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N ote from th e ed ito r
Inflation affects us all, even the journal
We have written it often enough in the past four years — we
even put it on the cover of our last issue: there is an
economic crisis in Canada and throughout the world. To
day, we have to face the fact that this crisis affects the jour
nal as well. This means that we will have to raise the price of
PROLETARIAN UNITY from $1.50 to $2,00 a copy.
That may seem a bit expensive, but we have no choice.
The price of the journal has remained unchanged since
the publication of the first issue in 1976. It is obvious, none
theless, that costs have shot up in the field of publishing
just as they have everywhere else. As a matter of fact, our
production costs have increased 40% over this period. Given
these costs, we are therefore obliged to readjust the price of
the journal. Even at $2.00, however, it costs much less than
most other journals of this kind.
And $2.00 a copy just barely covers production costs of
PROLETARIAN UNITY. Producing a publication in
volves more than writing it; it has to be typeset, proofread,
the pages laid out, the photographs developed, negatives
and plates made, printed, collated, cut and shipped
throughout the country. All this takes time, energy and
money.
Of course, the long-term solution is not to raise the price
of the journal. The solution is ultimately to distribute it
more widely, increasing its total circulation. This would be
another, better way of allowing us to meet production costs.
So in addition to the basi.c political reasons, there are also
financial reasons for our decision to work at distributing
the journal more broadly, increasing the number of subscrip
tions and places where it is sold. You can help us do this.

PFCLETPFlFM LIFlTy
Distribute the journal to your friends and acquaintances.
Encourage people to subscribe (and subscribe yourself, if
you haