
elaborate expression is to be found 
in a document entitled Statement on 
Economic Nationalism and Foreign 
Ownership, published by the On
tario Federation of Labour (OFL). 
When we say that the union bosses 
put their industrial strategy forward 
as THE solution to all problems, we 
are neither joking nor exaggerating 
the situation. The above-mentioned 
documents sums up in a nutshell

what this strategy is supposed to 
bring workers today, under a capitalist 
system:

"... full employment in a growing 
econom y; reasonab le  p rice  
stability; redistribution of rising in
comes; environmental and job 
safety protection; social measures 
to do away with ill health, in
s e c u rity  and want; and an 
improvement in the quality of li
fe.” ( ’).

It should also be added that this 
same industrial strategy is also sup
posed to solve the Quebec national 
question since, according to the un
ion bosses, Quebec’s problem is 
one of insufficient economic develop
ment that their industrial strategy 
would, of course, transform. In other 
words, the union bosses' industrial 
strategy is in fact an important 
manoeuvre to give imperialism a 
new facelift.

And by a flick of their industrial 
wand, the union bosses co-opt all 
the struggles against unemployment 
and cutbacks, and for indexation 
and occupational health and safety, 
just to mention a few... Who needs to 
go out in the streets to battle for 
rights and living conditions? The un
ion bosses’ industrial strategy is a 
better and safer way of solving all 
those problems. As the OFL docu
ment explains, the key to solving the 
workers’ problems is a review of in

vestment policy; increased interven
tion by the State to regulate 
economic cycles and avoid crises; 
more severe control of foreign in
vestments; greater “public” control 
over the multinationals’ activities; 
nationalization of different sectors of 
the economy, including natural 
resources; the reinforcement of 
Petro-Canada and a national energy 
strategy; more rules and regulations 
for private enterprises; encourage
ment of Canadian investors; a more 
competitive Canadian economy by 
developing and diversifying secon
dary industry; renegotiation of inter
national free-trade agreements...

To hear them go on this way, you 
would swear that you were witness
ing a discussion between finance 
ministers and businessmen to figure 
out the best way to increase their 
capital and measure up to foreign 
competition.

But that’s exactly what the union 
bosses' industrial strategy boils 
down to. The problems of the work
ing class? Never heard of them... 
They are mentioned once in a while 
to get the people to support their 
plan of development for Canadian 
imperialism. The union bosses are 
racking their brains for solutions to

1. Ontario Federation of Labour, Statement on 
Economic Nationalism and Foreign Ownership, 
Document submitted to the 1979 OFL Conven
tion, November 27-30, 1979, p. 2

At their last convention, workers of the Canadian Union of Public Employees 
demanded McDermott’s resignation.
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the problems of... productivity and 
economic planning.

Today, our country, like countries 
throughout the world, is racked by 
one of the most severe crises of our 
time and the privileges of yesteryear 
are increasingly threatened, notably 
in Ontario. So the labour aristocracy 
has had to choose its camp. Indeed 
the fate of this stratum of the 
proletariat is hopelessly bound up 
with the fate of Canadian impe
rialism . For the labour aristo 
cracy and its representatives in 
the labour movement, the develop
ment of Canada’s competitive posi
tion on world markets implies that 
the imperialists may throw a few 
more crumbs their way. Canada’s 
economic development implies in
creased privileges, better wages, 
greater powers in the organization of 
work and the possibility for some to 
take a seat in Parliament or on a 
government committee. But for most 
workers, the project of the labour 
aristocracy can only mean more ex
ploitation and the loss of their most 
fundamental rights; for the labour 
aristocracy, that small stratum of the 
Canadian working class, only gains 
privileges for services rendered to 
imperialism by repressing the 
struggles of the working class for 
better wages, by imposing social 
peace on the whole labour move
ment whether workers like it or not.

You can be sure that the union 
bosses will never explain the situa
tion this way. Instead, they do their 
very best to convince workers that 
the ir destiny depends on the 
prosperity of their “very own” ruling 
class. This incredibly opportunist 
idea is the very basis of the union 
bosses’ power. It explains their 
whole line and practice. The union 
bosses’ strategy is consciously 
directed against proletarian revolu
tion. If the struggle against class 
collaboration is to succeed, it will 
have to root out all traces of this 
point of view.

What does the union bosses’ in
dustrial strategy really mean for the 
working class?

Support for an industrial strategy 
that aims to make Canada more 
competitive can only lead to one 
th in g : s a b o ta g in g  w o rk e rs ’ 
struggles. Why? Because, under 
capitalism, a country is not made

more competitive chiefly by in
vesting more correctly; it is done first 
and foremost by exploiting the work
ing class even more, by lowering its 
wages, by speeding up production 
lines. A look at what the union bos
ses are doing in regard to the project 
of m ak ing  the CN-CP m ore 
profitable is enough to convince us 
of this truth. At CN-CP, the union 
bosses fully support the State’s pro
ject to make this company more 
competitive even if it implies that 
hundreds of workers will be laid off. 
In Cape Breton, Nova Scotia, the 
NDP is behind the project to make 
the Sydney s tee lw o rks  more 
profitable even if in this case as well 
hundreds of workers will be laid off. 
Imperialism can only become more 
competitive by increasingly ex
ploiting the working class. No 
wonder the NDP has important 
programmes to ensure the greater 
mobility of the work force. In this 
context, the objectives set by an in
dustrial strategy lead directly to stifl
ing resistance. Have you ever seen a 
country become more competitive 
because of the number of working- 
class struggles in that country? 
Quite the contrary.

It should also be understood that 
protecting and developing Canada’s 
capacity to compete with other 
imperialist powers leads directly to 
national oppression. The union bos
ses are being consistent when they 
support the chauvinist People to 
People Petition. To reap the most 
profits from the country’s natural 
resources and to compete on inter
n a tio n a l m a rke ts , C anad ian  
capitalists need a strong and united 
c o u n try . There  m ust be no 
roadblocks to the pipelines in 
Northern Canada, and the doors 
must also be opened wide for mining 
operatons. Nothing could be further 
from the capitalists’ concerns than 
the national rights of the Native peo
ples.

The development of capitalism in 
Canada has always depended on the 
capitalists’ capacity to maintain a 
united market within the country and 
to control the country’s natural 
resources. The repression of the 
Metis in the West gives us a good 
idea of how far the ruling class is 
ready to go to ensure this. Whether it 
is said outright or not, the develop

ment of the country’s natural 
resources and industry at present
implies that in practice all the ob
stacles that stand in the way are to 
be bulldozered. Consequently, the 
Canadian bourgeoisie denies the 
national rights of the Native peoples, 
plunders their natural resources, 
destroys their society, stamps out 
their traditions and reduces the 
Native peoples to unemployment 
and welfare. The development of 
natural resources also implies main
taining lower wages in Quebec, job 
discrimination and above all, deny
ing the Quebec nation’s right to self- 
determination.

Of course, these positions are in
evitably and directly opposed to the 
support that the labour movement 
has expressed for the rights of 
nations and national minorities in 
Canada. The result of the union bos
ses’ strategy is evident and we must 
understand its full implications: this 
strategy corresponds to the division 
of the labour movement, a division 
much more real and important than 
the one that McDermott has tried to 
pass off as the work of the opposi
tion movement and the communists.

Ultimately, if the working class 
ends up adopting the point of view 
that its destiny is linked to the fate of 
“ its very own” bourgeoisie and that it 
must work to maintain Canadian 
imperialism’s capacity to compete 
on the world market, it will neces
sarily support the ruling class when 
it trades its peaceful methods of 
competition for another form: war. 
This is not simply a hypothesis. It is a 
fact that past experience has con
firmed. The union bosses have 
always been the champions of 
imperialist war within the workers’ 
movement, as the AFL-CIO leaders 
in the United States are proving 
once again by adhering to the 
“Carter doctrine” .

Another fact that the union bosses 
don’t mention about their industrial 
strategy is that it leads directly to 
tripartism. They talk a lot about plan
ning investments, planning this and 
that, p lanning everyth ing and 
anything. As a matter of fact, plan
ning is an important part of their 
whole industrial strategy. This is why 
they have planned that the labour 
movement will manage a part of the 
country’s economy. And there you
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have the explanation for all their 
briefs and their participation in 
government committees. Their in
dustrial strategy implies not only the 
planning of capital but also the plan
ning of the labour movement. These 
manoeuvres have won union bosses 
important political privileges when it 
comes to taking decisions on tripar
tite committees. The price of these 
privileges? A domesticated labour 
movement that will not alter their 
“ plans” .

Another aspect of the union bos
ses’ industrial strategy is that it 
destroys the very raison d’etre of 
local unions. Experience has taught 
us that an industrial strategy is 
thought out and applied by the big 
brass of union hierarchy. Only 
specialists and technocrats have a 
say in the matter. Consequently, 
d e c is io n -m a k in g  powers are 
transferred from the base to the top 
where these “ important questions” 
are dealt with. To support the union 
bosses’ industrial strategy is to sup
port their undemocratic plan which 
consists in taking the maximum of 
powers away from local unions and 
placing them in the hands of a po
werful central apparatus. From that 
day on, wages, indexation, cutbacks 
and other important questions are 
only discussed at the top and deci
sions are reached by consulting the 
State and the capitalists.

Last but not least, this industrial 
strategy can only be put into practice 
by the State. So an appropriate 
political party must be in power to 
ensure it... And the NDP is the 
answer, of course. This is why the in
dustrial strategy defended by the 
union bosses goes hand in hand 
with unconditional support for the 
NDP.

In the labour movement at pre
sent, the perspective of an industrial 
strategy has met with little opposi
tion. Some campaigns, like the one 
to save Petro-Canada or Sysco in 
Nova Scotia, have even been 
somewhat successful. Union bosses 
like Shirley Carr of the CLC regularly 
p lay the ca rd  of C anad ian  
nationalism to sell their project. 
These union bosses were eloquent to 
defend Canada’s economy against 
the “big bad foreigners” and try to 
bring workers to their feet by 
shouting, "well, if they’re not 
satisfied, they can just leave.”

Meanwhile, they succeed in hiding 
the fact that their current betrayal of 
working-class struggles is closely 
linked to their industrial strategy. 
The betrayals of working-class 
struggles, undemocratic behaviour, 
tripartism, the denial of national 
rights and support for the NDP are 
all manifestations of the application 
of the union bosses’ industrial 
strategy and of the point of view on 
which it is based.

Within the labour movement itself, 
the question of industrial strategy is 
not seen in the same way. The union 
bosses want to manage the 
country’s im peria list economy. 
Workers, on the other hand, are 
desperately looking for a solution to 
unemployment, inflation and cut
backs. That’s when the union bosses 
arrive on the scene with their miracle 
solution to all problems; and at first 
glance, workers are inclined to think 
that it could work. This is why it still 
has not met with strong opposition.

To develop this opposition, the 
working class cannot rely on all the 
opportunist groups that claim to of
fer an alternative to the union bos-

The 1979 convention of the Saskatchewan Federation of Labour, where the 
Trade Union Group brought together and organized the opposition forces.

.............. rnmsmmmmt-

ses’ policies. What did the Com
munist Party of Canada (CP) have to 
say about the union bosses’ 
proposed industrial strategy during 
the OFL convention in November 
1979? They declared that though it 
was an excellent document, it 
needed a few extra little things like 
something on energy policies, a cou
ple more nationalizations and, of 
course, in a bow to radicalism, more 
planned actions. What this amounts 
to is that the CP fundamentally 
agrees with the industrial strategy, 
but is bothered by a couple of com
mas.

As for the Workers Communist 
Party (WCP), it gave just about the 
same answer. Its delegate at the OFL 
convention declared that the in
dustrial strategy document was 
“ interesting” , and he seemed quite 
taken by its anti-U.S. imperialism 
approach. He also thought that a few 
minor points needed to be changed: 
according to the WCP, the Auto Pact 
should not be renegociated but 
simply “scrapped” . As for the rest, 
everything was fine, especially the 
part about saving Petro Canada...

The proletarian 
line in
the labour movement

Though it is dispersed, the move
ment of op p o s itio n  to c lass 
collaboration is clearly alive and 
well. It has forced the traitors and 
opportunists either to unmask 
themselves or to humour workers in 
an attempt to co-opt the opposition 
movement.

Workers are quite right to say that 
their gains were won through their 
bitter struggles and not by courting 
the government. This is a correct 
evaluation of reality and it is contrary 
to the one put forward by the union 
bosses. As far as the latter are con
cerned, the struggles waged by the 
working class are practically useless 
if they don’t have some friends in 
Parliament. Those are practically the 
very words of the “very combative” 
Shirley Carr of the CLC. Workers 
must make sure that at the other end 
of the line (in Parliament) "attentive 
ears” are listening. For the union 
bosses, the ballot box means 
everything and struggles nothing. 
Why, in Manitoba, they even went so
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far as to call the postal workers reac
tionary because they did not want to 
involve themselves in politics by... 
working for the NDP’s election cam
paign!

The opposition movement has 
seen how the ballot-box solution is a 
hoax. But how can workers oppose 
it? What can they propose instead? 
When progressives are confronted 
with union bosses who are in
creasingly calling on workers to “get 
involved in politics” , they often 
refuse to support the NDP uncon
ditionally and reject any political 
commitment, unless it involves a 
strike or picket line.

These attitudes are understan
dable. In the last 40 years the work
ing class has been served a steady 
diet of bourgeois policies. It has 
been submitted to the most sordid 
electoralist strategy made up of 
wheeling and dealing, illusions on 
the power of the ballot box, lies, 
about-faces, broken promises and 
empty praise. For the last 40 years, 
this is what politics have meant for 
the w o rk ing  class under the 
leadership of the CCF, the NDP, the 
CP and the union bosses.

Workers are more than justified in 
rejecting this type of politics. They 
must, however, realize that this 
same policy is also made of class 
collaboration, tripartism and un
democratic behaviour, that this 
same policy leads to betraying 
working-class struggles, to oppress
ing nations and to dividing the 
proletariat. This is the very essence 
of the bourgeois policy in trade un
ions.

Today, the opposition movement 
must work for a total break with the 
bourgeois policy that dominates the 
labour movement. It must break with 
the support given to this policy, 
whether it is conditional or not, for 
this support seeks to tie workers to 
the exploiters’ coattails. To oppose 
this policy, workers must not 
become apolitical; on the contrary, 
they must become actively involved 
in the struggle to ensure the triumph 
of the proletarian line within the 
labour movement and greater vic
tories for the working class. The 
possibilities for doing this are 
numerous.

Already the labour movement has 
started to reject the tripartism that

the union bosses often defend in a 
roundabout way. Workers should 
continue to reject tripartism by 
c learly identify ing the policy 
defended by all the McDermotts of 
the labour movement.

Workers should also not be fooled 
by the NDP’s and the union 
bureaucrats’ apparent silence on the 
Quebec national question. Behind 
this silence lurks support for the 
bourgeoisie's chauvinist policy and 
petitions like the People to People 
Petition. Workers must do all they 
can to ensure that this question is 
discussed by the rank and file, and 
not simply relegated to the big brass 
of the CLC. Workers should oppose 
the position that puts forward the 
division of the labour movement and 
the unity of the Canadian imperialist 
bourgeoisie by defending a position 
that recognizes in practice the right 
of the Quebec nation to self- 
determination, up to and including 
separation if it so decides. Workers 
must defend the only unity that 
serves their interests, the unity of the 
working class throughout the 
country. Chauvinist campaigns must 
be countered with working-class 
c a m p a ig n s , w ith  m e ssages  
defending Quebec’s right to self- 
determination, with concrete sup
port for Quebecois workers, etc.

This unity is all the more impor
tant at a time when the Canadian 
State is stepping up political repres
sion and its attacks on the labour 
movement’s most fundamental 
rights: the right to strike, to negotiate 
and to organize. Today, the postal 
workers’ leader Jean-Claude Parrot 
is behind bars for three months. 
There are people who are responsi
ble for this situation and they will 
have to account for it to the workers. 
The workers’ united fightback 
against all forms of political repres
sion implies that they will have to re
ject those who have collaborated 
with the ruling class in exercising 
this repression. And the NDP is at 
the top of the class when it comes to 
this.

Recent events in the world have 
given all the bourgeois parties, the 
NDP included, the possibility of real
ly cozying up to the ruling class by 
supporting its war preparations, like 
the reinforcement of the Canadian 
army and of the NATO forces. The

workers’ opposition movement must 
take a clear stand against these ac
tions. It must show that it in no way 
intends to support any imperialist 
aggression and that it hasnointention 
whatsoever of approving the Cana
dian government’s support for the 
United States’ war policies. The U.S. 
government has already announced 
preparations for the draft and the 
Canadian government is preparing 
the ground to get people to accept 
c u tb a c k s , so c ia l peace  and 
restricted rights in the name of the 
"defence of the free world” . Workers 
should make their voices heard and 
tell the capitalists and their parties 
that there will never be a “ free world” 
for workers as long as capitalism ex
ists. Workers have no intention of 
sacrificing their rights on the altar of 
Canadian imperialism.

If workers act any other way, if 
they limit their actions to their im
mediate struggles and their com- 
bativity without addressing the ques
tion of political power, if they believe 
that an independent programme for 
the labour movement will be enough 
to topple the bourgeois line that 
reigns supreme within it, then they 
are wrong. To do this would amount 
to leaving political matters up to the 
ruling class, the NDP, the Liberals, 
the Tories, the CP. It amounts to let
ting the union bosses run the labour 
movement. It amounts to condemn
ing the working class to never being 
anything other than an opposition 
that defends its rights by marching 
in the streets while its enemy holds 
political power and controls the 
State apparatus with its police, 
courts and laws.

This is why the question oi the 
necessity of a proletarian party for 
the working class is a question that 
has a lot to do with today’s struggles. 
The necessity of a proletarian party 
stems directly from these struggles 
and appears as the only possible 
answer to all the questions being 
raised by the opposition movement 
concerning the path that workers 
should follow.

So the next time a union boss says 
“Get involved in politics” , answer 
him: “You bet your life we’re going to 
get involved. But it won’t be in your 
type of politics. We’re going to get 
involved to smash your politics to 
smithereens!”
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The CLC
in the Canadian labour movement

Union membership 
in Canada

In 1978, the most recent year for 
which we have statistics, there were 
about 3.3 million unionized workers 
in Canada. This represented 39% of 
paid workers (excluding those in 
agriculture) that year. Although the 
1970s were a period of steady 
growth in union membership, this 
has not always been the situation in 
Canada: during the 1920s and 
1930s, union membership was 
declining or stagnant; the 1940s 
were years of most rapid growth, 
with union membership almost tri
pling over the decade; in the 1950s, 
growth was much slower, and in the 
1960s there was relative stagnation 
again. (1)

The rate of unionization varies 
from one industry to the next. For 
example, in 1977 the highest rates 
were to be found in fishing (88% of 
paid workers), public administration 
(69%), construction (58%), transpor
tation, communications and other

utilities (53%) and in forestry (50%); 
the lowest rates were in financial in
stitu tions (2%), re ta iling  and 
wholesaling (8%), and in service in
dustries (22%). (2)

The number of women in the un
ion movement has been rapidly 
growing in recent years: in the last

15 years their number has tripled, 
and over the post-war period, the 
number of women union members 
has multiplied by ten times. Yet in 
1977, women only represented 28% 
of union membership although they 
accounted for 38% of the labour 
force. This reflects the fact that 
women are often restricted to 
marginal sectors of the economy 
where exploitation is more intense. 
(3)

The table 1 presents the distribu
tion of union m em bership by 
province, in 1977.

Canadian unions accounted for 
53% of union membership in 1978, 
and American unions (the “ inter
nationals”) for 47%. (4 5) Note that the 
presence of American unions in

1. Labour Canada, Labour Organizations in 
Canada 1978, Table I. The 1976-77 edition of 
this publication presents union membership 
statistics dating back to 1911.

2. Statistics Canada (71-202), Corporations and 
Labour Unions Returns Act (CALURA) 1977: 
Part 11-Labour Unions, p.77

3. CALURA, op. clt., p.48

To round out the preceding article on class collaboration in unions in 
Canada, we are including in this issue a factual portrayal of the Ca
nadian labour movement. The publication of this article also coincides 
with the upcoming convention of the Canadian Labour Congress 
(CLC).

This article presents essential statistical information on the union 
movement in Canada in general, and on the CLC in particular. In addi
tion, we are presenting a brief description of how the C LC functions, in
formation on its provincial federations of labour and some additional 
details on the Canadian Union of Public Employees (CUPE) — the 
largest member union of the CLC, as well as the one which has placed 
the “Dump McDermott” issue squarely on the agenda. Of course, like 
any brief selection of facts and figures, this article has its limits; and we 
invite readers seeking further information of this kind on the Canadian 
union movement to take note of and to consult the reference docu
ments used in the preparation of this article.

Table 1
Distribution of union membership by province, 1977

Province members %

Newfoundland 57,000 2.0
Prince Edward Island 8,500 0.3
Nova Scotia 82,000 2.9
New Brunswick 69,000 2.4
Quebec 779,000 27.6
Ontario 1,057,000 37.5
Manitoba 118,000 4.2
Saskatchewan 77,000 2.7
Alberta 179,000 6.4
British Columbia 390,000 13.8
Yukon 2,000 0.1
Northwest Terr. 3,500 0.1

Canada 2,822,000 100

Source: from Tables 15A and 15B In CALURA 1977; Statlstlcs-Canada (71-202).

Canada has been constantly declin- The CLC was born in 1956, the
ing since the Second World War: for result of the merger of the Trades
example, in 1949, they had 70% of and Labour Congress and the Cana-
union membership in Canada. Their dian Congress of Labour, the two
presence is particularly strong in 
construction, trade, mines and oils,

largest labour bodies at the time.

manufacturing and in forestry. (6) 
(See table 2)

These two congresses were linked
respective ly to the Am erican
Federation of Labour (AFL) and to 
the Congress of Industrial Organiza-

The Canadian tion (CIO) in the United States, and 
their merger followed closely behind

Labour Congress the same process in the U.S.A.

Table 2
Union membership by congress affiliation, 1978

Congress members %
Canadian Labour Congress (CLC) 
Confederation of National

2,204,000 67.2

Trade Unions (CNTU) 178,000 5.4
Centrale des Syndlcats 
Democratlques (CSD) 38,000 1.2
Canadian Council of Unions (CCU) 26,000 0.8
AFL-CIO, only 11,000 0.3
Independent unions 822,000 25.1

Total 3,278,000 100

Source: Labour Canada, Labour Organizations in Canada 1978, Table 2

which had resulted in AFL-CIO. The 
CLC, while maintaining many impor
tant links with the AFL-CIO, es
pecially through the international 
unions which dominate it, remains 
basically independent. It con
centrates its attention on labour 
struggles, politics, the economy and 
social reform in Canada; and on in
ternational questions, the CLC 
sometimes takes positions which 
contradict those of the AFL-CIO. 
(For example, the CLC continues to 
play an active role in the 60-million- 
member International Confederation 
of Free Trade Unions, while the AFL- 
CIO has withdrawn.)

When it comes to the NDP, 
however, the CLC’s links are very 
close. A resolution at the CLC’s 1958 
convention called for the creation of 
the NDP, and at the NDP’s founding 
convention in 1961 over 35% of the 
delegates were from the CLC. Since 
that time, the leader of the NDP is in
vited to speak at every CLC conven
tion, important financial support 
comes from the CLC and some of its 
member unions (especially the 
Steelworkers and the United Auto 
Workers) and the labour bosses as
sure the NDP an important source of 
manpower during elections. And 
since McDermott’s election to the 
presidency in 1978, the formal links 
have become much more open and 
active.

In 1978, the CLC was composed 
of 74 international unions (66% of 
the individuals in unions affiliated to 
the CLC), and 23 Canadian unions 
(34% of affiliated membership). 
There were also 111 unions with
13,000 members directly chartered 
to the CLC. Together, that makes 2.2 
million workers distributed in about

4. Note that this figure is lower than the figure of 
3.3 million given previously, and which is the 
one to retain. The differences are not only due 
to the fact that one statistic Is for 1977 and the 
other for 1978, but also because they come 
from two different federal ministries. CALURA's 
figures exclude certain marginal unions in their 
compilations, but this should not have much ef
fect on the distribution of union membership 
among the provinces.

5. Labour Organizations in Canada 1978, op.cit., 
Table 3.

6. CALURA, op.cit., p.77
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Table 4
CLC unions with more than 50,000 members, 1978

Canadian Union of Public Employees (CUPE) 231,000
United Steelworkers of America (USWA) 199,000
Public Service Alliance of Canada (PSAC) 1 54,000
United Automobile, Aerospace and Agricultural 
Implement Workers of America (UAW) 130,000
National Union of Provincial Govt.
Employees (NUPGE) 128,000
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and
Joiners of America (UBCJA) 89,000
International Brotherhood of Electrical
Workers (I BEW) 64,000
Labourers’ International Union of North
America (LIUNA) 61,000
International Woodworkers of America (IWA) 57,000
Canadian Paperworkers Union (CPU) 57,000
Service Employees International Union
of Canada (SEIU) 55,000
International Association of Machinists
and Aerospace Workers (IAM ) 54,000
Retail Clerk’s International Association (RCIA) 52,000
Canadian Food and Allied Workers (CFAW) 50,000

8500 union locals. (7) Finally, the 
CLC is composed of 10 provincial 
labour federations, and in 1978, of 
118 local labour councils. (8)

Tne following comparisons of 
budgets provide some indications of 
the capacities of the different types 
of elements within the CLC.

Table 3
Expenditures in 1977 
Canadian Labour

Canadien Labour 
Congress $4,500,000

Ontario Federation 
of Labour $850,000

Canadian Union
of Public Employees $10,300,000

Source: Financial Reports of CLC, OFL, CUPE.

The Convention of the CLC elects 
20 officers who, together with a 
representative of each of the provin
cial labour federations (usually the 
president), make up the Executive 
Council, the highest authority of the 
CLC between conventions. This 
Council is required to meet at least 
four times a year. In addition, there 
is the Executive Committee, a more 
practical decision-making authority 
made up of the executive and the six 
general vice-presidents, which 
meets at least six times per year. 
The executive, which deals with day- 
to-day problems, is composed of the 
president (salary of $50,000, not 
counting expenses), a secretary- 
treasurer ($46,500) and two ex
ecutive vice-presidents ($45,000 
each). (9)

The convention, which is the 
CLC’s highest decision-making 
body, meets every two years and 
b r in g s  to g e th e r  a b o u t 2500 
delegates. Each union local can 
send one delegate, and if it has more 
than 1000 members, an additional 
delegate for every 1000. Each af
filiated union, provincial federation 
and local labour council can each

send two delegates, and the four 
members of the executive are 
automatically delegates. Typically, 
about 95% of the delegates are sent 
by the union locals. (See Table 4)

The 14 largest unions account for 
63% of the CLC’s membership. Of 
course, it is not always the biggest 
unions that have the greatest in
fluence on the development of the 
labour movement: for example, the 
Canadian Union of Postal Workers 
(CUPW) only has 23,000 members. 
(See Table 5)

The federations are definitely sub
ordinate bodies to the CLC. Their 
legal existence depends on the CLC, 
which grants them a charter and 
which has the authority to suspend a 
federation or to dissolve it and 
withdraw its charter.

Article XV, section 3, of the CLC’s 
Constitution states that the executive 
council of the CLC basically has 
authority over all aspects of a 
federation’s activities. It “shall issue 
rules governing the conduct, ac
tiv ities , a ffa irs , finances and 
property of federations of labour 
and local labour councils and 
providing procedures for the dis
cipline of such bodies or their of

ficers” . The executive council’s deci
sions can be appealed at the con
vention, but they remain in full force 
until that time. (10)

7. Labour Organizations..., op. clt., Table 4; and 
CALURA, p.44

8. Ibid.
9. CLC, Constitution (1976 edition)

10. Ibid.

Table 5 
Membership 
of the provincial 
federations of labour, 
1978

Newfoundland 35,000
Prince Edward Island 3,000
Nova Scotia 55,000
New Brunswick 41,000
Quebec 284,000
Ontario 715,000
Manitoba 73,000
Saskatchewan 54,000
Alberta 96,000
British Columbia 215,000

Source: Labour Canada, Labour Organizations 
in Canada, 1978.
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Table 6
CUPE membership by province, 1977

province locals members

Newfoundland 29 3,700
Prince Edward Island 16 1,200

Nova Scotia 82 7,000

New Brunswick 131 16,000

Quebec 219 43,000

Ontario 478 98,000

Manitoba 72 15,000
Saskatchewan 151 14,000
Alberta 88 21,000

British Columbia 118 26,000

Canada 1384 243,000

Source: Statistics Canada (71-202 Supplement): CALURA, 1977.

The Quebec Federation of Labour 
(QFL) is, however, an exception. As 
a result of a constant struggle waged 
by the QFL since the early 1960s, 
they now have a special status 
which, in many respects, gives the 
QFL powers that are similar to that of 
a central labour body. A comparison 
of its budget with that of the OFL 
provides an indication of this dif
ference in status: in 1978, the OFL’s 
budget was only 13% higher than the 
QFL’s, while it had more than 21/2 
times as many members.

In 1967, the QFL adopted a cons
titution which broke with the model 
established by the CLC for the 
federations. This constitution is in 
some important respects a declara
tion of autonomy, and it was only 
very recently approved by the CLC. 
(11) This constitution defines the 
QFL’s Convention as its highest 
decision-making body, while in the 
O FL, fo r  e x a m p le , the  
Executive Council of the CLC can 
not only over-rule decisions of the 
OFL executive, but can also over
rule decisions requiring a two-thirds 
majority at the OFL Convention. (12)

lnJ973, the QFL decided to begin 
to accept that groups of workers 
who had broken away from their in

ternational union could be affiliated 
directly to it (electrical, textile, 
c h e m ic a ls  and p e tro le u m , 
breweries, pulp and paper, com
munications, radio and TV, etc.). The 
other federations are only permitted 
to accept organizations already af
filiated to the CLC as members.

In 1974, “delegates at the CLC 
convention voted alm ost un
animously (85%), and despite the 
fierce opposition of all CLC officers, 
to grant us (the QFL) the transfer of 
jurisdiction we demanded (educa
tion and labour councils) as well as a 
formula of perequation” . (13) This 
meant that labour councils were 
henceforth to be under the control of 
the QFL rather than the CLC, and the 
same applied for trade-union educa
tion. It also meant that, in 1979, the 
CLC gave the QFL a $44,000 sub
sidy.

But despite the convention’s deci
sion, the leadership of the CLC 
managed to put off the application of 
this decision for four years. At the 
QFL’s I977 convention, a resolution

condemning the CLC leadership’s 
“ intransigent attitude” in stalling on 
this decision was passed. (14) And it 
was finally only under the pressure 
of the 1978 convention of the CLC,

where the resolution on the Quebec 
national question was an issue over 
which the QFL was threatening to 
leave the CLC, that the CLC 
leadership agreed to grant the 
special status in practice... and coin
cidentally, a compromise resolution 
on Quebec was passed which was 
vigorously defended by QFL presi- 
d e n t L o u is  L a b e rg e  and 
Steelworkers' provincial director 
Jean G6rin-Lajoie.

The Canadian Union 
of Public Employees 
(CUPE)

CUPE was created in 1963 
through a merger of public sector 
unions. By 1975, it had become the 
largest union in Canada. The Table 6 
indicates its number of locals and 
members by province in 1977.

CUPE’s members are employed 
right across Canada, in the public 
service (municipal, provincial and 
federal) and in the para-public sec
tor (schools, hospitals, librairies, 
State enterprises, etc.). Forty per 
cent of its members are women, and 
40% of its membership comes from 
Ontario.

The unionization of manual 
workers in public services (trans
port, electricity, gas,etc.) dates back 
to about the same time as for 
workers doing similar work in the 
private sector-about 40 years. But 
the unionization of civil servants 
(municipal, provincial and federal), 
is quite a recent phenomenon, 
d a t in g  back  to  th e  1 960s 
(Saskatchewan: 1943; Quebec: 
1964; federal:1967; British Colum
bia: 1973; etc.). Yet by 1977, 69% of 
the workers of the public services 
were unionized, the highest level for 
any major sector of the Canadian 
economy.

11. QFL, “La FTO et la Question Nationale” (1979 
Convention document), p.7

12. OFL, Constitution (1979), See Articles Vl:2, ll:2, 
XI.

13. “La FTQ et la Question Nationale”, op.clt., p.7
14. QFL, le Monde Ouvrier (Jan.1978); special issue 

on the 15th Convention, p.10
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The unity of the international 
Marxist-Leninist movement: 
A political question for today

Where are the Marxist-Leninists in Iran and in Afghanistan capable 
of offering a real alternative to the “Islamic revolution”? Where is the 
Marxist-Leninist party in these countries which is supposed to lead the 
revolution towards the victory of socialism? And in any case, who wants 
your Russian-style socialism? Thanks, but no thanks! Afghanistan is 
getting a taste of it and I’d rather keep what little “freedom” we have un
der capitalism than to lose everything. These are the questions, doubts 
and scepticism which we hear regularly, when we are not faced with 
outright opposition to what is wrongly identified as socialism. 
Imperialism’s offensive at all levels — with its solid allies among the 
reformists and revisionists — has, for the moment, succeeded in turn
ing the struggles of the peoples away from the path of proletarian 
revolution and the construction of socialism.

As the imperialist bourgeoisies’ war preparations become an in
creasing reality, the proletariat and peoples find themselves without 
real proletarian leadership on an international scale capable of guiding 
their struggles to a decisive victory over imperialism. Nevertheless, the 
forces which are resolutely working for the victory of socialism and the 
dictatorship of the proletariat — the only path capable of assuring total 
liberation from the capitalist system of exploitation — are to be found in 
the Marxist-Leninist movement as it exists and is developing in several 
countries.

What is the current situation within the international Marxist-Leninist 
movement? Does it really influence the course of events and the 
development of class struggle in each country and on a world scale? 
How are its main contradictions and its major weaknesses going to be 
resolved? Today’s communists must give the proletariat answers to 
these questions because it is about time that socialism cease to be a 
vague aspiration which we will “inevitably” attain one day or another, 
despite the just as “inevitable” reversals and detours.

A movement 
which exists but 
is dispersed

We have only to point out the lack 
of influence of the international com
munist movement on support for the 
main revolutionary struggles in re
cent years — Iran, Nicaragua, El 
Salvador, Zimbabwe, for example — 
to recognize that, despite the 
so lida rity  organized by many 
Marxist-Leninists around the world, 
their efforts have not been able to 
break through the wall of silence

surrounding the struggles of these 
peoples. They have not been able to 
unmask the lies of the bourgeois 
press. They have been even less 
able to thwart the booby-trapped aid 
offered by the imperialist powers 
burning with impatience to replace 
the dominant imperialists.

It must be pointed out that in 
many countries in Africa and the 
M iddle East, the in fluence of 
Marxists-Leninists is still very weak, 
when it is not inexistent, especially in 
the face of attempts by the Soviet 
revisionists to place revolutionary

liberation movements under their 
thumbs.

If we turn our attention to the 
capitalist or imperialist countries 
such as France, Germany, Italy, 
Canada or the United States, we 
have to admit that the influence of 
the Marxist-Leninist point of view 
among the proletariat and the mas
ses is still very limited in comparison 
to the influence of social democracy 
and modern revisionism.

But at the same time, we would be 
denying reality if we didn’t recognize 
the existence of Marxist-Leninist 
forces in a large num ber of 
countries. Although their influence in 
the class struggle is still very limited 
(there are a few exceptions, and 
notably that of the Party of Labour of 
Albania, which is leading the 
struggle to build socialism), these 
forces do exist and are developing in 
the revolutionary struggle. In Iran, 
several Marxist-Leninist organiza
tions are playing an important role in
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the armed struggle of the Kurdish 
peasants both through their agita
tion within the Persian nation and 
their work to counter the chauvinist 
campaign being waged by the 
regime in power. They have also 
developed their influence among oil 
workers and students. Iranian 
Marxist-Leninists are not united 
within a single organization and on 
the basis of a common programme, 
but twelve organizations have begun 
to hold regular conferences with the 
goal of building the unity of Marxist- 
Leninists. (1) In Venezuela, Equador, 
Brazil, Chile and o ther Latin 
Am erican countries, M arx ist- 
Leninists exist and are very actively 
involved in the struggle against U.S. 
imperialism and its manoeuvres to 
“democratize” military regimes. In 
some cases, they are engaged in 
armed struggle alongside peasants 
and workers. (2) In Tunisia, Upper 
Volta, Dahomey, Senegal, Angola 
and elsewhere in A frica , the 
development of the Marxist-Leninist 
movement is an increasingly con
crete reality at various levels, going 
from relatively simple propaganda 
activities to active involvement in the 
struggle against suppression of 
workers and their unions, as was 
recently reported in the newspaper 
IN STRUGGLE! with regard to the 
struggle in Tunisia. (3)

Without enumerating all the 
countries where we are aware that 
Marxist-Leninist forces exist, one 
thing is clear: the international 
Marxist-Leninist movement is an in
creasingly concrete and dynamic 
reality in the struggles of the 
proletariat and the peoples of the 
world.

But at the same time, another 
thing stands out just as clearly for 
those who take the trouble to 
analyse reality as it exists, and that is 
the state of disunity and division of 
this movement in many countries 
such as Iran, France, England, Italy, 
the United States and Turkey, to 
name just a few. This state of divi
sion coincides with its weakness in 
the face of the bourgeoisie and its 
reformist and revisionist agents. And 
more important still, the inter
national communist movement as a 
whole is largely unable to act as a

unified and organized political force 
on an international scale against 
imperialism. It is not at present a 
force whose programme and action 
constitute a powerful arm in the 
hands of the struggling proletariat 
and peoples.

Evidently, this weakness and dis
persion is a result of the struggle 
which the bourgeoisie successfully 
waged against the communist move
ment, including its witch-hunt in the 
thirties, forties and fifties. But there 
is also the fact that the communist 
movement degenerated and that the 
vast majority of parties which had 
been communist, starting with the 
Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union (Bolshevik), were tranformed 
into instruments of policies of 
pacification and collaboration with 
the bourgeoisie and imperialism 
leaving the working-class movemenl 
disoriented to continue the struggle 
for socialism. And even if the idea ol 
rebuilding the communist move
ment was put forward and the 
struggle against revisionism waged 
for a long time, we cannot say thal 
communists around the world have 
systematically undertaken the work 
of rebuilding their unity. In other 
words, they have not taken up the 
task of rebuilding the movement as a 
real force, as a po litica l and 
organizational force, and not just as 
a force which denounces reac
tionary and reformist ideas around 
the world.

Combat viewpoints 
which oppose 
unity

It might seem like an exaggeration 
to talk about disunity at the present 
t im e  and to  in s is t  on th is  
characteristic within the in ter
national communist movement 
when from year to year, from six 
months to six months, the inter
national communist movement 
seems to be winning victories 
against all new forms of revisionism 
and opportunism. Yesterday, it was 
the victory over the so-called “ three 
worlds theory” ; more recently it was 
against “ Mao Zedong” Thought” ; 
and increasingly it has become 

I the struggle against those who

“denigrate” Stalin... and perhaps 
that’s how it will continue until “a 
perfect identity of views” is at
tained... at least among a certain 
number of communists in the world. 
And in fact, there exists a tendency 
within the international communist 
movement which denies the ex
istence of Marxist-Leninist organiza
tions outside of those which fully 
share the conclusions which this 
tendency comes up with every six 
months.

The Communist Party of Spain 
(Marxist-Leninist) (PCE(M-L) is one 
of the organizations which is often in 
the vanguard of new “ principled 
demarcations” within the inter
national communist movement. 
After reading the papers on the 
situation in this movement written in 
preparation for its Third Congress 
held in November 1979, we would 
naturally be led to conclude that the 
type of struggle against revisionism 
which would best serve the unity of 
communists and the interests of the 
international proletariat at this time 
would be a struggle which consists 
of attacking Mao Zedong Thought 
and of placing Joseph Stalin on a 
pedestal.

“In its sessions devoted to the
study of the international situation,

1. In February 1980, IN STRUGGLE! published a 
pamphlet In English and French on the 
revolutionary struggle of the Iranian people. It Is 
entitled Behind the headlines: Religious war or 
people's revolution in Iran. The pamphlet In
cludes reprints of articles which appeared In 
the newspaper IN STRUGGLE! following a trip 
to Iran by a militant of our Organization a few 
months ago. The pamphlet Includes many facts 
about the positions and activities of Marxist- 
Leninist organizations in Iran as well as an 
editorial from the Union of Iranian Communists 
dated April, 1979 on “The revolution in Iran and 
Its political developments”.

2. Several publications by Latin and Central 
American Marxist-Leninist are available at the 
I’Etincelle andSpark bookstores. The majority 
are only available in Spanish, but some have 
been translated Into French or English.

3. Here we are particularly referring to the 
publication of organs such as La Flamme 
published by the Communist Party of Dahomey; 
ECH-CHOOLA published by the Tunisian Com
m unist (M arx is t-L en in is t) Group EC H- 
CHOOLA; Le Proldtalre published by the Union 
of Communist Struggle of Upper Volta, a 
country where there Is another organization 
which claims to be Marxist-Leninist, the Voltaic 
Revolutionary Communist Party. As lor the 
struggle waged by the Tunisian communists, 
refer to issue 182 (November 27, 1979) of IN 
STRUGGLE!
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our Congress paid particular at
tention to analysing, unmasking 
and denouncing Mao Zedong 
Thought as a revisionist and anti- 
Marxist trend whose goal is to un
dermine and hinder as much as 
possible the victorious develop
ment of the international Marxist- 
Leninist movement; we consider 
that resolutely denouncing and 
combatting Maoism is today a 
question of vital importance for 
Marxist-Leninists. ” (*)

In addition to this, we find its 
logical counterpart:

“The Third Congress considers 
that, at this time, the question of 
comrade Stalin constitutes a 
decisive element which separates 
authentic revolutionaries from 
re v is io n is ts  and c o u n te r 
revolutionaries.” (4 5)

The CPE(M-L) isn’t the only 
organization which considers mat
ters in this way. Similar affirmations 
can be found in the press of many 
other Marxist-Leninist parties and 
organizations, including that of the 
Party of Labour of Albania. It’s one 
thing to conclude that Mao wasn’t a 
Marxist-Leninist — something which 
is somewhat questionable given that 
many of the analyses on this subject 
are far from reflecting a materialist 
point o f view on the history of the 
Chinese revolution — but it is quite 
another to impose this condemna
tion (accompanied with the glorifica
tion of Stalin) as a criterion for 
demarcating Marxism-Leninism 
from revisionism. If we are to judge 
by the effects of these positions and 
the actions which they lead to — es
pecially at the Anti-imperialist Youth 
Camp in Spain last summer (6) — 
they lead not to unity but to continual 
division on the basis of political and 
ideological demarcations which 
have all the appearances of being in- 
transigeant in the defence of 
Marxism-Leninism and the struggle 
against revisionism. But, curiously, 
they see all criticism as provocation 
or be traya l. The P C E (M -L)’s 
November 1979 Congress took up 
the responsibility (with the parties of 
the world) of preparing conditions 
for a new communist international. 
(7) But if this new international is

judged on the basis of past actions 
and avowed intentions, there is 
serious danger that it lead to the 
consolidation of a faction of the in
ternational communist movement 
rather than sealing the political and 
organizational unity of all com
munists in the world. And it is also 
likely that this take place in isolation 
from the international proletariat.

In addition to this tendency within 
the movement, there is another 
tendency, its complete opposite. 
This tendency is composed of par
ties and organizations which are try
ing to consolidate their unity on the 
basis of the defence of Mao Zedong 
Thought and the fight against the 
“opportunists and revisionists of the 
PLA and its supporters” . There is no 
lack of name-calling in this kind of 
struggle.

The clearest defence of this point 
of view is to be found in the positions 
of an American organization, the 
Revolutionary Communist Party of 
the United States (RCPUSA):

“The Second Congress of our 
Party called for stepped up efforts 
to make contact, carry on struggle 
and build pricipled unity with 
Marxist-Leninist forces in other 
countries, on the basis of drawing 
and upholding clear lines of 
demarcation...At the same time 
with the full flowering (weeding?) 
of opportunist tendencies in the 
line of the Albanian Party and its 
degene ra tion  in to  c o u n te r
revolution, we have not only taken 
up the task of resolutely upholding 
the immortal contributions of Mao 
Tsetung against attacks from this 
quarter, but have begun to make a 
th o ro u g h  (and  c o n tin u in g )  
c r it ic is m  o f the d o g m a to -  
revisionism of the Albanian Party 
and its hangers-on... the number 
of organizationa and parties that 
have taken a clear stand in sup
port of Mao Tsetung and his con
tributions to Marxism-Leninism 
while opposing and exposing the 
revisionist rulers of China is grow
ing. But, at the same time, the con
tacts and level of unity, in theory 
and practice, among these forces 
(and some we may not even know 
of as yet) are still extremely 
primitive. For both these positive

and negative reasons, the need for 
a qualitative leap in this situation 
stands out very starkly....It calls for 
step by step (but constantly ad
vancing) progress toward ongoing 
and concrete unity in theory and 
p rac tice , on every le ve l — 
id e o lo g ic a l,  p o l i t ic a l  and  
organizational.” (8)

At the current time, the RCPUSA’s 
reaction might seem extreme, but it 
is nevertheless an expression of a 
trend within the international com
munist movement which is also try
ing to consolidate itself by imposing 
criteria for demarcation which are 
supposed to be decisive for the 
reconstruction of the unity of com
munists. But behind these super
ficial references to this or that leader 
are hidden important positions on 
the building of socialism, the role of 
the party, its links with the masses 
and the role of the international. 
Unfortunately, these trends want 
communists to adhere to their un
derstanding of these crucial ques
tions without debate, and on the sole 
basis of blind faith in individuals who 
are certainly not completely ex
empt from all error.

4. Message from the Third Congress to fraternal 
parties, published In Vanguardia Obrera, organ 
of the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of Spain (M-L), November 10-16,1979, p. 
11 (our translation)

5. Resolution o t the Third Congress on Stalin, 
published In Vanguardia Obrera, op. clt. p. 12 
(our translation)

6. IN STRUGGLE! reported on these events In Its 
newspaper, Issue 174 (October 2, 1979). The 
organizers of the camp, which brought together 
youth organizations linked to a certain number 
of European M arx ist-L en in is t parties, 
prevented Marxist-Leninist and anti-Imperlallst 
organizations from having access to this camp 
and denied their right to distribute their points 
of view. The organizers refused to allow points 
of view opposed to theirs on the question of 
Mao, for example, to be openly expressed at the 
camp. The organizers even called on the police 
and physically attacked the “undesirables” to 
get them to leave.

7. See, for exam ple, V ang uard ia  O b re ra , 
November 10-16, 1979, p. 17. The nedd to 
rebuild a new International was also reaffirmed 
by other organizations present at the CPS(M- 
L)'s Third Congress, notably In messages from 
the Communist Party of Japan (left) and the 
Communist Party of Germany (M arxist- 
Leninist).

8. Documents o t the Third Plenary Session ot the 
Second Central Committee o t the RCPUSA, 
published In Revolution, organ of the Central 
Committee of the Revolutionary Communist 
Party of the United States, Vol. 4, no. 10-11, 
October-November, 1979, p. 11
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It should come as no big surprise 
that besides these trends, there are 
other Marxist-Leninist organizations 
which question the very existence of 
an international communist move
ment. The discovery of mistakes in 
the lines and activities of certain par
ties becomes a pretext for question
ing whether or not they are Marxist- 
Leninist, and this in a surprisingly 
simplistic way. In the end there are 
no Marxist-Leninists but oneself 
because the examination of the past 
and present of all the other parties 
reveals that they adopted erroneous 
positions, be it three, ten or twenty 
years ago! It’s easy to guess what 
this kind of attitude with regard to 
the nature of the movement leads to: 
isolation and turning inwards, or 
support for a very small number of 
communists from other countries 
who, with oneself, defend the 
“purity” of Marxism-Leninism. The 
only thing left to do is to bottle 
Marxism-Leninism and send it out to 
sea.

Putting 
the struggle 
against revisionism 
onto its feet

Despite its weakness, and despite 
the negative  ch a ra c te r is tic s  
described above, the communist 
m ovem ent ex is ts . There are 
organizations which have a common 
adherence to Marxism-Leninism, 
which recognize the need for 
proletarian revolution and the dic
tatorship of the proletariat to achieve 
socialism, and who are actively in
volved, to one degree or another, in 
class struggle. If one refuses to 
adopt an attitude which consists in 
saying: who’s for Mao, who’s 
against? Who’s for Stalin, who’s 
against?; it becomes clear that the 
international communist movement 
cannot be limited to “ recognized" 
parties or tendencies which seem to 
be consolidated. It also becomes

clear that this narrow method for ex
amining the movement, defining 
who belongs to it and imposing lines 
of demarcation (a poor substitute for 
not serving the genuine interests of 
communists and the international 
proletariat), is not shared by all and 
is even being increasingly fought.

In issue 180 of the newspaper IN 
STRUGGLE! (November 13, 1979), 
we published the position of 
Marxist-Leninists in Venezuela on 
the situation in the international 
com m unist (M arx is t-Len in is t) 
movement. Here are a few important 
excerpts:

"C oncern ing  the ideo log ica l 
struggle that currently exists within 
the international Marxist-Leninist 
movement on the evaluation of 
Mao Zedong, we believe that this 
struggle should not be reduced to 
a simple positive or negative ver
dict on the personality and con
tributions of Mao Zedong. We feel 
that this ideological struggle 
should be an im portant step 
forward in clarifying the problem 
of the proletarian revolution as a 
whole. Marxist theory is required 
for this, not preconceived ideas. It 
is only in this way that we can con
tribu te  to conso lida ting  and 
enriching Marxism-Leninism as 
the sc ien tific  theory of the 
proletariat and of proletarian 
revolution.

“In this struggle Marxist-Leni
nist parties must combat superficial 
analyses that lead to subjectivism 
and unilateralism. Moreover it is 
essential that Marxist-Leninist par
ties help each other in making 
these analyses. The kind of haste 
which results in taking statements 
as fundamental without taking into 
account the political practice 
which is developing must end. In 
order to study these and other 
problems facing the international 
com m un is t m ovem ent, our 
organization’s point of view is 
based on the com m unity of 
Marxist-Leninist parties being 
guided by general principles  
which take a concrete form in each 
specific real situation. This means 
we must take into account the une
qual and multiple development of 
our community of parties. To start 
from the assumption that un-
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animity would be possible on
specific problems which are not
directly linked to principles would
deny the ideological struggle
which exists within each party.” (9)

We basically share these reserva
tions and criticisms. We share them 
because we find them to be a more 
materialist attitude for defending 
M arxism -Len in ism , c ritic iz ing  
revis ion ism , and studying the 
teachings of history. It is an attitude 
which will enable us to genuinely 
speed up revisionism’s defeat.

Sometimes the attitude adopted 
in the criticism of revisionism is 
linked to manifestations of sec
tarianism in the movement. There 
are many examples of incorrect 
ways of looking at the movement as 
it exists today and of examining its 
past. Take the example of China and 
its party. It is said that the Com
munist Party of China has fallen into 
revisionism and that this must be 
anlysed. This leads to the conclusion 
that it didn’t fail into revisionism just 
two years ago, and that if we look 
closely at the situation, we can see 
that already in 1935 opportunist and 
bourgeois ideas dominated this 
party. (10) This is the conclusion 
reached by the Party of Labour of 
Albania, the Communist Party of 
Spain (M-L) and several others, in
cluding the phoney Communist 
Party of Canada (M-L), which only a 
few years ago was the greatest fan of 
“our” chaiman Mao and his thought 
in Canada. But this kind of conclu
sion isn’t limited to the Communist 
Party of China which, we should 
point out, was a member of the 
Communist International until the 
latter’s dissolution in 1943, and 
which was never expelled either.

This same type of analysis is 
repeated, this time with regard to the 
Communist Party of Vietnam. It is 
said that the Vietnamese party has 
chosen the path of collaboration with 
Soviet imperialism and that this 
must be analysed. This leads to the 
same kind of conclusions as in the 
case of China. The Communist Party 
of Vietnam was contaminated right 
from its very creation in the thirties. 
(11) We are not trying to deny that 
important questions are posed by 
these analyses. These questions 
must become the object of a collec

tive struggle by Marxist-Leninists to 
draw lessons from our history so as 
to arrive at an articulate and com
plete criticism of revisionism. We 
ourselves have undertaken the study 
and analysis of revisionism and its 
particular forms in given periods of 
history, and our Central Committee 
has decided to publish a special 
pamphlet on this question in the 
months to come.

However, after reading certain 
analyses, we are sometimes led to 
wonder from what point of view the 
criticism of revisionism is being 
made and just where it is going. If 
studying revisionism was simply a 
matter of listing a certain number of 
quotations without trying to under
stand them in their historical context, 
in the countries they come from and 
on a world scale, then we would just 
have to take a few quotations from 
Lenin, use them out of their context, 
and state with all certainty that Lenin 
himself was a revisionist and that it 
was obvious that capitalism would 
inevitably be restored in the Soviet 
Union.

This method of analysis is a far cry 
from dialectical and historical 
materialism. Marxist-Leninists will 
not be able to make progress in the 
analysis and criticism of revisionism 
if they continue along this path. This 
kind of analysis is not consistent with 
the goal we are pursuing in the 
struggle against revisionism and for 
the unity of communists. This goal is 
to serve the interests of the inter
national proletariat by objectively 
examining the mistakes and the 
positive lessons of history in order to 
draw out the teachings — the orien
tation and programme — whose ap
plication will ensure a decisive vic
tory for the revolutionary struggles 
of the proletariat and peoples 
against capitalism and imperialism.

On what basis 
and how will 
we achieve 
the unity 
of communists?

If we reject positions which con

sist in transforming Mao Zedong 
Thought or the question of Staiin 
into criteria for demarcation, it is not 
because we are trying to find a mid
dle path somewhere between Mao 
and Stalin. Rather, it is because the 
task of communists is to resolve the 
central problems raised by the 
revolutionary struggles of the peo
ples of Iran or Afghanistan; and 
these problems must be solved to
day. How would a definitive and 
complete judgement of Mao or 
Stalin advance the revolutionary 
struggle in Iran today?

If our goal is to unite communists 
in order to ensure the victory of the 
revolution, then the study of the con
tributions of Mao or Stalin or the 
other leaders of the proletariat must 
be undertaken with this goal in mind.

It is for this reason that we believe 
that Marxist-Leninists must unite 
around a communist programme 
and not around the contributions of 
th is  o r th a t le a d e r o f the  
revolutionary proletariat.

In the Appeal from our Third 
Congress (held in March 1979), we 
stated that in order to rebuild their 
political and organizational unity, 
communists had to unite on the 
basis of a communist programme

9. On the general revolutionary line, published in 
Que Hacer?, organ of the National committee of 
the committees of popular struggle, Venezuela, 
special October 1979 edition, p. 10 (our 
translation)

10. See Enver Hoxha, Imperialism and the Revolu
tion, editions “8 Nentorl”, Tirana 1979, par
ticularly the second part which deals with a 
criticism of Chinese revisionism. This work is 
available in several languages. PLA publica
tions are available at the Sparkand I’Etinceile 
bookstores in English and French. The con
demnation of Mao Zedong Thought is also put 
forward by the PCE(M-L), the Communist Party 
of Portugal (Reconstructed) since its last con
gress in the spring of 1979, the Communist 
Party of Dahomey, Le Parti communiste des 
ouvriers de France (the Communist Party of 
Workers of France), the Communist Party of 
Germany (Marxist-Leninist), the Communist 
Party of the United States (Marxist-Leninist) 
and others.

11. See Vietnam, aborted revolution!, published in 
Revolution vol. 4, no. 7-8 (July-August, 1979) in 
English. Also published In Spanish in Revolu- 
cion, vol. 4, no. 10-11, October-November 1979
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for world revolution. (1J) In our opi
nion, a new international has to be 
created on the basis of such a 
programme. The point of view which 
holds that communists must be un
ited on the basis of a programme 
cannot be said to have a large 
following in the international com
munist movement. In fact, the ma
jority of Marxist-Leninist parties and 
organizations talk more about a 
“general line” , although they are ful
ly aware that there are important dif
ferences over the content of this 
“general line” . But if our Appeal 
proposes unity around a program
me, it is not simply because we 
wanted to have an original position 
in opposition to unity based on the 
“general line” . We based ourselves, 
in part, on the teachings of Marx, 
Engels and Lenin on this question 
and on the history of the inter
national communist movement itself 
during the period when it was united 
and organized within an in ter
national. We based ourselves as well 
on the political shortcomings which 
the international communist move
ment has periodically faced since it 
is no longer united around a com
mon programme, but rather around 
a “general line” , which more often 
than not, consists of an analysis of 
the immediate conjoncture and a 
criticism of the most recent forms of 
re v is io n ism . We also based 
ourselves on the goal pursued in the 
struggle for the unity of communists, 
which is to make the international 
communist movement a political 
force capable of influencing events 
on an international scale and of 
leading the revo lu tionary and 
progressive forces of the world in 
the struggle for socialism. On this 
basis, it is more correct to struggle 
to ensure that the political instru
ment for the unity of communists is 
at the same time the political instru
ment for the revolutionary combat of 
the proletariat. The basis for the un
ity of communists will no longer be a 
“general line” , but a very specific 
programme in which each word will 
become a razor-edged arm in the 
hands of the proletariat for the 
d e fe a t o f im p e r ia lis m  and 
revisionism and the victory of the 
revolutionary proletariat.

This programme remains to be

worked. It will be worked out 
through struggle at all levels: on the 
theoretical level; on the level of the 
teachings to be drawn from the 
history of the communist movement; 
on the level of the lessons to be 
drawn from the international com
m unist movement today as it 
struggles to rebuild solid vanguard 
parties of the proletariat in different 
countries - -  not outside of class 
struggle, but in the very heat of the 
struggles of the proletariat and 
peoples; and on the level of the in
te rn a tio n a l s o lid a r ity  of the 
p ro le ta ria t of all nations and 
countries in the world. These dif
ferent grounds for polemics and 
debates and for practical co
operation in the struggle will all con
tribute in varying degrees to moving 
us forward to the day when the con
ditions for the creation of a new 
communist international will be 
more favourable. But Marxist- 
Leninists will have to unite their ef
forts to achieve this. Both the 
Marxist-Leninists who condemn 
Mao and those who defend him 
must accept the possibility that their 
criteria are not criteria which serve 
the superior interests of the inter
national proletariat. All of them must 
begin to consider the possible ex
istence of communist forces in the 
world and even the possible ex
istence of several organizations in 
the same country, outside of the 
re la tiv e ly  lim ite d  num ber of 
organizations which they have of
ficial relations with.

The entire international com
munist movement has to recognize 
its current weakness and accept 
collective debate and discussion. 
One possible form for this would be 
in te rn a tio n a l con fe rences  of 
Marxist-Leninists. The aim of this 
debate is not to seal precarious unity 
created overnight, but rather to ex
amine collectively through frank and 
vigorous criticism the obstacles to a 
higher level of unity.

The international communist 
movement must first deal with the 
question of its unity: how and on what 
basis it will attain real unity among 
the communists of the world, given 
that they are currenlty divided, 
isolated and do not form a vanguard

force for revolution on an inter
national scale.

Communist forces — parties, 
organizations and even small groups 
— exist around the world. They are 
not united, but they do exist. There 
are many political contradictions 
am ong  th e m . They are  
organizationally dispersed and there 
are even efforts to consolidate the 
different tendencies which exist 
within the movement. But it is with all 
of these forces that IN STRUGGLE! 
intends to make a contribution to the 
construction of the political and 
organizational unity of the move
ment. We will not restrict ourselves 
to working with those forces with 
whom we totally agree from the start. 
This doesn’t mean that we will 
abandon the criticism of errors we 
discover in the line or practice of 
other organizations, or in the history 
of the international communist 
movement. We will continue to wage 
criticism in a frank and open man
ner, for that has always been the at
titude which has characterized the 
class which communists try to serve. 
But at the same time, the proletariat 
has another quality which is intrin
sically linked to its situation as the 
only class which is revolutionary 
right to the end; and that quality is its 
spirit of unity, its solidarity which 
goes beyond borders, nationalities, 
and the divisions sown by the 
bourgeoisie and imperialism. To
day’s communists must take more 
inspiration from the proletariat — 
not by attenuating the criticism of 
revisionism, far from that — but by 
waging this criticism with the goal of 
uniting all genuine Marxist-Leninist 
forces existing in the world today. 
The unity of communists is a vital 
question. On it depends the real and 
thorough-going unity of the inter
national proletariat.

12. See For the political and organizational unity o f 
the international communist movement, Appeal 
from the Third Congress of IN STRUGGLE! to 
communists (M-L) o f the world, May 1979. IN 
STRUGGLED positions on the struggle against 
revisionism and for the unity of Marxist- 
Leninists can also be found in no. 17-18 of the 
journal PROLETARIAN UNITY, which contains 
the documents from IN STRUGGLE!^ Third 
Congress (Political Report, Programme, Con
stitution, Appeal). The Appeal was also 
published in Spanish in February 1980.
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The Workers Communist Party 
unveils its constitution

During the more than three years it existed, the Canadian Com
munist League (M -L) (CC (M -L) never made its constitution public. 
This was probably a good gage of just how unimportant they saw it to 
be.

In fact, a closer look at how the League is organized shows that the 
constitution is quite important and helps us understand what’s behind 
eome of its public antics. How do you explain the League’s working with 
the CNTU to raid in at least one factory and several hospitals? What lies 
behind its efforts to impose its leadership at all costs in community 
organizations? Why does the League use such undemocratic methods 
at union meetings? Let’s take a look at the organizational principles 
and methods of leadership adopted by the League.

Luckily, at this point in time were are able to get access to some of 
that information. We live in the era of the Workers Communist Party, 
which has just been created and presented publicly as the party of the 
working class. It would be unthinkable for such an organization not to 
publish its constitution. No one is going to join an organization that 
hides its organizational rules. Many people have experienced how un
democratic the capitalist parties are, and how they fail to implement 
their programme or the decisions made by the membership.

After we have taken a closer look at the WCP constitution, we will see 
that they might have been better off after all to keep it under wraps. A 
careful reading of the document shows what the WCP is basing itself on 
when it engages in its undemocratic gyrations in the mass movement. It 
also provides some clues as to why WCP members are so often unable 
to defend the party’s line. Usually they manoeuvre quickly to avoid a 
debate or accomplish the same thing by shouting a few slogans that 
make little or no concrete sense.

What is especially evident in the WCP constituion is the 
organizational justification  for the economism  which is so 
characteristic of all its work. The WCP programme, of course, is a 
grocery list of demands for each separate category of workers. The tac
tical leadership provided by its members rarely goes beyond a factory- 
by-factory clutter of recipes. This localism is erected by the constitu
tion into a principle. The vast majority of WCP members have but one 
role: to confine themselves to immediate struggles and to apply a line 
decided by others. They have little or no real opportunity to take a 
stand on the political line and programme of the party. There are no 
mechanisms to let them exercise their paper rights and maintain any 
real supervision or control over their leadership.

What is a 
constitution for?

Contrary to what the WCP has 
stated recently, the constitution is 
much more than just “the basic rules 
of functioning of the Party". ( ’)

The constitution of a Marxist- 
Leninist organization is not just a

central instrument in its day-to-day 
functioning and the implementation 
of its policies. It is also an important 
part of its ideological and political 
line. You cannot separate off the line 
and programme of an organization 
from the means adopted to apply it.

Even more important, it is com
pletely wrong to separate the 
implementation of the line from the

process of arriving at it. The con
stitution lays out the general rules 
for organizational structures and 
how things are to function. It sets out 
the basic structures and defines the 
rights and respons ib ilities  of 
members and supporters for the ex
press purpose of making it possible 
to attain the revolutionary objectives 
by accomplishing the requisite 
tasks. The fo rm u la tion  of the 
organization’s political line is one of 
the most important of those tasks.

Thus the constitution is a daily 
guide to action for the whole 
organization. It is a tool which we 
should use regularly to judge our 
work and to resolve certain kinds of 
political problems.

C a p i t a l i s t  p a r t i e s  are 
characteristically undemocratic and 
usually ignore their own program
me. They lack any real discipline and 
are plagued by factionalism and a 
morality which permits lying. The 
o rgan i zed  v anguard  of  the 
proletariat has its own organizational

1. The Forge, November 2 1979, p. 11.
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rules. They correspond to its class 
interests and are designed to serve 
the accomplishment of its goals: 
overthrowing the capitalist State, es
tablishing the dictatorship of the 
proletariat and realizing com
munism.

The fundamental Marxist-Leninist 
o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  p r i n c i p l e  is 
democratic centralism. That means 
basically two things: centralization 
based on democracy; and the prac
t i ce of d em oc r ac y  under  a 
centralized leadership. (2)

These principles of democratic 
centralism are central to the process 
of developing a correct political line. 
One thing is sure: a line does not 
spring out of the heads of a few 
geniuses. It is the product of lessons 
drawn from the revolutionary prac
tice of the entire organization and of 
the masses generally. Hence, there 
must be a viable democratic life in 
the proletarian party so that its line 
can be developed properly.

It is in the interest of the capitalist 
class to seek competition, fac
tionalism and power struggles in its 
parties. Capitalist parties are thus in
ev i t ab l y  u nd e mo c ra t i c .  The 
proletariat, on the contrary, needs 
extensive democracy. It is the only 
guarantee that there will be real un
ity in carrying out the class struggle.

Contrary to what we have all been 
told, democracy reaches its fullest 
flowering within the communist 
party. Democracy is not just a bunch 
of fine words in the party of the 
proletariat. It means the active par
ticipation of all members in the life of 
the organization. That participation 
exists from the point when the basic 
programme and policies are being 
hammered out to when they are put 
into practice. It operates when 
leaders are being elected and when 
the work of those leaders is being 
scrutinized by the membership. It 
continues from the implementation 
of policies through to the process of 
summing up the lessons to be drawn 
from that practice. Proletarian 
democracy means that everyone has 
the right to express their views and 
the obligation to implement the deci
sions reached by the majority or by 
the  d e m o c r a t i c a l l y  e l e c t e d  
leadership bodies.

This  is why a c o m m u n i s t  
organization cannot put up with the 
idea of having members who buy 
their membership card a week

before the party congress and who 
go home the day after without the 
slightest obligation to join all other 
members in implementing the policy 
decisions. Yet that is how bourgeois 
parties function.

This understanding of what real 
democracy is, underlies the ap
p r o ac h  t a ke n  by MLOC IN 
STRUGGLE! to the adoption of its 
programme at the Third Congress. A 
whole series of public conferences 
were held before the Congress. All 
members and probationers received 
copies of the documents that were to 
be debated several months in ad
vance .  Al l  m e m b e r s  and 
probationers were able to explain 
their views and put forward their 
p r o p o s a l s  to t he c o n g r e s s  
delegates, who were democratically 
elected in the cells. And all members 
are now required to implement the 
policies that came out of the con
gress, to apply them in a creative 
way to the conditions prevailing in 
their political work under the 
leadership of the elected Central 
Committee. The Central Committee 
has to account for its work regularly, 
generally by means of the organiza
tion’s press.

The WCP’s founding congress 
was completely at odds with this 
concept of democracy. There is only 
so much information available to us 
about that congress. We know, 
however, that in barely two days the 
delegates managed to adopt a 
programme, constitution and the 
political report from the outgoing 
(League) central committee. In that 
same 48 hours the delegates found 
the time to meet in workshops and to 
“exchange views and experiences” 
(2 3) outside the formal meeting times. 
There isn’t a single bourgeois party 
or union convention in all of Canada 
that could have accomplished such 
a feat. But then the WCP constitution 
indeed promotes a very peculiar 
idea of democracy.

A facade 
of democracy

No one would argue with the as
sertion that a key to real democracy 
is that the members of an organiza
tion must be able to actually exer
cise the rights they have on paper. 
The WCP constitution recognizes 
the right of all its members to “deter
mine the political line of the Party,

and contribute to its development". 
(4) In theory “the cell is the basic 
organization of the WCP" and “all 
Party members belong to a cell”. (5) 
The cell is thus necessarily the place 
where the members can participate 
in developing the line. The constitu
tion is doubly clear on this, asserting 
that the cell has the responsibility to 
“contribute to developing the or
ganization’s political line, ensure the 
M arx is t-Len in is t education of 
its members and do political educa
tion of its sympathizers and the 
masses”.(6)

But read on. The constitution also 
states that when the cell “has more 
than 8 members, (it) must be divided 
in to base u n its ” . ( 7) The cell 
meetings only involve delegates 
from those base units (8) (*).

Where then is it that all WCP 
members are supposed to exercise 
their paper rights in practice? The 
constitution goes on to say that in 
fact only the delegates get to take a 
stand on all matters and to decide 
on policies governing the work at 
cell meetings.

That one little rule may seem in
nocent enough. In fact, it constitutes 
a major impediment to the exercise 
of any real democracy. How can you 
talk of democracy in such an 
organization? In the WCP, most 
members do not have the right to 
take part in decision-making in their 
cell. They cannot scrutinize the is
sues and proposals and give their 
views on all matters affecting the 
party’s work and internal life. They 
cannot elect their leaders, nor do 
they supervise the work of the 
elected leadership by requiring that 
they account regularly for their ac
tions. Mind you, all of these rights 
exist in the WCP constitution. Only 
most members and all probationers

2. See “Democratic Centralism: a fundamental 
organizational principle of the proletarian party" 
in PROLETARIAN UNITY no. 19, December 
1979-January 1980, p. 48.

3. The Forge, vol. 4, no. 30, September 7 1979, 
p. 6.

4. WCP Constitution, section one, article 3 (2), 
p. 173.

5. Ibid., section 6, aticle 1 (1), p. 178.
6. Ibid., section 6, article 3 (1), p. 179.
7. Ibid., section 6, article 1 (4), p. 179.
8. Ibid., section 6, article 2 (2), p. 179.

(*) Incredible as it may seem, the sentence explain
ing this rule was left out ol the English version of 
the WCP constitution. The sentence in French 
reads: “If a (cell) meeting is held the delegates 
to it are chosen to give a proportional represen
tation from the different base units.” (“Si une 
conference est tenue, les d6l6gu£s sont eius 
suivant une representation proportionnelle des 
differentes unites”).
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are excluded from participation in 
the only body where those rights 
could be exercised by everyone: the 
cell.

This does more than just deny the 
rights of party members. It also li
quidates the cells as the basic 
organizational unit of the party. It is 
difficult to figure out what the basic 
unit is in the WCP. Is it the cells, as 
the constitution states? Or is it what 
WCP refers to as the “ base units” , 
whose role, composition, respon
sibilities, etc., remain completely un
specified?

All communist parties recognize 
the cell as the basic unit. The cell is 
the medium through which the party 
develops close ties to the broad 
masses of people and implements 
its policies. The cells are also the 
means by which close links are 
maintained between the central 
leadership and all members,  
between the leadership and the 
masses.

In the WCP, the members cannot 
exercise their rights in practice. The 
cells are not a place where all 
members can employ their rights or 
oversee the party’s work. They are a 
delegated level of decision-making 
which has had its basic function gut
ted. Those organizational measures 
lead w i l l y -n i l l y  to the WCP 
leadership getting further and 
further away from its rank-and-file 
members. When a chasm opens up 
between the leadership and the 
members, between the leadership 
and the masses, the way is clear for 
the development of bureaucracy. 
This means that the leadership gets 
further and further removed from 
the interests of the people.

It is not surprising that the WCP 
should end up like that. When 
democracy is stifled at the most 
basic level of organization in the 
party, the cells, democracy is neces
sarily undermined at every level. You 
can go ahead and be extremely 
democratic in selecting delegates to 
the district or regional bodies who 
then elect the delegates to the con
gress (as the WCP apparently does), 
but it is too late; the damage is 
already done. The whole elaborate 
structure totters on clay feet.

However, as we will see the cells 
are not the only place in which the 
WCP elevates lack of democracy 
into a principle.

When the exception 
becomes the rule

One thing that really hits you when 
you read through the WCP constitu
tion is the enormous number of ex
ceptions which render one rule after 
another inoperative. Not only are the 
rights of members reduced to a for
mality. Special powers of the Central 
Committee are also tacked on in one 
article after another, especially to 
take care of all the “exceptions” .

Thus the constitution says that the 
Congress is “the highest leading 
organ of the Party” and that it 
“elects the Central Committee... and 
determines the number of its 
members". (9) “No person who has 
not been a member in good standing 
for at least a year can be a member 
of the Central Committee.” (10)

But all these fine principles may 
well be tossed aside at any time 
thanks to a very convenient ad
ditional rule which stipulates that “in 
exceptional circumstances (such as 
when another organization is rallied) 
comrades recently recruited into the 
Party can be... (coopted by the 
Central Committee)”. (11 12) (*)

This extra rule is in line with 
another “exception” written into the 
constitution which permits the 
Central Committee to “rule on ex
ceptional cases where full rights can 
be accorded to a new member of the 
Party”  who otherwise would “not 
have the right to vote, nor to be 
elected to any post such as 
secretary of the cell bureau, cell 
secretary or assistant secretary”.(,z)

That one speaks for itself. What a 
clever approach WCP has to laying 
out constitutional rules, with an ex
ception anticipated for every rule. It 
could come in particularly handy 
during negotiations with some par
ticularly “exceptional” people who 
were contemplating rallying to the 
vanguard party. You know the kind 
of people we mean, those who are 
eager to serve the cause of the 
proletariat as long, of course, as cer
tain exceptional conditions can be 
created approp r i a te  to thei r  
p rominence and except i onal  
abilities such as letting them sit on 
the Central Committee.

All of these “exceptions” remind 
us of the way the capitalist parties 
are run. They try to get influential 
“ personalities” to run for them by

promising cabinet posts, or if the 
party is not in power, some other 
kind of high post.

The mainstream bourgeois par
ties that hold office are not the only 
one to practice this kind of horse
trading. The CPC(M-L) is famous for 
it. It once promised a seat on its 
central committee to Jack Scott, a 
member of the Progressive Workers 
Movement in Vancouver if he would 
join up. The WCP has not invented 
anything new in opportunist tricks. 
There is perhaps just one excep
tion (!), and that is its practice of tag
ging on exceptions after every se
cond rule in its constitution so that 
opportunism can flourish.

The WCP constitution empowers 
the Central Committee to at any time 
“co-opt alternate members elected 
at the Congress as full members of 
the Central Committee. It can also 
appoint Party members as alternate 
members. The decisions must be 
ratified at the next Congress”. (13) 

Let’s briefly run down some of the 
special powers granted to the WCP 
Central Committee:
1) the right to admit new members 

into the party by rallying one or 
several groups or organizations 
as a bloc —■ even though the con
stitution says elsewhere that ad
mission to membership is an in
dividual matter and the respon
sibility of the cells.

2) the right to grant the right to vote 
and be elected to someone who 
has not yet finished their six- 
month period of probationary 
membership.

3) the right to co-opt new alternate 
members onto the Central Com
mittee.

4) the right to co-opt alternate 
members of the Central Commit
tee as full members.

What is the point of affirming the 
principle that the Congress is the 
highest organ of leadership and that 
it “ democrat i cal l y ”  elects the 
members of the Central Committee, 
which acts as the highest leadership 
between congresses, if the Central 
Committee can simply modify or 
reverse all of those decisions at any

9. Ibid., section 3, article 1, p. 176.
10. Ibid., section 4, article 7, p. 177.
11. Ibid., p. 177.
12. Ibid., section 1, article 5 and footnote, p. 175.
13. Ibid., section 4, article 6, p. 177.

(*) Again the words in the second set of brackets
(coopted by the Central Committee) brackets 
are left out of the English version. In French: 
(“co-opt6s par le Comite Central”)

50 PROLETARIAN UNITY

time? What can be done about all 
the new people it has named to the 
Central Committee when the time to 
account for all this is not until the 
Congress rolls around maybe three 
years later?

The powers the WCP has given to 
its Central Committee are not ones 
that might conceivably help it to ap
ply the party programme creatively 
to the concrete conditions of the 
class struggle. They would not unite 
the party in implementing the 
Congress decisions either. Those 
powers are designed to allow the 
Central Committee to get around the 
Congress decisions, especially as it 
pertains to the election of the 
leadership. Those powers leave 
plenty of room for arbitrariness, 
elitism and power struggles between 
cliques.
Institutionalized
elitism

WCP members can “directly ad- 
dres(s) all the higher bodies right up 
to the Central Committee”. In fact 
they can go one better and address 
“the Chairman of the Central Com
mittee”. If they are disciplined they 
have the right to “appeal to the 
higher organ, right up to the Central 
Committee” , but not up to the 
Congress. (14) The WCP in section 2 
wh i ch  se ts  f o r w a r d  the 
“organizational principles” , forgets 
to mention anywhere that the 
Central Committee is subordinate to 
the Congress which elected it. And 
the Congress is supposed to be the 
“highest organ of party leadership”. 
But something else has appeared on 
the scene to fulfil that role: none 
other than the Chairman Himself.

This is not the only conjuring act 
in the WCP repertoire, where the 
rabbit in the hat is in reality just a 
floppy-eared capitalist hierarchy. 
Nowhere in the constitution does it 
say that the Political Bureau must 
account for its work to the Central 
Committee that elected it. Nowhere 
is anything said about the Political 
Bureau directing the day-to-day 
political work in accordance with the 
decisions reached by the Central 
Committee. The Central Committee, 
after all, must be considered the 
highest level of leadership between 
Congresses because it has been 
elected for this purpose by the 
Congress. (15 *)

The WCP constitution does not 
specify this. It does, however, take

the time to detail how the Central 
Committee “directs all the party’s 
work”  C6), the “Political Bureau 
directs the work of the Central Com
mittee” (*) and finally “the Chairman 
directs the work of the Political 
Bureau and the Central Committee". 
( ” ) Thus the Political Bureau is tran
sformed in practice from a small ex
ecutive body subordinate to the 
Central Committee into the highest 
leadership body between congres
ses. This hierarchical leadership, if 
we are to believe what we read in the 
WCP constitution, does not have to 
account for its actions to anyone.

The above is a perfect example of 
how th e  WCP u n d e r s t a n d s  
centralism. It is for centralism 
without democracy, where any 
elected leadership body other than 
the cell is freed from having to ac
count for its actions to anybody. 
There is no conception at all of a 
collective leadership. Power is con
centrated into the hands of a few in
dividuals. The constitution does not 
even specify any precise respon
sibility for the Central Committee. 
The only specific responsibility men
tioned is that of making a few “ap
pointments” . Beyond that there is 
one general, theoretical affirmation 
that the Central Committee “directs 
all the party’s work” . In fact, the 
words “collective leadership” do not 
appear once in the whole WCP con
stitution.

Undoubtedly there have to be a 
few omissions here and there in 
order to permit the de facto pyramid 
structure to function. Thus there is 
no quorum fixed for Central Com
mi t tee meet ings.  There is no 
mechanism outlined for delaying the 
convening of a congress. There is no 
minimum time limit by which time 
the agenda for the Congress must 
be made known. Indedd, it doesn’t 
say anywhere that  the WCP 
leadership is even obliged to inform 
all members of its “ Party” what the 
agenda is.

Because of these “omissions” , the 
WCP could hold a congress on a few 
day’s or weeks’ notice. It could hold 
up on distributing the agenda and 
relevant documents until the day of 
the Congress and give them only to 
delegates. All of this is eerily 
reminiscent of the practice of the 
labour bosses in union conventions 
and, of course, of the CPC(M-L).

The Forge was quite correct when 
it told its readers, “when centralism

is combined with democracy we 
c o me  up wi t h d e m o c r a t i c  
centralism.” (1S) It just forget to add 
that democracy in the WCP is 
reduced to a parody of the real 
thing. Centralism, on the other hand, 
appears to be very real and alive and 
well. But then again, what kind of 
centralism and what discipline do 
they really manage to achieve when 
democracy is reduced to a few 
empty phrases?

Robot
discipline

WCP centralism, because it is not 
based on real democracy, is turned 
into its opposite: power is con
centrated in the hands of a few in
dividuals thanks to a series of rules 
which all promote the same thing. 
Discipline goes from the top down 
and privileges go from the bottom 
up.

Such a systematic travesty of 
proletarian democracy is the perfect 
way to create a system of blind dis
cipline founded primarily on the 
image the WCP would like to give 
itself. That discipline amounts to 
simple carrying out prescribed tasks 
and indefatigable repetition of the 
weekly pearls of wisdom laid down 
in The Forge.

There is nothing proletarian about 
that kind of discipline. It is based 
neither on revolut ionary con
sciousness nor on full adherence to 
a revolutionary programme. In the 
WCP, as in all other revisionist 
groups, submission to the “ higher 
o r g a n s ”  takes the p lace of 
revolutionary discipline. This is what 
explains the methods of work and 
leadership exhibi ted by WCP 
members: the contempt for the mas
ses, the steady patter of lies and 
declamations, the harassment and 
physical attacks. In fact, WCP 
methods also include calling upon 
the forces of law and order from the 
capitalist State who also follow 
orders f rom an a l l -power fu l  
hierarchy and who are, like the 
WCP, ready to use whatever means 
are necessary to accomplish their

14. Ibid., section 1, article 3, (3) and (6), p. 173 and 
p. 174.

15. See IN STRUGGLE! Constitution, articles 5.8 
and 5.9.

16. WCP Constitution, section 4, article 1, p. 177.
17. Ibid., French version, section 4, article 3, p. 117.
18. The Forge, November 2 1979, p. 11

(*) Yes, you guessed right. This sentence Is left 
out of the English version. In French: “le Bureau 
politique dirlge le travail du Comit6 central”.
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i-------- Commentaries on th e  Programme

Commodity production 
and the rise of capitalism

After adopting the Programme fo r  the Proletarian Revolution  at its 
Third Congress, our Organization undertook the work of writing the 
Commentaries on the Programme fo r  the Proletarian Revolution. It is 
a major work aimed at providing a detailed explanation of the founda
tions of the programme. As the following excerpts indicate, our purpose 
in writing the Commentaries on IN STRUGGLE!’s Programme was not 
simply to provide all those interested in Marxism-Leninism with a 
detailed explanation of our Organization’s programme. We also aim at 
providing each person with a basic political primer. The primer, while 
closely related to the Programme, can also provide more extensive ex
planations of the principles that underlie the work done by communists.

The principles of Marxism-Leninism cannot be explained or under
stood without referring to the concrete analysis of the historical 
phenomena under study. Thus we have also tried especially hard to 
provide the Commentaries’ reader with the concrete analyses that are the 
basis of our conclusions.

In the coming year, the journal PROLETARIAN UNITY will 
publish excerpts from the Commentaries on the Programme.
This will give readers important reference material for studying the ma
jor questions of the communist programme.

We hope that this new column will be of interest to all our readers. We 
also hope that it will be a means for new readers to become acquainted 
with the basics of Marxism-Leninism and our political programme and 
acquire a more scientific and thorough understanding of these matters. 
The texts published in this column should be studied by all those who are 
interested in Marxism-Leninism in one way or another. They should be 
criticized and used in study groups and education circles, as well as in 
schools and universities and anywhere else they prove to be useful.

We invite our readers to send us their comments on and criticisms of 
the Commentaries. This will help us to improve the final version of the 
Commentaries, which will eventually be published as a single text.

ends and to shut up their “adver
saries” .

Proletarian discipline should not 
be confused with the WCP’s image 
of “efficiency” . A capitalist army 
does not apply proletarian dis
cipline. Yet it, too, is able to mobilize 
its forces into action quickly.

The distinguishing feature of 
proletarian discipline, in contrast to 
the bourgeois discipline prevailing in 
the ranks of the WCP, is that it is 
conscious. It is conscious because it 
is the product of real political unity 
achieved because all views are able 
tq be expressed and real control is 
exercised by the entire organization 
over the levels of leadership it has 
elected.

Bourgeois discipline is based on 
the force of authority, on edicts and 
the policy of “accept it or else” . It can 
never compete with the discipline of 
the politically conscious proletariat. 
Wherever blind discipline holds 
sway, you can bet that inevitably one 
day there will be splits, power 
struggles and bourgeois careerism. 
Where the conscious and freely- 
willed discipline of the proletariat 
prevai ls,  there is a constant  
strengthening of the unity of thought 
and action that is necessary for the 
victory of the revolution.

The WCP has written itself a con
stitution which embodies the same 
undemocrat ic methods which 
characterize its mass work. It is a set 
of rules designed to buttress and aid 
in the imp lementa t i on  of its 
revisionist political programme. 
Both amount to a lot of empty 
rhetoric which tries to fool the work
ing class and people of Canada and 
get them sidetracked from the 
revolutionary path.

The WCP constitution ensures 
that its members and its cells will be 
confined to carrying out immediate 
localized work. The im portant 
political questions are left in the 
hands of a few “thinkers” . It is an 
organization divided into “doers” on 
one hand and “officers” on the 
other. It is an organization which 
cannot create the conditions for real 
democracy  or cent ra l i sm or 
proletarian discipline which are all 
indispensable to the working-class 
struggle.

The constitution of the former 
League verifies the assertion that the 
WCP refuses to fight against the 
politics of the bourgeoisie wherever 
it is, including within its own ranks.

This first excerpt from the Com
mentaries on the Programme for the 
Proletarian Revolution sets out the 
conditions that gave rise to the 
capitalist mode of production  
through the historical development of 
com m odity production . M ore  
specifically, its purpose is to explain 
what is meant in the first paragraph 
of Article 1 of the Programme when 
it says:

In  th e  16 th  c e n tu r y , the  
capita list m ode o f  production  
began to emerge on the basis oj 
c o m m o d i t y  p r o d u c t io n .  A  
m inority o f  people  — mainly rich 
merchants — gradually took over 
the principal means o f  production, 
m ore often  than not through  
violence. This process led to the 
creation o f  the proletariat, the 
class made up o f  the people dis-
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A commodity is an object with 
two characteristics. It has both a use 
value and an exchange value.

Merchant capital was gradually transformed into indutrial capital. This was 
the source of large-scale modern capitalist industry.

possessed o f  the means o f  produc
tion and fo rc e d  to sell their 
labour-power.

Editor’s note: We apologize to the 
reader for the references in the text 
that refer to unpublished material 
which precedes or follows this ex
cerpt.

1.1 Commodity production 
under feudalism: 
simple commodity 
production

In discussing the mode of produc
tion based on slavery, we said that it 
was basically a natural economy. In 
that mode of production, the fruits 
of work are directly consumed by 
the people who produce them. But 
we also mentioned that the market 
and a kind of commodity produc
tion already existed under slavery. 

Commodity production gradually

grew under feudalism, although it 
only became predominant with 
capitalism. What was commodity 
production under feudalism, and 
how did it develop?

A) Commodities, 
the law of value 
and money

We have already said that in com
modity production, the producer 
works with the aim of exchanging 
his product for another product 
rather than consuming it himself. 
We have also pointed out how com
modity production is inseparable 
from the social division of labour, 
which means th a t producers 
specialized in one kind of produc
tion have to exchange their products 
for others in order to satisfy their 
needs. But we have not yet ex
plained what a commodity is and the 
laws governing the exchange of com
modities.

A commodity has a use value 
because it is a product — shoes, 
clothing, wheat, tools and so on — 
that can satisfy a specific need. So 
the commodity has a use value for 
the consumer — its physical 
characteristics can satisfy a specific 
need. The use value of a commodity 
therefore stems from the physical 
nature of the object, the material it 
is composed of and its form.

But we said that a producer of 
commodities does not produce ob
jects that he himself wants to con
sume. He produces to exchange. 
The producer is not chiefly in
terested in the use value of the ob
ject he produces. Instead, he is 
mainly interested in the use value of 
the product that he wants to acquire 
in exchange for his product. For ex
ample, someone who produces 
shoes may want some wheat. In this
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case, what interests him is the use 
value of the wheat. And what in
terests the producer of the wheat in 
this case is the use value of the 
shoes. In other words, commodities 
must have different use values in 
order to be exchanged; otherwise, 
there is no point in exchanging 
them.

If one commodity can be ex
changed for another, it means that 
they have something in common. 
This is often expressed by saying 
that a pair of shoes is worth a bag of 
wheat — or that a bag of wheat is 
worth a pair of shoes. Yet the wheat 
and the shoes are physically two 
very different things. So the com
mon denominator of shoes and 
w h e a t  is no t  a p h y s i c a l  
c ha r ac t e r i s t i c .  The com m on  
denominator that allows two dif
ferent products to be exchanged is 
their exchange value, their common 
value that makes exchange possible. 
But what can two things as different 
as shoes and wheat have in com
mon?

The only thing they both have in 
common is that they are both the 
fruit of man’s work. And if we can 
say that a pair of shoes is worth a 
bag of wheat, it is because there is a 
quantitative equivalence between the 
two. These two commodities can be 
exchanged because they contain the 
same quantity of work, the same 
quantity of the component they 
have in common — human labour.

Thus the value of a commodity 
can only be measured by the quan
tity of labour time taken to produce 
it. If a pair of shoes is worth a bag of 
wheat, it is because the same quan
tity of time is required to produce 
the two commodities. If producing a 
pair of shoes required twice the 
labour time required to produce a 
bag of wheat, a pair of shoes would 
be worth two bags of wheat.

Commodities thus have two

characteristics: they have both a use 
value and an exchange value. The 
labour required to produce a com
modity also has two characteristics. 
Because it produces a given use value, 
it is concrete labour, and there are 
inherently different kinds of con
crete labour. But the work of all the 
different commodity producers has 
one characteristic in common: it is 
an expenditure of energy. This ex
penditure of human energy in work 
is called abstract labour. The 
abstract labour in a commodity is 
the quantity of energy used by man 
to produce it. Generally speaking, 
this quantity is indicated in units of 
time — an hour, a day, a week, etc.

On the basis of what we have seen 
so far, it is the amount of labour time 
that determines the amount of value 
in a commodity. Does this mean 
that a commodity produced by 
someone who is lazy is worth more 
than another produced by someone 
who works quickly and efficiently? 
Not at all. For the value of a com
modity is not determined by the in
dividual labour time used by each 
producer; it is determined by the 
socially necessary labour time in
volved in producing each kind of 
commodity.

In other words, the value of a 
given commodity — for instance, a 
pair of shoes — is determined by the 
average amount of labour time re
quired in a given society to produce 
the commodity. This socially neces
sary labour time has varied and still 
varies historically and geographical
ly, because of the development of 
productive forces in different 
historical periods and places. This 
can be easily illustrated with a con
crete example. Suppose that twelve 
hours of work are required to 
produce a pair of shoes. Suppose as 
well that by improving the tools 
used, it becomes possible to reduce 
the labour time required to produce

the shoes to six hours. As soon as 
society as a whole begins to make 
use of these improvements, the 
value of a pair of shoes will be half 
what it was, for the social average of 
the time necessary to produce the 
shoes will have been cut in half.

In calculating the value of a com
modity, we have to take into ac
count not only the real labour time 
but also the intensity of the labour. 
To measure the intensity of labour, 
all expenditures of human energy 
must be expressed in terms of a 
basic unit called simple labour. Sim
ple labour is the average labour- 
power of men and women in a given 
society, without any special training 
or skills. Heavy work, requiring a 
greater than average expenditure of 
energy, or the work of a skilled 
worker or a technician, represent 
multiples of simple labour. For ex
ample, the work of this or that 
skilled worker may represent W2 or 
2 units of simple labour. This means 
that in one hour’s work, this skilled 
worker creates 11/2 or twice as much 
value. The labour of a skilled 
worker, a technician, etc., is called 
complex labour.

The explanation we have just 
given is a resume of the labour 
theory of value. This theory allows 
us to understand the law of value, 
which is the fundamental law of all 
commodity production. This law can 
be formulated in the following way: 
the value of a commodity is deter
mined by the socially necessary 
labour time required to produce it; 
and commodities can be exchanged 
when they are of equal value.

Before concluding on this point, 
something should be said about 
money and its role in exchange. As 
we will see later on when we discuss 
the development of capitalism, it is 
very important to understand the 
role of money in commodity ex
change.
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Money is what is called a uni
versal equivalent. It is a commodity 
that can be used to express the value 
of all other commodities. The un
iversal equivalent is an improvement 
on d i r e c t  e x c h a n g e  i t se l f .  
Throughout history, different com
modities such as cattle, tools, and so 
on, have been used as universal 
equivalents. But over time, it 
gradually became more convenient 
to use silver or gold as the universal 
equivalent.

When commodity A is exchanged 
for commodity B, the persons in
volved both refer to a third com
modity C, which is the universal 
equivalent. They will say, for exam
ple, that 2 A= 1 C. And then, if 1 B 
= 1 C, they will say that two com
modities A must be exchanged for 
one commodity B. As the universal 
equivalent, the commodity C can be 
used to express the value of all other 
commodities. Commodity C thus 
becomes the currency, the money. It 
is a reference point, a means of 
measuring value.

But the currency or money cannot 
be used in this way unless it is itself 
a commodity. In other words, it 
must itself have value if it is to be 
used as the universal equivalent.

Two final but very important 
remarks should be made.

First, it should be emphasized 
that commodities and the value of 
commodities are an expression of 
social relations, of relations between 
men. Commodity exchange implies 
a fairly extensive social division of 
labour. Historically, it emerged 
when men began to specialize in the 
production of different products, a 
development which meant that they 
were obliged to exchange products 
in order to ensure that each person 
had access to the basic necessities of 
life. As well, commodity exchange is 
an expression of social relations 
because the value of commodities

represents, not the human labour of 
an individual, but the social average 
of human labour in a given society, 
at a given point in history.

The second aspect that should be 
kept in mind is that commodities 
and exchange value are historical 
categories. They have not always ex
isted. Furtherm ore, they have 
historically been of greater or lesser 
importance in the economic life of 
different societies. And as historical 
categories, they will not exist 
forever, as we will see later on when 
we discuss socialism and com
munism.

B) Simple commodity
production
and the law of value

A knowledge of the laws of com
modity production and more es
pecially of the law of value allows us 
to understand how conditions in the 
feudal mode of production gave rise 
to capitalism.

Historically, capitalism emerged 
at a given stage in the development 
of commodity production. It can be 
traced back to the basic form of 
commodity production, namely sim
ple commodity production.

Under feudalism, the goods 
produced for exchange were the 
product of the work of small-scale 
handicraftsm en and peasants. 
Production was based on the private 
ownership of the means of produc
tion and individual labour. The com
modity producer was an individual. 
He was the direct producer, and 
possessed the means of production 
— workshops, land, tools, cattle, 
etc.

This kind of production is called sim- 
le commodity production.

The small-scale commodity 
producer produces commodities (C) 
which he exchanges for money (M). 
The money (M) in turn allows him 
to obtain other commodities (C). 
The process of simple commodity 
production can be schematically ex
pressed in the formula “C-M-C” . 
Commodities are converted into 
money and the money into the com
modities necessary to satisfy the 
basic needs of the producers.

But this description does not ex
plain the development of com
modity production. To do this, we 
have to examine the general move
ment of this kind of production, and 
in particular the effect of the law 
of value on production. The law of 
value is already at work in simple 
commodity production. It is impor
tant to examine how it works if we 
are to understand how the capitalist 
mode of production emerged.

Because the means of production 
are privately owned, and because 
their goods are produced for the 
market, small-scale commodity 
producers are necessarily in com
petition with one another.

This competition, which is in
herent to commodity production, 
leads to growing social differences 
among small-scale commodity 
producers. The majority of them get 
poorer and poorer while a minority 
grows richer. The result is economic 
ruin for a great many of them, who 
have no further choice but to sell

Commodity production is based on the law of value. The 
law of value says that the exchange value of commodities is 
determined by the socially necessary labour time required 
to produce the various commodities.
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th e ir  s e r v ic e s  to  th e  r ic h e r  
producers.

But how  d oes th is happen?  
Because o f the way the law o f value 
works in com m odity production. 
The law of value performs three 
functions in commodity production. 
Let’s examine each o f these three 
functions (not necessarily in order 
of importance).

The first function of the law of 
value in com m odity production is to 
r e g u l a t e  p r o d u c t i o n  in  th e
framework of an econom y in which 
each producer produces on his own, 
with the sole goal o f getting the best 
possible return on the sale o f his 
com m odities. These producers have 
no prior knowledge o f the extent of 
the needs to be met with their 
production. N or do they know how 
many producers are producing the 
same com m odity. The result is 
anarchy in production which in
evitably leads to a surplus o f  
production in certain fields. Som e 
sort of regulator o f production is 
therefore necessary, and this role is 
played by the law o f value.

The law o f value governs the 
allocation of social labour and the 
means of production among the 
various sectors of the commodity 
economy. This regulating function 
works through the fluctuations in 
the market prices of commodities. 
Concretely, how does this occur?

We have already seen that the 
value o f a com m odity is determined 
by the socially necessary labour 
time required to produce it. When it 
is exchanged, this value is expressed 
in the price of the commodity. The 
price o f a com m odity is based on its 
value. But we know from everyday 
life that the prices o f com modities 
fluctuate steadily. They rise or fall 
in accordance with the supply and 
demand. For instance, when the 
quantity o f a com m odity exceeds 
th e  d em a n d , th e  c o m m o d ity

producers lower their prices so as to 
dispose o f their goods, and so the 
price o f the com m odity drops. This 
means that, although the price of a 
commodity is always based on its 
value, prices are always fluctuating 
and reflect values more or less ex
actly. But the basic relationship 
between value and price remains 
vital, for otherwise the producers 
could simply set the prices they 
liked for com m odities, and the 
market would soon collapse.

The proof o f the importance of

value in relation to prices is that 
when prices fall below the value o f a 
com modity, com m odity producers 
change sectors and begin producing 
another kind o f com m odity whose 
prices correspond to or are superior 
to the value of the commodity. By 
doing so, they can produce at a 
profit. This is how the law o f value 
acts as a regulator of production in 
the context o f anarchy and com peti
tion that characterizes all com 
modity production. This is also how 
the law o f value governs the dis

The conquest of new colonies and slavery were the building blocks for the 
first fortunes that gave rise to the first industrial capitalists.
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tribution o f social labour and the 
means of production among the 
various sectors o f the commodity 
economy. Labour-power, the tools 
of production and the means of 
p rod u ction  are sp o n ta n eo u sly  
allocated to the sectors where prices 
correspond to or are superior to the 
value o f com modities. This process 
of “ orderless m otion” regulates 
com modity production.

The second function of the law of 
value is to stimulate the development 
of productive forces and improve the 
productivity of labour.

The productivity o f labour is 
measured by the quantity o f goods 
produced in a given period o f time. 
The formula used to express this is:

productivity _  number of goods 

of labour labour time

In other words, the shorter the 
labout time required to produce a 
given quantity o f com m odities, the 
greater the productivity o f labour. 
As we have already seen, the value 
of a com modity (and by extension, 
its price) is determ ined by the 
socially necessary labour time re
quired to produce it. Thus each in
dividual producer can make more 
profits than his com petitors do by 
improving his conditions o f produc
tion.

This is the phenomenon that leads 
to bankruptcy for many small-scale 
producers and prosperity for a 
m inority in sim ple com m odity  
production. Because the means of 
production are privately owned, the 
m ore p ro fita b le  techniques of 
production are also privately owned. 
This constitutes a restriction on the 
development of productive forces. 
This process of social differentiation 
of commodity producers is the third 
function of the law of value. It is a 
function inherent to all commodity 
production.

1.2 The role of 
merchant capital 
in the development 
of capitalism

On the basis o f what we have 
already gone through, we can see 
that production becomes increasing
ly dependent on the market under 
feudalism.

In the beginning under feudalism, 
the econom y was by and large a 
natural economy. The peasant serfs 
and the handicraftsmen in the ser
vice o f a feudal lord produced in 
part to satisfy the needs o f their 
lord. M ost o f the production never 
reached the market, for it was con
sumed by the producer in the course 
of production and used to satisfy his 
direct needs.

But the market grew steadily un
der feudalism. A growing propor
tion o f production was destined for 
the market. Urban centres and 
trade developed with the develop
ment o f greater social division of 
labour. This socia l d ivision  of 
labour affected production: han
dicrafts began to be separated from 
strictly agricultural work, and the 
number o f  crafts grew as they 
became more specialized. But the 
so c ia l d iv isio n  o f  labour also  
resulted in a growing distinction 
between production and exchange. 
T his was a ccom p an ied  by the  
development of a merchant class 
that did not take part in production 
and that lived by buying and selling 
com modities. Its role was to ensure 
the social distribution o f goods by 
means o f the market. The modern 
capitalist class can be traced back 
chiefly to this class.

A) Merchant capital 
and the domination 
of labour by capital 
in the era
of mercantile capitalism

Merchant capital was historically 
the first form o f capital. The first, 
embryonic traces o f it can be found 
at the time o f slavery, but it was 
only towards the end o f the period 
of feudalism that merchant capital 
really began to play a significant 
role in the economy. Let’s have a 
closer look at what merchant capital 
is and how it com es to dominate 
labour.

In the beginning, the merchant 
was simply a middleman between 
the producer and the consumer. He 
handled a very wide range of 
products —  both consumer goods 
and raw materials. He bought what 
the individual small-scale producers 
made and sold it on the market. He 
also provided the raw materials 
needed to produce the goods. His 
particular role in the process of 
social production endowed him with 
greater and greater importance, 
something which had a direct im
pact on production itself.

You see, the merchant was in a 
position to take advantage of the 
co m p etitio n  am on g ind iv idu al 
small-scale producers. He tried to 
buy at the lowest possible price and 
sell at the highest. He placed orders 
with the small-scale producers (the 
peasants and the handicraftsmen) 
and thus directly influenced the kind 
and quantity of production. Small- 
scale producers gradually became 
more and more dependent on the 
merchant class. Indeed, small-scale 
production came to be dominated bv 
merchant capital.

This domination o f labour by 
merchant capital is what is known 
as the indirect domination of labour 
by capital. It is indirect because the 
merchant capitalist does not own 
the means of production. Han
dicraftsmen and peasants continue 
to own their means o f production, 
but they gradually becom e depen
dent on the market and, consequent-

PROLETARIAN UNITY 57



To really take off, the capitalist mode of production needs 
to able to rely on a large pool of workers dispossessed of all 
means of production. It also needs substantial wealth that 
can be invested in production. This first phase of capitalist 
accumulation is called primitive accumulation. It in fact 
means the looting of the colonies and the violent disposses
sion of the peasantry.

ly, on the commercial bourgeoisie 
and merchant capital.

This kind of domination of labour 
is therefore different from the 
domination of the slave by his 
master or that of the serf by his lord. 
It is the first form of the domination 
of labour by capital, and is the 
source of capitalist relations of 
production. The development of 
these new relations of production 
gives rise to the social antagonisms 
that eventually lead to the abolition 
of the feudal mode of production.

On the basis of merchant capital, 
we can already define what capital 
is. For merchant capital has all the 
basic characteristics of capital in 
general.

We did not talk about capital in 
our discussion of simple commodity 
production. We talked about small- 
scale producers who exchange their 
goods on the market. We summed 
up the general form of this process 
with the formula “C-M-C” : a com
modity (C) is exchanged for money 
(M), and the money is then used to 
obtain another commodity (C). The 
commodi ty is converted into 
money, and then the money into a 
commodity. In this process, there is 
no increase in value at any point, for 
the two commodities have the same 
value.

With the emergence of merchant 
capital, the process is inversed. The 
starting point is no longer the sale of 
a commodity, but money. Before 
selling, and in order to sell, the 
merchant must purchase. In this 
case, the process is expressed in the

formula M-C-M, instead of C- 
M-C. The commercial capitalist 
has a certain amount of money (M). 
With this money, he buys a com
modity (C) which he then sells for 
another sum of money (M). At the 
end of the process, the merchant 
must pocket a larger sum of money 
than he spent in the beginning; 
otherwise, he has come full circle 
and has not made any profit.

The merchant’s goal is not to ac
quire and consume a commodity; 
his goal is to add to his initial 
capital. M oney becomes capital 
when it is used for this purpose, in 
this process. In other words, it 
becomes capital when, instead of be
ing spent to satisfy a need by con
suming a commodity, it is spent to 
make more money through the ex
change of commodities. The money 
a handicraftsman uses to buy com
modities cannot be called capital, 
for he consumes these commodities 
himself. But the money used by a 
merchant does become capital, 
because in his case the purchase of a 
commodity is not the ultimate goal, 
but rather the means to add to his 
quantity of money.

W h e n  m e r c h a n t  c a p i t a l  
predominated, the exploitation of 
labour by capital was achieved in
directly, through the small-scale 
producers’ dependence on the com
mercial bourgeoisie. By buying 
commodities at prices below their 
real  value,  the commerc i a l  
bourgeoisie in fact exploited the 
work of small-scale producers. Seen

in this way, capital is not a thing. It 
is a social relation, the exploitation 
of labour by the capitalist class.

So capital is more than a sum of 
money. It is a sum of money whose 
function is to reproduce and add to 
itself in the process of the produc
tion and circulation of commodities. 
Any sum of money, however con
siderable, that is not involved in this 
process is not capital. Capital can 
only be scientifically defined as a 
social relation. It is a social relation 
for two reasons: it sets in motion 
both exchange and the exploitation 
of labour, both of which are by 
definition social relations, and is 
developed through them.

Now let’s look at how merchant 
capital becomes industrial capital 
and how labour comes to be 
dominated directly and totally by 
capital.

B) The transformation 
of merchant capital 
into industrial capital

With the growth of the market, 
small-scale handicraft production 
was no longer enough to meet the 
demand. More expensive tools of 
production became necessary, and 
more and more goods had to be 
produced. Merchant capital was 
chiefly responsible for developing 
new conditions of production to 
meet the demands of a constantly 
growing market.

In the 15th, 16th and 17th cen
turies, the European countries ex
plored most of the globe. With the 
discovery of new routes to the Far 
East, and especially to China, and 
with the colonizat ion of the 
Americas and the massive penetra
tion of the African continent, the 
bourgeoisie greatly expanded its 
field of action. New markets were 
opened up, and the demand for 
finished goods thus increased. The 
problem was t ha t  the han-
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The development of merchant capitalism under feudalism gave rise to the

dicraftsmen were unable to satisfy 
the demand, due to their low 
productive potential.

So the merchant class, which was 
already providing small-scale 
producers with raw materials, began 
to provide them with tools of 
production as well. The han
dicraftsm en gradually became 
workers deprived of all control over 
their production and their means of 
production. They were thus reduced 
to simple wage-earners in the ser
vice of capitalists.

It is important to remember here 
that the competition between small- 
scale producers (handicraftsmen 
and peasants) was directly responsi
ble for the bankruptcy of many of 
these small-scale producers. This 
provided the emerging bourgeoisie 
with a body of manpower deprived 
of any means of production. This 
manpower was available to be hired 
as wage workers in production to 
meet the growing demand of a 
steadily expanding market.

It was this development of 
production, stim ulated by the

growth of the market, that created 
the necessary conditions for part of 
the merchant capital to be trans
formed into industrial capital. This 
transformation was to have an enor
mous impact on the rise of the 
capitalist mode of production. More 
specifically, this was the era when 
capital directly subjugated labour. 
Former handicraftsmen and pea
sants who had been ruined were 
hired in the capitalists’ workshops. 
This class of wage workers,  
deprived of the means of produc
tion, constituted the embryo of the 
working class as we know it today.

But all this occurred relatively 
slowly. A large amount of capital 
had to be invested in production as 
such before the capitalist mode of 
production could supplant han
dicraft production. In other words, 
the bourgeoisie first had to con
centrate enormous sums of capital 
in its hands in the form of means of 
production and money capital. This 
concentration of capital in the hands 
of the emerging bourgeoisie is called 
the primitive accum ulation of

working class.

capital. How is this primitive ac
cumulation accomplished?

1.3 The primitive 
accumulation of capital: 
the looting of the colonies 
and the expropriation 
of independent 
small-scale producers

There are two main requirements 
for capitalist production:
1) a vast number of individually 

“ f r e e ”  w o r k e r s ,  n am e l y  
labourers who are neither slaves 
nor serfs tied to their lord’s land, 
but who are deprived of the 
means of subsistence and com
pelled to sell their labour to the 
capitalists; and

2) the accumulation of the wealth 
that is absolutely essential in 
creating capitalist enterprises.

There two requirem ents were 
fulfilles through the violent ex
propriation of the peasantry and the 
looting of the colonies. In both 
cases, the most savage kinds of 
violence became the tools with
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which the emerging bourgeoisie 
forged its prosperity.

A) The violent 
expropriation 
of the peasantry

M ost o f the first wave o f the dis
possessed who were to becom e the 
proletariat were peasants who had 
been expropriated and driven off 
their lands. Urban handicraftsmen 
driven to bankruptcy were also 
among the first wage workers, but 
the vast m ajority  o f  the first 
proletarians subjected to capital 
ca m e from  th e  ra n k s o f  th e  
peasantry.

To understand how this hap
pened, we have to look at how 
c a p i t a l i s m  d e v e lo p e d  in th e  
countryside following the expansion 
of com m odity production.

We have seen how simple com 
modity production made small- 
scale producers more and more 
dependent on the m arket. The 
market was the destination of the 
goods produced by handicraftsmen 
and on the farm. The growth of the 
market had a substantial impact on 
the feudal mode o f production in the 
co u n try sid e . In p articu lar, it 
sparked a process o f social differen
t ia t io n  w ith in  th e p e a sa n tr y ,  
dividing it into three categories: the 
rich peasantry, the poor peasantry, 
and the dispossessed peasants who 
became agricultural workers.

What happened in the cities also 
happened in the countryside: the 
com petition inherent to com modity 
production caused social divisions 
and transformed some o f the small- 
scale producers into workers dispos
sessed of the means o f production. 
But in the countryside, this was ac
companied by another development: 
the transformation of rent paid in 
kind into money rent. Let’s look at 
this more closely.

Under feudalism, there were three

forms of land rent. These rents were 
undisguised forms o f the feudal lan
downers’ exploitation of the pea
sants. There was labour rent, which 
was also called the corvee: this was 
the prevailing system in the early 
feudal period, and required the pea
sant to work for free on the lord’s 
lands a certain number o f days a 
year. The second form was rent in 
kind, which required the peasant to 
regularly turn over to the lord part 
of his production (wheat, meat, 
vegetables, etc.). The third form to 
emerge was money rent, a system in 
which the peasant had to sell his 
products on the market and then 
hand over to the lord a certain por
tion of the money thus obtained.

Money rent was characteristic of 
the final stage o f feudalism. It had 
the e ffec t o f  sp eed in g  up the 
development of capitalist relations 
in the countryside. Since the pea
sants had to dispose o f their produc
tion on the market, they were in 
competition with one another; and 
this competition led to the social dif- 
ferenciation and proletarianization 
already discussed. This was how 
capitalist production emerged in the 
countryside.

At the same time, feudal lan
downers were becoming capitalist 
exploiters. Som e o f them, for exam 
ple, turned their lands into pasture 
and hired wage workers — a process 
whose logical outcom e was the 
violent expropriation o f the pea
sants. The history o f England, the 
first country to undergo capitalist 
development, provides a good ex
ample of this.

In the case o f England, the produc
tion of wool for the manufacturing 
of cloth was the immediate reason 
for the transformation of feudal 
holdings into capitalist businesses. 
For the feudal landowners, it was 
more profitable to raise sheep than 
to collect rents from a multitude of 
starving peasants. So they reposses

sed peasant farms, demolished their 
homes and enclosed the fields with 
fences to make them suitable for 
raising livestock. In the 19th cen
tury, a series o f laws known as the 
“ Enclosure A cts” sanctioned and 
legalized this plundering o f the pea
sant’s means of production.

The peasants who were thus 
ruined and dispossessed wandered 
about the countryside looking for 
ways to keep alive. They were an 
easy prey for the up-and-coming 
capitalist entrepreneurs. To force 
them to submit to the capitalists, the 
State enacted legislation outlawing 
“ vagabonds” and m aking them  
liable to heavy penalties up to and 
including death. Under Henry VIII 
in the 16th century, for example, 
72,000 persons were executed for 
the crime of being “vagabonds” . By 
the 18th century, they were no 
longer executed. Instead, they were 
shut in “ workhouses” where the 
ruined peasants were broken to the 
discipline of wage work for the 
capitalists.

This was part o f the source of the 
primitive accumulation that was so 
necessary to enable the capitalist 
mode of production to “ take o f f ’.

B) The looting 
of the colonies

With the violent expropriation of 
the peasants, Capital could count on 
an abundant supply o f cheap labour. 
With the conquest o f the Americas, 
Africa and Asia, the bourgeoisie ac
cumulated fabulous fortunes that it 
then used to stimulate capitalist 
production in Europe.

Colonial trade was in practice a 
great horn o f  p lenty  for the 
capitalists o f the European conti
nent, the cradle of the capitalist 
mode of production. When they 
took possession o f the Americas,
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the colonial powers reduced the in
digenous peoples to a state of 
slavery. The peoples of what is to
day known as Latin America were 
forced to work the gold and silver 
mines. A number o f these peoples 
— the Incas and the M ayas, for ex
ample — were the victims o f what 
amounted to outright genocide. But 
the bourgeoisie o f the time got 
richer and richer, and a major part 
of its fortune was put to work 
developing capitalist production in 
Europe.

This period o f prim itive ac 
cumulation is also known as the era 
of mercantilism, a stage in the 
development o f capitalism when a 
country’s wealth was measured by 
its reserves of gold and silver. The 
search for the precious metals drove 
the great trading companies and 
States to seek to steadily broaden 
their sphere o f influence. This ac
cumulation was the reason why the 
peoples of Latin America were 
reduced to slavery. The indigenous 
peoples were then replaced by black 
slaves kidnapped in Africa. Between 
1686 and 1780, England (which was 
the centre of the slave trade) sold 2.3 
million slaves to the United States. 
The number o f those who perished 
at the hands o f unspeakably brutal 
and barbarous slave hunters and 
slavers was several times greater 
than the number who reached the 
United States alive.

India is another example. Having 
conquered India, the British com 
mercial bourgeoisie represented in 
the East India Company pillaged 
the territory. For a long while, India 
was the main field o f the primitive

accumulation o f capital for Britain. 
In the sixty years between 1757 and 
1815, the East India Company ex
torted one billion pounds sterling 
f r o m  I n d i a .  T h i s  v a s t  a n d  
systematic plunder made India into 
a poverty-stricken, backward and 
starving  co u n try . In 1770, 10 
million people, one-third o f the pop
ulation, died during a famine in the 
Indian State of Bengal as a result of 
this plundering.

The importance of the role of 
trade, and more especially colonial 
trade, in capitalist accumulation can 
a l s o  be  i l l u s t r a t e d  by t h e  
phenomenonal growth o f foreign 
trade in the emerging capitalist 
countries. For instance, the volume 
of France’s foreign trade grew by 
400% from 1716 to 1789. Twenty- 
Five per cent o f all this trade was 
done with the colonies.

This entire period was marked by 
incessant wars, plundering, piracy 
and genocide. European capitalists 
grew rich through the sweat and 
blood of millions o f men and women 
around the world. Expropriation, 
plunder and the ruin o f the vast m a
jority of sm all-scale producers made 
possible the accumulation o f the 
wealth necessary for big capitalist 
p rod uction  to take  o ff. M arx  
analysed this process and the origins 
of primitive capitalist accumulation. 
He was very right when he wrote 
that “Capital comes dripping from  
head to foot, from  every pore, with 
blood and dirt.’’ (')

1.4 Capitalists 
and wage labourers

Everything we have seen so far

adds up to the origins, the history of 
the formation of capitalism as a 
mode of production. One of the very 
notable features o f this history is the 
emergence of two new classes: the 
bourgeoisie and the proletariat. In 
order to understand clearly subse
quent sections, it is important to 
first examine the characteristics of 
these two classes. For these two 
classes, their growth and their 
struggles, have been increasingly 
decisive in the history of humanity 
up until today.

The modern proletariat was born 
out of the ranks of the masses of 
sm all-scale producers in feudal 
times. The handicraftsmen and pea
sants ruined by competition and vic
tims of expropriation by the com 
mercial bourgeoisie and landowners 
were to constitue a new social class 
— the class of wage workers, in
dividually free but all obliged to sell 
their labour-power to the capitalists 
in order to survive.

They are “ free workers” because 
they are not the property of owners, 
as were s la v es. N o r  are they  
producers tied to the lord’s land, as 
was the case under feudalism. The 
proletarian is said to be “ free” 
because he is master o f his own 
person , unl ike the s la v e  who 
belonged to someone else or the serf 
who was only partially free.

But the proletarian is also “ free” 
in another sense: he is “free” of any 
means of production. Unlike small- 
scale com modity producers (han
dicraftsmen and peasants), he does 
not possess the means o f produc
tion. He is a dispossessed producer. 
As we have seen, this has not always 
been the case. Under feudalism, 
before the emergence of capitalism, 
most producers possessed the means 
o f  p r o d u c t i o n .  C a p i t a l i s m  is

1. Marx, Capital, Vol. 1, Complete Works of 
Marx and Engels, Vol. 23, p. 783. This is the 
last line of Vol. 1 of Capital.

The modern capitalist class was born chiefly out of the 
commercial bourgeoisie. By transforming its commercial 
capital into industrial capital, it took control of production.
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characterized by the brutal separa
tion of the producer from the means 
of production. The result of this 
separation is the creation of a new 
class, the class of the proletarians.

But, some will say, this separa
tion of the producer from the means 
of production existed even before 
capitalism. It is true that in ancient 
Rome, for example, there was a 
proletariat, namely a population of 
poor people without any means of 
production. But there is a decisive 
difference between the dispossessed 
in ancient times and the modern 
proletariat, today’s working class: 
this working class is not a popula
tion of poor and beggars without 
work: it is the very source of the 
wealth of the capitalist class. The 
difference is a fundamental one in 
the history of humanity.  The 
modern working class is a fun
damentally different class because 
of its role in social production and its 
relationship to the means of produc
tion. In a subsequent section we will 
examine the laws that govern the 
relations between Capital  and 
Labour — the laws of capitalist ex
ploitation. But it is important to 
emphasize right away the distinctive 
features of the modern proletariat 
as a dispossessed productive class: 
this class does not possess the means

of production; it must hire out its 
services to the capitalist in order to 
survive; and it has no control over 
production or the fruits of its work, 
for these are the exclusive property 
of the capitalists.

It is therefore impossible to un
derstand what the bourgeoisie is as a 
social class without understanding 
its relations with the proletariat. 
Bourgeoisie and proletariat, Capital 
and Labour: two aspects of a single 
reality.

The bourgeoisie is the main class 
of possessors in the capitalist mode 
of production. In contrast to the 
feudal landowner, the bourgeoisie’s 
economic activities are not oriented 
towards natural production to 
satisfy its needs. Its economic ac
tivities are oriented towards produc
tion for the market. Its goal is not 
primarily to possess an estate or a 
sum of money; its goal is to use its 
capital profitably and steadily in
crease the amount of that capital. 
Its god is profit. In Capital, Karl 
Marx quotes from a document writ
ten in 1860 to illustrate very vividly 
the role played by profi t  in 
capitalism:

“Capital eschews no profit, or
very small profit, ju st as Nature
was form erly said to abhor a

vacuum. With adequate profit, 
capital is very bold. A ter  tain 10 
per cent will ensure its employ
ment anywhere; 20 per cent cer
tain will produce eagerness; 50 per 
cent, positive audacity; 100 per 
cent will m ake it ready to trample 
on all human laws; 300 per cent, 
and there is not a crime at which it 
will scruple, nor a risk it will not 
run, even to the chance o f  its 
owner being hanged. I f  turbulence 
and strife will bring a profit, it will 
freely  encourage both. Smuggling  
and the slave-trade have amply 
proved alt that is here sta ted .” (')

But although the bourgeoisie 
owns the means of production, con
trols the process of production and 
is the sole owner of the fruits of the 
work, it does not own the workers 
themselves. It purchases the services 
of the direct producers.  It is 
therefore to its advantage to find a 
sufficient quantity of dispossessed 
but personally free producers. In the 
next chapter, we will see how this 
necessity of the free exploitation of 
wage workers was one of the causes 
of the bourgeois revolution and the 
fall of the feudal regime.

2. L.J. Dunnings, Trade Unions and Strikes: their
Philosophy and Intentions ‘London, 1860), pp.
335-36; quoted by Karl Marx in Capital. New
York, International Publishers, Vol. 1, p. 760.

The last twenty years of struggle 
against national oppression in 
Quebec have clearly posed the ques
tion of the Quebec nation’s political 
status. Yet, judging by its evasive 
question and anti-democratic rules, 
the PQ’s referendum next spring is 
well on its way to being a colossal 
hoax. What attitude should the 
working class adopt  in this 
situation? What interests really lie 
b e h i n d  R y a n ’s “ r e n e w e d  
f e d e r a l i s m”  and Le v e s q u e ’s 
sovereignty-association?

Action is what is necessary more 
than ever, action that mobilizes, in
forms, action that exposes and dis
credits chauvinism and that sparks 
further action.

The main target of this action 
should be the campaign for Cana
dian unity. It is important to expose 
and condemn its demagogy, its real 
goals and its consequences. The 
Canadian labour movement can no 
longer tolerate he fact that its 
leaders support th is chauvinist cam
paign. There must be no unity with 
millionaires and monopolies! No 
unity with capital! We must put an 
end to this scandal!

Quebec has the right 
to choose!
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i Books in review

Le Quebec,
La question nationale, 
by Gilles Bourque 
and Anne Legare

Gilles Bourque and Anne Legare 
quite correctly state at the very beginn
ing of their work, Le Quebec, la ques
tion nationale, (‘) that “it is essential to 
insist on the historical dimension o f  pre
sent-day conflicts" (2) around the 
Quebec national question. This is why 
the authors attempt in this work to out
line the major stages of development in 
Quebec history, from the French 
regime until today on the eve of the PQ 
government’s referendum.

In spite of some important reserves, 
it is worth taking note of the publica
tion of this work. In a period when 
slogans work against any rigorous un
derstanding of the political debate in 
Canada, Le Quebec, la question 
nationale has the advantage of being a 
well-documented historical work. The 
authors quite correctly attack the points 
of view of the nationalist historians 
(Groulx, Brunet and Seguin) who “ex
plain” the inferior economic position of 
the Quebec people by the “destruction” 
of the French-speaking bourgeoisie at 
the time of the conquest in 1760. They 
completely smash the claims of the 
historians of  the l iberal school  
(Hamelin, Ouellet, etc.) who “explain” 
this inferior economic position by the 
“incapacity” of French-speaking peo
ple to master technological discoveries 
in the early days of capitalism.

The authors also devote one chapter 
(chapter 7, “De la revolution tranquille 
a la souverainete rassurante”) to an in
teresting analysis of the transforma
tions which arose out of the Quiet 
Revolution through until the PQ took 
power. The authors expose the openly 
bourgeois nature of the PQ and success
fully refute the thesis that this is a party 
of the petty bourgeoisie, and that conse
quently it is divided between the 
proletariat and the bourgeoisie. With 
the help of the facts presented in this 
section of the book, the authors tend to 
prove the existence of a Quebec

Lc regime km<;m (1534-1760)%^ regime anglais 
111760-1840)'^ Lunion forcee et la confederation 
biciee (1840-1867)^ Le Quebec dans la Confede
ration canadieane (1867-194©)<#Le regime Duplessis j 
(i936»t96o)#De la revolution tranquille a la sop- 
verametif rassurante #  La crise du federal israe cana-

bourgeoisie. Unfortunately, however, 
they say nothing of the political 
programme of this bourgeoisie.

The authors have a very clear posi
tion on the solution to the national op
pression of the Quebec people:

“The struggle to achieve complete 
national equality within the boun
daries o f a Quebec socialist State is in 
our opinion the goal which we must 
aim for in the process o f the political 
organization o f  the working class in 
Quebec.” (3 *)

But here again, the authors say nothing 
about how the proletariat should go 
about reaching such a goal.

Bourque and Legare’s work has to be 
read with great care to spot the errors in 
the historical analysis which lead them 
to their closing call to action. For ex
ample, the well-documented study of 
the Canadian bourgeoisie leaves out a 
certain number of important facts.

Let us sum up the authors’ theses. 
Canada is an imperialist country which 
historically came into being at the end 
of the feudal period and at the beginn
ing of capitalism (between 1760 and 
1867). It is a State built on the negation 
of the nat i onal  rights of  the

“minorities” and in which national op
pression is both the policy of the 
dominating nation and the major cause 
of the “breaking up” of the country 
(resistance to national oppression). This 
is why Canada “has a structural 
tendency to breaking up”, ( j  “The 
Canadian bourgeoisie is not a national 
bourgeoisie” (5 1 2 3 4 5 6 7), since "it has never 
been able to impose its hegemony on 
the industrial level”fi)

On this point, there are a certain 
number of important errors in the 
analysis of the creation of the Canadian 
bourgeoisie. For example, the 1837-38 
rebellion in Upper and Lower Canada 
is merely seen as a “movement... led by 
the petty bourgeoisie and supported by 
the peasantry and directed against the 
c o m m e r c i a l  b o u r g e o i s i e ,  t he  
aristocracy and the colonial administra
tion”. f )  This is not erroneous, but the 
authors base their thesis exclusively on 
the class composition of the forces of 
the rebellion. They do not see the 1837- 
38 events as part of the process of 
bourgeois democratic revolution in 
Canada. They forget to take into ac
count the class programme of this 
movement: the struggle for an indepen
dent bourgeois democratic State. This 
leads them to conclude that the in
dependence of Canada was not the 
result of opposition to colonialism and 
to the semi-feudal regime, but rather 
that it was simply a concession of the 
British metropolis.

Unless we uphold — as the Com
munist Party of Canada (M-L) does — 
that bourgeois democratic revolution 
has not been completed in Canada, we 
have to admit that it must have begun 
and ended at some point. Many sup
posedly Marxist historians fascinated 
by the models of the American and 
French revolutions, are incapable of

1. Bourque, Gilles and Anne Legare, Le Quebec, 
La question nationale , Petite Collection 
Maspero, Paris, 1979, 232 pages

2. Ibid, p. 5
3. Ibid, p. 231
4. Ibid., p. 106
5. Ibid., p. 107
6. Ibid., p. 107
7. Ibid., p. 69
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grasping the specific features of the 
process by which the Canadian  
bourgeoisie was created. In Canada, the 
bourgeois democratic revolution took 
place during the second half of the 
nineteenth century, and even extended 
into this century. The Canadian 
bourgeoisie is the result of the integra
tion of its (dominant) English-speaking 
elements and its (dominated) French- 
speaking elements, and Confederation 
in 1867 was the concrete political result 
of this integration. This bourgeoisie in 
turn then allied first with British 
imperialism (in the 19th century), and 
later with U.S. imperialism in the 20th 
century. (8)

However, it is difficult to understand 
why the Canadian bourgeoisie has 
hegemony over certain sectors of the

L’Albanie 
sentinelle 
de Staline, 
by Jean Bertolino

Disillusioned 
with socialism

The book written by Jean Bertolino, 
a French reporter and writer, is 
presented as “a brilliant report, 
historical account and political essay. It 
is also the itinary o f a journalist who is 
passionately faithful to friendship. But, 
above all, to truth.” (')

It was during a visit to Albania, 
where he had been invited by the Alba
nian government to make a movie, that 
Jean Bertolino discovered the “truth” . 
Bertolino went to Albania between 
1976 and 1978 to make a political film 
on the relations between workers and 
peasants in that country. Bertolino and 
his colleagues wanted to make a 
realistic film, but were constantly con
fronted with continual objections on the 
part of the Albanian government, which 
wanted to present an idyllic vision of 
the life of Albanian workers and pea
sants.

The book’s starting point is not 
without interest. We might have ex

economy (trade, banking, financial in
stitutions, etc.) and is dominated in 
others (especially in industry) if we do 
not understand this interimperialist 
alliance and its consequences.

We must be wary of any unilateral 
apprec i a t i on  of  the Canadi an  
bourgeoisie which would inevitably lead 
to important strategic errors. By speak
ing of the “structural tendency to the 
breaking up of Canada”, Bourque and 
Legare imply that this break-up must 
occur before national oppression can be 
resolved. This conclusion is the result of 
a partial analysis of the Canadian 
bourgeoisie. The Canadian bourgeoisie 
is not only a class racked by numerous 
contradictions; it is also, and above all, 
a class whose interest it is to preserve its 
national market and to maintain its dic-

pected that this author, who does not 
hide his admiration for the achieve
ments of the Albanian people since the 
revolution, would have presented us 
with a criticism of culture as it exists in 
this socialist country. We could have 
expected an explanation of the author’s 
conception of realistic cinema which

Jeon
Bertolino

A lb a n ie  
La sen tin e lle  

d e  Staline

I. H1STWBK 
UMMWMTIi

Seuil

tatorship over the entire Canadian 
proletariat and national oppression in 
the country.

If we understand this, we also under
stand that Canadian workers as a whole
have a fundamental common interest: 
to overthrow the exploiting minority so 
as to put an end to capitalist exploita
tion as well as to national oppression — 
which, by the way, is not limited to the 
Quebec people. If we understand this, 
we also understand that, to solve 
national oppression, Canadian workers 
as a whole must attack the class that is 
responsible for it: the Canadian 
bourgeoisie.

8. See PROLETARIAN UNITY, Vol. 3, no. 1, 
February 1977, p. 12

serves the interests of workers and 
socialism.

But, the film-maker’s frustrations got 
the better of him. Bertolino uses the dif
ferences he has with the Albanian com
rades on the question of culture to draw 
conclusions which are not backed up by 
the facts he himself presents.

According to Bertolino, in Albania 
“the revolution will undoubtedly have 
to be fought again”. (2) But if we put 
aside the subjective impressions which 
the author gathered during his visit and 
base ourselves on the facts, we come to 
the conclusion that the material which 
he presents in fact refutes the author’s 
own conclusions.

For example, the author states that 
Albania is simply "a bureaucratic hell”. 
(3) Why? Because there were recently 
“purges” in Albania, linked to the 
criticism of Chinese revisionism and the 
fact that some members of the PFA 
defended it. Because the PLA has a 
leader who seems to be “venerated like 
a saint, I don’t dare say a god”. (4) And 
especially because it’s “evident” that 
party cadre are granted privileges just 1 2 3 4

1. Jean Bertolino, Albanie la sentinelle de Staline, Edi
tions du Seuil, collection L’histoire immediate, Paris, 
1979, back cover (our translation)

2. Ibid, p. 198
3. Ibid, p. 207
4. Ibid, p. 195
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as they had in the U.S.S.R. at the time 
of Stalin.

But how is it that such “evident con
clusions” are so often contradicted by 
the facts about Albania which Bertolino 
presents? Why have the “Albanian 
bureaucrats” reduced wage gaps in 
their country to a 1 to 2 ratio, (5) and 
why have they done so continually and 
progressively since the revolution? In 
fact the author himself states that 
Albania is “the most egalitarian State 
in the world” (6). How is it that for the 
past five years the theme which has 
dominated all discussions in Albania 
has been — curiously enough — the 
struggle against bureaucratism, and 
that "ministries which had a surplus o f  
personnel were cut back to size” (’)?

How can you explain that in a country 
dominated by careerists there exist 
phenomena like voluntary mass mobi
lizations to solve the housing pro
blem, a phenomenon which Bertoli
no claims to have witnessed personal
ly? Finally, Bertolino evokes Engels to 
claim that the Albanian State is “an es
sentially capitalist repressive machine. 
The more it takes over the ownership oj 
productive forces, the more it becomes 
capitalist in practice and the more it ex
ploits the citizens....” If this were the 
case, how is it that the author was not 
able to show us even a few manifesta
tions of the crisis which characterizes 
all capitalist economies, from that of 
Canada to that of the U.S.S.R. and in
cluding that of China today? On the 
contrary, he is forced to admit that 
there is neither unemployment nor in
flation in Albania, and that the price of 
consumer goods hasn’t risen in years 
although wages have been raised.

But Bertolino discovered even worse 
things during his visit. Hiding behind all 
the achievements of the Albanian peo
ple we find the Party of Labour of 
Albania (PLA), which manipulates 
everything. A very clever manipulator 
indeed, it was able to “manipulate” a 
revolution and an economy which it 
took out of the feudal era and into the 
industrial era in a few decades. What 
Bertolino in fact objects to is that 
everywhere where the masses are taking 
initiatives, we also find a communist 
party leading their efforts. What Ber
tolino does not understand is that what 
distinguishes the Albanian revolution 
from other uprisings of various peoples 
against their bourgeoisies in the thirties 
and forties is neither the genius of its 
people nor that of its leaders, but rather 
the fact that in Albania, the masses’ 
revolt was led by a communist party 
which was closely linked to the masses 
and which based itself on Marxism- 
Leninism. This does not mean that this 
party has not made any mistakes, but 
rather that, until proof to the contrary, 
the party has been able to draw lessons 
from its mistakes and combat the 
revisionist tendencies which eventually 
won out in the Soviet and Chinese par
ties, and many others before them.

We have no intention of giving the 
impression that Albania is paradise on 
earth or that the PLA has never made 
any mistakes. Certain facts which Ber
tolino presents raise real questions for 
us. These facts include the prohibition 
of Mao’s works, certain exaggerated 
references to the party leader and the 
tendencies of the leaders to present an 
idealistic vision of their country. But 
Bertolino does not try to analyse these

facts from a materialist point of view. 
Instead, he attacks one of the determin
ing factors in the victories won by the 
Albanian people — the existence of the 
party that constitutes its leadership.

The appearances of objectivity in 
Bertolino’s book should not deceive us. 
In practice, he is only legitimizing 
bourgeois propaganda which tries to 
make socialism seem like a dream 
which in fact only holds out the 
prospect of the return to the power of a 
new clique of dictators. The only thing 
which Bertolino proposes is disillusion
ment, basing himself on the real set
backs for socialism which have taken 
place in China and the U .S.S.R . 
Although workers must learn from 
these setbacks, they should not be a 
cause for disillusionment and pes
simism. Rather, workers must learn to 
draw the lessons from these experiences 
so as to continue the struggle.

We must support Albania today. But 
this does not mean it never makes any 
mistakes. Rather, we must support it 
because it is a concrete example for 
workers around the world of a society 
which has rid itself of capitalist ex
ploitation. It is a society which has been 
able to spare its people the crisis created 
by this system of exploitation.

We should be wary of those for 
whom, like Bertolino in the past, “all 
genuinely critical thinking about 
Albania seemed like a sacrilege” (8) and 
who, today, are the first to be dis
illusioned.

5. Ibid, p. 49
6. Ibid, p. 50
7. Ibid, p. 191
8. Ibid, p. 181

Editor’s note: Contribute to Books in review
Books in review  is a new regular column. Its purpose is to review and criticize literary works as well as books on 

economics, politics, etc. We also intend to use the column to bring books and publications worth reading and 
knowing about to the attention of our readers and Canadian workers in general.

By themselves, the journalists of PROLETARIAN UNITY cannot cover all the books and publications we 
would like to bring to our readers’ attention. We therefore invite our readers to bring to attention books that 
should be reviewed. We also invite them to submit their own reviews of books they think others should know about.
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International Communist Movement

The present situation and
the Party’s immediate political tasks

Tenth anniversary of the Bandera Roja Party of Venezuela

As part of an effort to familiarize readers with struggles being waged by 
Marxist-Leninist parties and organizations around the world, we are publishing 
excerpts from an important document by Venezuela’s Bandera Roja Party.

The Bandera Roja Party is ten years old. It was formed in 1970, in the wake 
of the political battles linked to the guerilla movement which had been active in 
Venezuela in that period. The movement was able in those days to mobilize up to 
five or six thousand Fighters in the city and countryside. In 1970, the Bandera 
Roja (Red Flag) party was founded in a demarcation from revisionism and the 
“foco” theories of Regis Debray, etc., which held that the class consciousness of 
the masses could be raised only by the armed action of small, isolated groups.

Today, the Bandera Roja Party has taken up the fight of demarcating from 
revisionism on the world level, including a demarcation with the Chinese 
revisionists. The Party has also been active in doing work around the communist 
programme within Venezuela. In doing this, the Party carries out various forms 
of struggle: armed struggle, exploiting all legal opportunities, agitation and 
propaganda in the working class and among the peasants.

The document excerpted below gives an idea of the Party’s analysis and tac
tics during the country’s last election in December, 1978. Venezuela is often 
called the “flower of democracy” in Latin America. The Bandera Roja Party 
comes to some conclusions from its own work, both its successes and its mis
takes. The document gives a portrait of the conditions which our Venezuelan 
comrades have to deal with in their struggle. It talks about how they are working 
to make the communist programme a genuine alternative for the people of 
Venezuela.

(Excerpts from The tenth anniversary 
o f  the Bandera Roja Party o f  
Venezuela, January 20, 1970 — 
January 20, 1980, the National Political 
Committee, February 1979)

The present situation 
and the Party’s 
immediate political 
tasks

1) The ruling class used the 
December election to strengthen and

legitimize the country’s militarized 
democratic system. This pseudo- 
democratic circus that the bourgeoisie 
holds every five years is nothing but a 
plebiscite where the main bourgeois 
parties haggle over the control of the 
government. The main objective is to 
maintain the illusion that democratic 
rights really exist and that the people 
are the supreme masters of the 
country’s destiny. The bourgeoisie uses 
the vote to reaffirm and legitimize its

Venezuela 
at a glance
The world’s third ranking producer of oil 
Population: 13 million 
Area: 900,000 km2

Make-up of the population
White: 20%
Metis: 65%
Black: 8%
Natives: 7%

Income
5% of the active population controls 25% 
of all income.
80% of the active population makes a 
monthly wage of less than 1,500 
bolivares (approx: $341),
45% of the active population makes a 
monthly income of less than 700 
bolivares (approx: $162)
The minimum monthly wage is 300 
bolivars (approx: $70)

Standard of living
Number of unemployed: approximately 
one million.
The official increase in the cost of living 
for 1979 was 40%.
70% of the population doesn’t get enough 
to eat.
50% of the population suffers from 
malnutrition.

domination and to strengthen the illu
sion that the people can change the 
situation through the ballot box. This 
can be demonstrated by looking at the 
illusions and hopes raised in broad sec
tors of the population by Luis Herrera 
Campin’s victory.

2) The high percentage of votes ob
tained by the bourgeois parties is a 
further confirmation of their success. It 
makes it look like they are the vehicles 
in which most people have confidence.
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Hence they appear to express the in
terests of the masses.

In fact, however, the big vote does 
not mean that the masses recognize the 
system or that they solidly support the 
bourgeois parties.

It is nevertheless true that bourgeois 
democratic illusions persist among 
broad sectors of the people. It is also 
true that they have not been convinced 
of the necessity and inevitability of 
destroying the militarized democratic 
colonial State. It is nonetheless a fact 
that broad sectors of the people are very 
sceptical about improving the lot of the 
exploited under the present system. 
There are many who vote for the 
Democratic Action Party (AD) or the 
Christian Democrats (COPEI) because 
they are the only concrete alternatives 
for a “meaningful vote” in terms of an 
electoral victory. Several factors have 
contributed to making it relatively easy 
for the bourgeoisie to manipulate the 
masses. For example, these parties use 
demagogic methods and alternately 
play the game of being “the opposi
tion” . They conduct massive and 
stupefying propaganda campaigns and 
are given immense resources from the 
State and the bourgeoisie. They elec
tions take place in an atmosphere 
dominated by overt repression. At the 
same time, the so-called “ left” parties

all advance a classically bourgeois- 
democratic and collaborationist policy 
line. F inally , the revolutionary  
organizations are still relatively weak 
and undeveloped. That is why a con
siderable number of people who oppose 
the system and who, by law, must vote, 
cast their ballot for one of the two 
bourgeois parties that have a chance of 
winning.

3) Different electoral results cannot 
be expected given the present stage of 
the class struggle in the country. A 
significant change could not occur 
because too many objective and subjec
tive factors combine to prevent any 
alternative to the two main bourgeois 
parties.

The country’s economic prosperity in 
recent years, the demagogic and pop
ulist policies of the bourgeois parties 
and the conciliatory and opportunist 
policies of the petty-bourgeois parties, 
not to mention the control that the 
bourgeois and petty-bourgeois parties 
have over most cooperative associa
tions, have made it possible to contain, 
slow down and often violently repress 
social conflicts. In a climate of relative 
social peace, the masses are easy prey 
for all kinds of reformist illusions. The 
bourgeois parties have used all 
bourgeois and State mechanisms to 
gain the greatest advantage from the 
situation.

This is combined with the fierce 
repression of revolutionary organiza
tions. The revolutionaries, given their 
weakness, do not offer an immediate 
alternative capable of seizing State 
power. We should also mention that the 
sectarianism and conciliatory spirit that 
is present in the revolutionary move
ment have contributed to the situation 
described above and hold back the vic
torious development of revolutionary 
politics.

4) It is impossible to create a perspec
tive of revolutionary power in the elec
toral arena. The entire weight of the 
political, econom ic, judicial and 
military-police apparatus is used to pre
vent a revolutionary model from being 
considered as a viable option with a 
chance of winning. This means that the 
bourgeoisie can play one party against 
the other and be assured of the masses’ 
vote.

Only petty-bourgeois reformist solu
tions are possible under the electoral 
system. Looking at the recent ex
perience in Chile, the effect of these 
solutions is to demobilize the masses 
considerably. Promising revolutionary 
solutions to the masses within the elec
toral process reduces revolutionary 
politics to promoting utter illusion. We 
will not convince the people of their 
own power by promoting petty- 
bourgeois reformist solutions as the 
path to their unity. On the contrary. 
The kind of unity built from false illu
sions dangled before the advanced ele
ments will result in a confusion between 
the votes obtained and the real progress 
of the revolutionary movement.

It is only in the struggles of the mas
ses (in their various forms) and in 
revolutionary propaganda for the 
seizure of power that revolutionary 
forces will be built up. It is on this basis 
that the masses will gain confidence in 
their own strength. This will not happen 
by accumulating votes on a reformist 
platform.

5) The high percentage of votes ob
tained by the bourgeois parties does in
dicate a gain for the militarized 
bourgeois democracy. In no way, 
however, does it mean that the system 
has been definitely consolidated. As we 
have stated in previous documents, 
Venezuelan society is experiencing a 
major crisis which cannot be resolved 
within the system. Only the violent 
revolutionary overthrow of the ruling 
classes and the establishment of the dic
tatorship of the proletariat in the form 
of a democratic people’s State can en
sure we will get the changes we need in 
this country. The economic and social 
problems and the increasingly sharp 
contradictions within the society are 
signs of the system’s tendency to in
stability and of the very critical periods 
that are on the way.

Given the present general crisis of the 
world-wide capitalist system, the 
Venezuelan bourgeoisie has been 
relatively free to manoeuvre because 
the country is an exporter of oil.

Venezuela has not been able to es
cape the international crisis, however. 
It has had effects in one way or another 
in the country and it has been an impor
tant element in the crisis in all fields of 
our society. The domination of
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Students demonstrate against government repression.

imperialism over our country has 
allowed it to place part of the burden of 
its crisis on our shoulders. The effect 
has been felt throughout the economy 
since it is a dependent economy and is 
subject to the plans and decrees of the 
imperialist centre.

The country experienced a phase of 
prosperity and economic growth follow
ing the fall of the Betancourt govern
ment. That was a major factor in the 
stability of the militarized democratic 
system. The beginning of the period of 
economic stability coincided with the 
defeat of the revolutionaries, the split in 
the movement and the withdrawal from 
the revolutionary movement of those 
who had been its main leaders until 
then.

That is why there was a climate of 
relative stability (in other words, no im
mediate threat to the State) following 
Betancourt. The growing oil revenue 
made it possible to grant concessions to 
various social strata, to corrupt many 
working-class and mass leaders and to

smooth over many contradictions. This 
explains why mass protests were more 
limited than they would have been in a 
more dramatic situation. But despite 
the economic prosperity, working peo
ple were continually engaged in 
struggles to defend their wages and to 
improve their living conditions. A 
potential conflict situation was brewing, 
that loomed as a serious threat to the 
system’s stability. This has a lot to do 
with the end of the period of economic 
growth, with the deterioration of the 
masses’ living conditions and with all 
kinds of problems that came down on 
people’s heads. This situation is also 
linked to the sharpening of contradic
tions within the bourgeoisie which 
originated with disputes over the dis
tribution of oil revenue, the possibilities 
for profit, the productive sectors, the 
markets, etc.

The bourgeoisie tried, within the 
militarized democratic system, to slow 
down the growth of social conflict by 
combining concessions and demagogy

with open repression. It even violated 
its own laws. This will continue for as 
long as possible, until such time as the 
bourgeoisie feels it necessary to break 
with formal democracy and resort to a 
military dictatorship.

There had been no such threats dur
ing the three previous presidential 
periods because the bourgeoisie was then 
able to manoeuvre freely. Now that this 
margin for manoeuvre has diminished 
and will continue to do so, the 
bourgeoisie may resort to a military 
d ictatorship  to smash w orkers’ 
resistance to greater exploitation in a 
worsened situation.

Representative democracy is more 
stable in developed countries. Since 
their economies are more stable, they 
can export the burden of their crises to 
less developed countries. They can use 
reformist policies at home to cool out 
class contradictions.

Furthermore, the long period of 
peace experienced by the countries that
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make superprofits from dependent 
countries has allowed them to build up 
a powerful labour aristocracy which 
plays its part in holding back the mass 
movement. However, the general crisis 
of capitalism on a world scale is beginn
ing to have serious effects on many 
economies. The protest movement is 
beginning to grow, which could lead to 
intense class confrontations.

One of the most frequently-used 
arguments in defence of the idea that 
representative democracy has been con
solidated is the high turnout at elec
tions. This cavalierly puts aside the fact 
that voting is compulsory in these 
countries and that abstention is 
punished by law. These people also 
forget that opinion polls (and the 
pollsters’ loyalty to the system is un
questionable) show that 51% of the peo
ple would abstain if the vote-were not 
compulsory. Nor is the law the only 
threat. Campaigns are also mounted to 
pressure people who would otherwise 
not vote to do so.

Some people also talk about how 
civilized and peaceful voting is. They 
say nothing, however, about the 
military and police operations put into 
action at election lime.

When we talk about the consolida
tion of bourgeois democracy, we mean 
the establishment of a representative 
democracy that would not totter with 
every fluctuation in the international 
situation. We mean democracy where 
mass protests would not be limited to 
bureaucratic representations to the 
State within the narrow limits of 
bourgeois “ legality” . We mean a 
democracy where class contradictions 
would not be allowed to simmer until 
they burst as they do in our society. 
F in a lly , we m ean a b o u rg eo is  
democracy without the vice and corrup
tion that is everywhere in Venezuelan 
militarized democracy. We are talking 
about a democracy that is free from any 
immediate threat from the profound 
contradictions within it, contradictions 
which have scarcely been dented by the 
enormous oil revenues of recent years.

When we look at all these elements, 
we can conclude that not only is 
representative democracy not con

solidated, but that, on the contrary, it 
has been weakened and discredited in 
the eyes of the masses. It is being 
criticized from all quarters as even the 
bourgeois apologists who extoll its 
perfection are forced to admit.

We should not confuse things aimed 
at leg itim izin g  and tem porarily  
strengthening the system with the ac
tual consolidation of the system. This 
kind of confusion can only lead to 
pacifist and reformist conclusions 
which will put victory further off.

COPEI’s victory

1) Sine the people had no alternative 
to the AD and COPEI parties, many of 
them voted for COPEI. This was a 
protest vote against the government 
that had brought greater economic and 
social problems, repression, and 
poverty in general. The AD candidates 
only promised increased repression and 
the COPEI candidates appeared to 
have policies more suitable for solving 
the most severe problems the people 
had to deal with. There were other par
ticular factors also, such as the open 
allegiance and even personal identifica
tion of AD candidates with Romulo 
Betancourt that also diminished their 
chances of winning.

The high cost of living, the deteriora
tion in public services, the scandalous 
misappropriation and embezzlement of 
public money, the stepped-up repres
sion and the police scandals were all un
doubtedly factors in the AD’s electoral 
defeat.

2) COPEI’s demagogy and their ex
ploitation of popular disenchantment 
with the Carlos Andres Perez (CAP) 
government was helped considerably by 
the support they received from other 
organizations. This gave the COPEI the 
image of being liberal and broadly- 
based, despite its basic weakness.

Another factor was the opportunist 
policies of the collaborationist left who 
concentrated their attack on AD and 
spared COPEI from criticism. They 
made a distinction between these two 
bourgeois parties and did not try to hide

their preference for a COPEI victory. 
Organizations like the Socialist League 
took the same opportunist stand. The 
Party for the Venezuelan Revolution 
joined Douglas Bravo in openly sup
porting a COPEI victory.

This policy of the collaborationist left 
and of certain revolutionary organiza
tions was effected throughout the elec
toral period by promoting alliances 
with COPEI. Our party criticized this 
extensively because it did not educate 
the people. It hid the truth from the ad
vanced sectors by playing along with 
bourgeois politics and its illusion of a 
“choice” between two parties.

3) The COPEI victory has not dis
lodged any of the ruling classes from 
power. We have always maintained that 
AD and COPEI served the same class 
interests — the interests o f the 
bourgeoisie and the landowners. They 
are the main political base of support 
for imperialist domination in our 
country. They are both fervent 
defenders of the neo-colonial State 
which is an instrument for maintaining 
the domination of our people. Both are 
intimately linked to the policies of 
North American imperialism and the 
other imperialist powers in the U.S.- 
dominated bloc. Both are reactionary, 
anti-people and repressive parties.

To think that real change is possible 
with such parties is a pure illusion. It 
has nothing in common with a scientific 
analysis. The only objective of any 
reform made in the structure or the 
superstructure is to strengthen the ex
ploitation and oppression of our people. 
The aim is always to reinforce the 
country’s dependence on imperialism 
and to try to save the system which 
becomes more threatened each day by 
its own contradictions....

Abstentions 
in the election

1) Our tactic of calling for absten
tions was correct and this will surely 
help us gather together the forces 
needed to seize power. The basic as
sumption we start with is that the mas
ses’ illusions of bourgeois democracy 
need to be broken down. A correct line
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must be demarcated from both refor
mism and adventurism, and favour the 
unity of the people around a program
me of immediate_demands. It must ex
pose reactionaTy, reform ist and 
revisionist policies and continue to be 
relevant after the elections. We called 
on the people to increase their struggles 
for immediate demands and not to 
count on the election to resolve these 
problems. We stated that only the 
revolutionary struggle of all the people 
u n d er  th e  le a d e r s h ip  o f  th e  
revolutionary party would succeed in 
overthrowing the bourgeoisie and the 
landowners and in freeing us from 
imperialism. We maintained that there 
was little place for revolutionary utilisa
tion of the bourgeois electoral process 
and parliament within the current 
militarized bourgeois democracy. Par
ticipation in the election would only 
help the bourgeois campaign to 
strengthen the system and reinforce 
electoralist illusions and reformist posi
tions. The forces of the revolutionary 
movement will not be built up through 
parliamentarism or by participating in 
elections that offer nothing to the peo
ple.

Practice has now confirmed that the 
dream merchants peddling the idea that 
a massive vote for the left would make 
people more confident in the socialist 
forces did not contribute to building up 
the popular movement. The utter rout 
of the collaborationist left clearly 
demonstrated that.

Experience shows that we will not be 
able to educate the masses on anti
parliamentarism and on the necessity 
for violent revolution by playing the 
bourgeois e lectoral gam e or by 
adopting opportunist policies.

2) We did not reject opportunist and 
pragmatic policies and the possibilities 
of fleeting successes on a moralistic, 
principled or strategic basis. Rather, we 
did so on the basis of the analysis of the 
concrete situation and the relationship 
between the analysis and our strategy.

We knew in advance that there would 
not be a gigantic increase in absten
tions, but we had no doubt that there 
would be a slight increase despite the 
massive electoral campaign, the obliga

tion to vote and the various pressure 
tactics used by the system.

Spoiled ballots and abstentions rose 
to 15.6% in this election. There was a 
total of 928,978 abstentions or spoiled 
ballots in the presidential race and 
971,670 in the congressional elections. 
Compared to the 1973 abstention rate 
of 6.7%, there was a 9% increase this 
time.

We do not doubt that errors made 
during the election explain some of 
these abstentions, but it is difficult to 
believe that this was the sole factor. In a 
country like ours where the abstention 
rate is very low, there can be no doubt 
that this high percentage shows that a 
considerable number of Venezuelans 
have lost confidence in representative 
democracy.

The people not enumerated, and 
there were many, can be added to this 
as well. The Supreme Electoral Council 
(SEC) did not give exact figures on the 
number of people not enumerated for 
the selection, but did indicate that there 
was around 100,000.

3) Right from the start, we worked 
hard at uniting the abstentionist forces 
and at giving them greater influence in 
the abstention campaign. The other 
organizations did not respond to our in
itiatives, however. Some simply placed

little importance on this question and 
limited abstention to a simple political 
position. Others did not want to get in
volved in temporary alliances.

The lack of a desire for unity certain
ly weakened the abstentionist forces 
and limited the possibilities of better 
results.

We also made errors and there were 
some weaknesses in the application of 
the abstentionist policy including:

— our proposal was not developed 
enough in scope or depth;

— our campaign was limited and we 
lost the opportunity to make better use 
of the means available;

— there was a lack of a merciless 
ideological struggle against reformist 
and electoralist positions;

— there was a dependence on alliances 
in the campaign which limited the pos
sibilities for moving some of our own 
tasks ahead;

— the electoralist and sectarian ideas of 
some comrades cast a damper on the 
success and enthusiastic development of 
our policy;

4) We should defend abstentions and 
continue the criticism of electoralism at 
every opportunity....

Demonstration against the rising cost of living in Venezuela.
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Revolutionary
tactics

1) The success the new government 
will have with its reformist tactics will 
depend greatly on the policies  
revolutionaries adopt and on how we 
react to and take advantage of the new 
government’s changes in form and 
style.

There will not, in general, be any sub
stantial shifts requiring alterations in 
the tactics developed to deal with the 
situation as it is now. The Party must, 
however, keep a close eye on the 
political situation and maintain flex
ibility in its application of the tactical 
line. It should be able to foresee any im
portant changes in the political situa
tion and be able to modify its tactic ac
cordingly.

The Party will have to centre its ac
tivity in the immediate future in un
masking COPEI’s policies, in fighting 
bourgeois-democratic illusions, in 
strengthening its links with the masses, 
in uniting the people in the struggle for 
immediate demands, in publicizing our 
general political line and in uniting the 
advanced sectors of the revolutionary 
classes in the struggle for the overthrow 
of the bourgeoisie and the establish
ment of a people’s democratic State.

2) Our party’s plan of action includes 
the people’s main immediate demands. 
We will be successful in instigating and 
sharpening mass struggles by applying 
this plan. That is why we must make 
mass struggles a positive factor in our 
battle to isolate the bourgeois parties 
from the masses and to demonstrate the 
populist demagogy of these parties.

3) The fight against petty-bourgeois 
reformism, pacifism and conciliation is 
of vital importance in destroying the 
bourgeois-democratic illusions present 
in the masses. We have to link the 
struggle for immediate demands and 
r e fo r m s  w ith  r e v o lu t io n a r y  
propaganda, with the struggle for peo
ple’s democracy and with the education 
of advanced workers in Marxism- 
Leninism.

Our party is not a reformist party. It 
must never limit its struggle to reforms 
alone for whatever reason. This must be

kept in mind in all of the party’s prac
tical work, especially now when part of 
the party’s tactics is based on inciting 
and raising mass struggles for 
economic, political and social demands. 
To lose sight of this or to lower our 
political programme in the hope of 
broadening struggles would lead us 
down the path of reformism and away 
from our general line.

4) The situation is now favourable for 
the m asses to be recep tiv e  to 
revolutionary agitation. There are 
several factors which make this a good 
time for revolutionaries to successfully 
launch an intensive agitation and 
propaganda campaign. These factors 
include the many problems faced by the 
masses, the enemy’s difficulty in 
manoeuvring freely, the grass roots 
pressure on the leadership of petty- 
bourgeois parties to make more 
protests, and demagogic electoralism 
which forces all parties to hide their real 
nature. We must overcom e our 
organizational and political weaknesses 
and deploy all our resources to profit 
from these conditions and win partial 
victories. That is how we will strengthen 
the Party, improve its links with the 
m asses, broaden  a llia n ce s  and 
reorganize and unite the entire mass 
movement.

5) The central point in our political 
activity should be to convince all the 
potentially revolutionary classes of 
revolutionary positions. Our policies, 
therefore, must be militant and 
broadly-based. We must learn to be 
both efficient and thoughtful in applying 
the principle of unity-struggle and reject 
sectarian or conciliatory ideas and 
practice.

The key element for achieving this is 
the upsurge of worker struggles and 
direct unity with the masses. This does 
not mean that we will look down on any 
struggle or that we will not seek all pos
sible forms of agreement or accord with 
the leaderships of the left-wing parties 
and with co-operative organizations.

6) The struggle for democratic rights, 
against the encirclement of peasant 
zones, for workers’ rights, for a price 
freeze, for wage increases, for the

I liberation of political prisoners and for'

a general amnesty are the main de
mands that can initially put the new 
governm ents’s dem agogy about 
broadening democracy and favouring 
the poor to the test.

These struggles should not be limited 
to denunciations and formal agree
ments. Our main concern is that they 
mobilize the masses and that they spur 
the development of a broad mass move
ment against bourgeois politics. This 
will create a favourable climate for the 
masses to understand the correctness of 
the slogans for the seizure of power. 
They will learn through their own ex
perience the futility of militarized 
bourgeois democracy.

7) The enemy’s tactic of granting a 
few concessions to the masses, of mak
ing a few reforms to the system and of 
throwing a few crumbs to the petty- 
bourgeois parties must be fought. We 
must fight it with a policy of uniting the 
people in defence of their rights and for 
th eir  dem ands and o f u n itin g  
revolutionary and petty-bourgeois 
organizations around immediate 
struggles. We must also exploit all pos
sibilities of mass mobilization that the 
enemy’s tactics allow. We must also un
mask all of the new government’s 
demagogic measures and fight the illu
sions and hopes raised by Luis Herrara 
Campins.

8) Exposing the AD’s demagogy has 
become particularly important because, 
in its role of “opposition”, it will try to 
appropriate the leadership of mass 
struggles. The AD will be trying es
pecially to put forward demands con
cerning the working class in order to 
maintian its domination over the labour 
movement. This is why it is extremely 
important to go beyond immediate de
mands. They must be linked with the 
revolutionary programme and strategy.

The National Political Committee 
of the Bandera Roja Party 

of Venezuela, 
Venezuela, February, 1979

(The English version of this article was 
translated by PROLETARIAN UNITY 
from a French translation published by 
the Bandera Roja Party of Venezuela.)
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International Communist Movement

Celebrate the Eleventh Anniversary 
of the Communist Party 
of the Philippines

The following artilcle is the declaration of the International Association of 
Filipino Patriots (IAFP) to mark the eleventh anniversary of the Communist 
Party of the Philippines. This declaration was published in the January 1980 is
sue of the Philippine L iberation  Courrier. The IAFP has asked us to reproduce 
the declaration and it is with great enthusiasm that we do so, for the text has the 
advantage of giving our readers a good idea of the struggle of the Filipino people 
and of the role played by the Marxist-Leninists in this struggle. This informa
tion is given in a precise, concrete and relatively brief manner.

After having read this text, readers will realize why the bourgeois press has 
barely breathed a word on this situation in the Philippines. Silence is the best 
method that Western imperialists have of hiding their direct support of a fascist 
dictatorship and keeping a movement of solidarity with the Filipino people from 
developing throughout the world. Canadian imperialists are no exception to this 
rule. We must break through this wall of silence so that the struggle of the 
Filipino people is not isolated and ignored as the imperialists would like it to be. 
As well, the Filipino Fighters have absolutely no outside help, while Carter has 
just promised to provide the Marcos regime with half a billion dollars worth of 
arms in the next five years. All financial aid, as modest as it may be, would be 
more than welcome. All donations can be sent to us and we will make sure that 
they reach our Filipino comrades.

1979 was a year of consolidation for 
the Communist Party of the Philip
pines. There were no dramatic mass ac
tions, no sudden increase in the number 
of armed encounters. Instead, in farms 
and factories, slums and schools, party 
cadres worked hard to consolidate gains 
from preceding years. The surface 
quiet was deceptive. Underneath, the 
ground was being laid for even bigger 
mass actions in the future.

There are many reasons for us to 
celebrate the 11th anniversary of the re
establishment of the Communist Party 
of the Philippines on December 26, 
1968. For more than a decade before 
that time, leftist forces were deprived of 
the leadership of the Communist Party 
of the Philippines because of the 
revisionist policies of the Lava brothers 
clique. The re-establishment of the 
Party in 1968, therefore, meant the 
return of the Party to its vanguard role, 
the re-orientation of the Philippine 
revolution towards the correct line.

The beginning of the twelfth year of 
the Communist Party of the Philippines 
(CPP) is also the beginning of the 
decade of the eighties. As it faces the 
new decade, the party is armed with the 
knowledge that it has set firm roots in 
Philippine society from a preceding 
decade of struggle. At this time, ten 
years ago, the CPP had a few hundred 
cadre operating from a few places in the 
island of Luzon. Many party cadres
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were petty bourgeois, urban youth. To
day the CPP has thousands of 
predominantly worker and peasant 
cadres operating out of established 
guerrilla zones all over the country.

The decade of the seventies also saw 
many cadres fall in battle or into the 
clutches of Marcos’ torturers. Many of 
the founders of the CPP now languish 
in prison. It is a tribute to the care with 
which they prepared others to take their 
place that not one step has been missed 
in the steady march of the Philippine 
revolution. The new leadership has 
clearly proven itself capable of guiding 
not just the continued growth of 
revolutionary forces, but also their con
solidation into a solid base for faster 
and more sustained expansion in the 
future.

In the past three years, the twin tasks 
of expansion and consolidation have 
been guided by the document, Our 
Urgent Tasks, the crystalization of dis
cussions at the Third Plenum of the 
Central Committee of the CPP in 
December 1975. Drawing upon six 
years of lessons from the life of the 
party, “Our Urgent Tasks” provides 
guidelines for all areas of the Party’s 
work. In reviewing the past year of the 
CPP therefore, it is only logical that 
Our Urgent Tasks should also be our 
guide.

Conditions 
continue 
to deteriorate

The conditions for sustained growth 
o f r e v o lu t io n a r y  fo r c e s  w ere  
foreshadowed by events in 1979. The 
economy was in worst shape last year 
than in any other year in the seventies 
except 1974. The balance of trade is ex
pected to be in deficit by as much as 
$1.7 billion for 1979. The deepening 
recession in the U .S. and other 
developed countries promises an even 
bigger deficit in 1980. More important
ly, a 23 percent inflation rate which is 
expected to go even higher in 1980 is 
sure to increase popular unrest.

The prospect for the rest of the 
decade is for continued deterioration of 
people’s livelihood as Marcos integrates

the Philippine economy more and more 
closely to the worldwide system of in
ternational capitalism. In the coming 
period, this relationship will become 
even more exploitative as imperialism 
plots to transfer the impact of its 
deepening crisis to dependencies such as 
the Philippines.

For now, Marcos can keep the 
Philippine economy afloat by continu
ing to increase the country’s now $9.6 
billion foreign debt. When the Carter 
administration agreed to provide 
Marcos with $500 million in military 
aid in exchange for concluding a new 
U.S. bases agreement, it also agreed to 
provide him with the financial resources 
necessary to keep the economy from 
bankruptcy. But as Marcos’ recent 
economic policies show, U.S. support 
has to be paid in terms of greater and 
greater exploitation of Filipino workers 
and natural resources, in terms of 
greater and greater U.S. control over 
the Philippine economy.

As the economy lurches from one 
crisis to the next, more and more sec
tors of the population are being vic
timized. As Marcos, his relatives and 
his cronies gobble up more and more 
sectors of the economy, even those sec
tions of the business community who 
used to support Marcos have begun to 
turn against the regime. The increasing 
divisions in the Philippine ruling class 
are going to set the conditions for 
Marcos’ downfall. Marcos may be a 
useful tool for U.S. interests today, but 
not at the expense of the destruction of 
the ruling class that has been so careful
ly nurtured by 50 years of U.S. colonial 
rule and 30 more years of neocolonial 
guidance.

The divisions in the Philippine ruling 
class were shown most clearly in 1979 in 
one widespread discussion of civil war 
and armed struggle among anti-Marcos 
elite elements in the Catholic Church 
and old society politicians. Marcos’ 
latest sop to the myth of “normaliza
tion,” the local elections scheduled for 
the end of January is certain to increase 
the ranks of anti-Marcos forces. Weeks 
before it is actually held, it has already 
been widely denounced as another 
Marcos farce.

For all of their talk of civil war and 
armed struggle, however, the anti- 
Marcos reactionaries have show neither 
the inclination nor the capacity to lead 
the Filipino people in their struggle 
against the Marcos regime. They have 
chosen instead to engage in mindless 
terror and shameless pleading for the 
U.S. to replace Marcos with someone 
from their ranks. The task of leading 
the Filipino people’s struggle against 
the dictatorship remains firmly in the 
hands of the Communist Party of the 
Philippines.

The general line
of the Philippine revolution

As the Philippine revolution moves 
into the decade of the eighties, the CPP 
is assured of the continuing validity of 
the general line for the Philippine 
revolution set 11 years ago at the time 
of its founding. Chairman Amado 
Guerrero summarized this line in 
the following manner.

“The character of the revolution is 
determined by its essential task, which 
is to liberate the people from foreign 
and feudal domination and establish an 
independent and democratic Philip
pines. Such a task can be accomplished 
only by waging armed struggle as the 
main form of revolutionary struggle 
and developing the broadest possible 
united front among the motive forces to 
isolate and destroy the target or 
enemy.”

“At the helm of the motive forces is 
the proletariat. It takes on as its main 
ally, the peasantry whose demand for 
land is the main content of the people’s 
democratic revolution and from which 
the main contingents of the people’s 
army can be drawn. The basic alliance 
of the toiling masses of workers and 
peasants is the solid foundation for the 
united front which must win over the 
urban petty bourgeoisie firstly and the 
national bourgeoisie secondly.”

“The perspective of the people’s 
democratic revolution is socialism. The 
socialist revolution must begin upon the 
completion of the people’s democratic 
revolution. Though we are ready to give 
concessions to the petty bourgeoisie and
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national bourgeoisie in a period of tran
sition, we shall no longer pass through a 
full stage of capitalist development as in 
the case of the old democratic revolu
tions before the era of imperialism and 
proletarian revolution.”

“The targets of the revolution are the 
comprador big bourgeoisie and the 
la n d lo r d  c la s s .  O ur c u r r e n t  
revolutionary struggle against the 
Marcos fascist dictatorship is more 
than a struggle against the ruling clique. 
In the course of fighting this clique, we 
must develop the strength to weaken the 
entire ruling system and then topple it 
down in the end.”

The Party

One measure of the correctness of the 
general line of the Philippine revolution 
is the continued growth of the subjective 
forces of the revolution, the party, the 
people’s army, the mass organizations 
and the local organs of political power. 
After expanding from less than a 
hundred in 1968 to a few thousand 
members on the eve of martial law in 
1972, the growth of the party slowed 
down considerably.

Conditions of repression under mar
tial law was only part of the problem. 
As Chairman Amado Guerrero put it in 
Our Urgent Tasks, “The fascist martial 
rule cannot be used as the main reason 
for the slow growth of the party. The 
structures of this tyrannical rule has 
been more than compensated for by the 
deep-going hatred and growing  
resistance of the broad masses of the 
people. In no year has the enemy struck 
down more than five percent of the 
membership of the party. The Party 
should be able to achieve a high rate of 
growth because it is small but com
posed mostly of cadres, if only we grasp 
the necessity and importance of mass 
members of the Party from the ranks of 
the workers and peasants.”

One of the problems was the 
seemingly simple one of having a 
cumbersome party curriculum which 
was easy for candidates from the petty 
bourgeois class to pass but was too dif
ficult for workers and peasants. 
Another problem was overemphasis on

building mass organizations without a 
corresponding, ongoing programme for 
integrating more advanced elements 
into the Party, a tendency that was par
ticularly pronounced in urban Party un
its.

These problems were clearly iden
tified at the 3rd Plenum of the CPP 
Central Committee in 1975. A program 
for correcting them was launched the 
following year with the release of Our 
Urgent Tasks. By 1979, the program 
had been implemented with enough suc
cess that the Party leadership can now 
confidently say that the pace of growth 
in Party membership has once again ac
celerated, and that the vast majority of 
Party members today come from pea
sant and worker backgrounds.

Considerable effort has also been 
devoted to the ideological consolidation 
of the Party. In the early years, the 
large number of petty bourgeois ele
ments in the party created a situation 
where, as Our Urgent Tasks explained 
it, “The dogmatist tendencies more 
than the empiricist have been most 
prominent among those ideologically in 
error. Instead of making concrete in
vestigations and analyses in linking 
with the masses, there are some of us 
who would rather rest content with 
parallelisms, analogies, quotations, and 
phrasemongering. There is even the no
tion that we do not deserve to be called 
revolutionaries if we cannot copy a suc
cessful revolution abroad.”

These dogmatist tendencies have, in 
large part, been rectified in the past 
three years. In the past year, greater ef
fort has been devoted to raising the 
theoretical level of Party members in 
order to assist those “who remain im
mersed in their own narrow and limited 
experience either because they are given 
no chance of developing ideologically or 
are m erely browbeaten or who 
systematically react to the dogmatist 
tendency with avoidance of theoretical 
study.”

The new 
people’s army

In the past year, the NPA successful
ly surmounted two large encirclement

campaigns by the Marcos military, one 
in Samar and another in the Cagayan 
Valley in northeastern Luzon. There 
have been other encirclement cam
paigns before. What made the past 
year’s experience qualitatively differed 
was the ease with which NPA units ir 
these two areas surmounted these cam
paigns without any losses, without 
serious disruptions in the overall, 
regionwide level of political work.

These gains have been possible only 
because of the successful rectification of 
“left” adventurist errors in the work of 
some units in the countryside. “In cases 
of errors with disastrous results,” Our 
Urgent Tasks explains, “the principal 
tendency has been adventurism or ‘left’ 
opportunism. With mass support wide 
or narrow but shallow, there are those 
who engage in military actions against 
enemy troops and then when the enemy 
reaction rises, they do not know where 
to go or the enemy catches up with 
them. They fail to recognize that to sup
port and ensure the success of any im
portant action, military or otherwise, 
requires painstaking mass work.”

Success in rectifying these errors has 
not been limited to Samar and Cagayan 
Valley. In other regions, the hard- 
earned lessons of not allowing military 
actions to outpace the political work 
has been well-learned. In the Southern 
Tagalog region, for example, the NPA 
suffered several serious setbacks until 
the past year when the lesson of 
matching military work to the level of 
political and organizational work was 
finally learned. In June last year, the 
NPA flawlessly executed an ambush of 
M arcos military in Tagkawayan, 
Quezon, then successfully evaded the 
inevitable retaliatory military operation 
by melting into their by now well- 
organized barrios within the guerrilla 
zone.

Another aspect of the NPA’s work in 
the past two years has been the con
solidation of 20 small guerrilla fighting 
fronts into 13 larger and more secure 
fronts. In the process, NPA units have 
acquired greater manoeuvrability. The 
consolidation of larger and more secure 
fronts has also enabled regional 
leadership to meet more often and for 
greater nationwide coordination,
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central leadership to meet with regional 
bodies. For an archipelagic country such 
as the Philippines, where islands are 
narrow and mountainous regions long 
rather than deep, the tying together of 
several fronts into larger ones is the first 
step toward the development of secure 
revolutionary base areas.

One key problem remains, that of 
securing enough arms for the lens of 
thousands who are anxious to light for 
the people’s army. In Samar alone, 
there are 10,000 fighters in the village 
militias but very few of these can be in
corporated into regular units because of 
the continuing difficulty of securing 
modern weapons. Because of this, the 
task of moving the armed struggle from 
the substage to the main stage of the 
strategic defensive is going to take 
longer than initial plans called for.

The mass organizations 
and local organs 
of political power

The consolidation of guerrilla fronts 
and the strengthening of the people’s 
army are the result of the implementa
tion of the guidelines for barrio organiz
ing in Our Urgent Tasks. Here the error 
that required rectification was em
piricism. “The error of haphazard 
organizing oftentimes characterized by 
lack or insufficiency of social investiga
tion and by yielding membership in the 
barrio organizing com m ittee to 
whomever are the initial contacts in a 
barrio, leads on to another error. The 
work of consolidation is not attended 
to. The basic mass organizations for 
peasants, workers, women, youth, 
children, and cultural activists are not 
organized and mobilized to ensure 
sustained all round mass support for the 
revolution.”

T he c a r e fu l a p p lic a t io n  o f  
organizational guidelines set in Our 
Urgent Tasks has led to tremen
dous expansion of organized mass sup
port for the revolution in the 
countryside. In Samar, for example, 
some 400,000 people out of the island’s 
1.2 million population have been 
organized into active support for the

NPA. With Marcos forces con
centrated in northern Samar, NPA un
its easily shifted to other areas. More 
importantly, organizational work 
among the peasant masses continued 
even in refugee camps and a series of 
mass actions protesting military 
atrocities have caused considerable em
barrassment to the dictatorship within 
the Philippines and abroad.

In Manila and other urban areas, 
greater attention was devoted to con
solidating party units after a period of 
re-assessment. This period of re
assessment partly explains the absence 
of large mass actions in the past year. 
The primary problem was identified as 
early as 1976 in Our Urgent Tasks. 
In the cities, the document points out, 
“There is the ‘left’ opportunist notion 
prevalent among those of us in error 
that there can be no revolutionary 
struggle when there are no strikes, 
demonstrations and other conspicious 
mass protest actions. They fail to 
reco g n ize  th at it is p erfectly  
revolutionary struggle to lay down the 
foundation for these higher forms of 
p o litica l action  by doing solid  
organizational work among the mas
ses.”

The full implementation of guidelines 
set in the recent re-assessment still 
needs to be done. One of the problems 
is the greater effectivemness of Marcos’ 
repressive apparatus in urban areas. In 
the past year, for example, a series of 
mass arrests starting in July and con
tinuing into November, caused con
siderable disruptions in the work of 
various mass organizations. As the up
surge of the student movement in 
August 1979, showed, however, no 
amount of repression can stop the peo
ple’s movement altogether.

Onward 
to the eighties

Marcos declared martial law in 1972 
in a vain attempt to stop the thrust of 
revolution spawned by the economic 
and political crisis of the sixties. He 
spent the rest of the decade attempting 
to stabilize the system of export- 
oriented industrialization that he and

his American masters had devised to 
surmount the crisis of the sixties. 
Because this “New Society” is in fact 
merely an elaboration of the basic 
neocolonial system set in place at the 
time of independence; because it is 
based on the intensification of the ex
ploitation of the Filipino working mas
ses; because it is based on even closer 
integration with the crisis-ridden inter
national capitalist system, this “New 
Society” of Marcos has now brought 
the Philippines into an even deeper 
crisis than the one it was supposed to 
solve.

If martial law was imposed to solve 
the crisis of the late sixties which 
destroyed the old system of liberal 
democracy, what new system is U.S. 
imperialism and its local puppets going 
to devise to solve the crisis of the late 
seventies? Whatever the U.S. and its 
puppets cook up, whether it is “nor
malization” under Marcos, or his 
replacement with a combination of 
anti-Marcos reactionaries and the 
military, the tide of revolution cannot 
anymore be stopped. At the start of the 
last decade, the CPP was only a little 
more than a year old. Today, it has had 
more than a decade of rich experience 
in struggle and is much better prepared 
to guide the coming revolutionary up
surge.

Despite the still escalating levels of 
fascist repression, despite the dif
ficulties of resurrecting the revolution 
from the setbacks caused by the 
revisionist Lava clique, the CPP success
fully guided the revolution through the 
decade of the seventies. The Party, the 
New P eo p le’s Arm y, the mass 
organizations and local organs of 
political power are firmly rooted among 
the masses throughout the country. 
Through correct application  of 
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse-Tung 
Thought, through rigorous application 
of the dialectic of theory and practice, 
the Communist Party of the Philippines 
has firmly laid the ideological, political 
and organizational basis for the coming 
revolutionary upsurge in the decade of 
the eighties.

Philippine Liberation Courrier, 
January 1980
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A new publication

International
Forum

In late April, the Marxist-Leninist 
Organization of Canada IN STRUGGLE! 
will publish the first issue of International 
Forum, a new publication for the inter
national communist movement. Inter
national Forum will be published three times 
a year. As its name suggests, the purpose of 
this new journal is to give international ex
posure and hearing to the greatest possible 
number of points of view found among the 
various communist forces in the world to
day. In this way, International Forum hopes 
to contribute to the advancement of the 
struggle against revisionism and for the un
ity of the international communist move
ment. This is why the journal will not 
restrict itself to making known the positions 
of simply part of the communist movement. 
It is committed to becoming an instrument 
of struggle and polemic so that communists 
will eventually come to the proletariat un
ited around a single programme.

The first issue of International Forum will

contain the positions of as many parties and 
organizations as possible on the question of 
the unity of the international communist 
movement. It will include documents 
produced by the National Committee of the 
P eo p le ’s St ruggl e  Commi t t ee s  of 
Venezuela; the Revolutionary Communist 
Party of Chile; the Communist Party of 
Japan (Left); the Revolutionary Communist 
Party of the U.S.A.; the Marxist-Leninist 
Party of Austria; the journal Albania 
Today; the Communist Party of Portugal 
(reconstructed); the Communist Party of 
Ceylon; etc.

There will also be a regular column in 
International Forum on the international 
communist movement and its work. It will 
be a way of becoming acquainted with the 
positions of different parties and organiza
tions around the world and their work in the 
revolutionary struggle in their respective 
countries.

Don’t miss the first issue of International Forum!
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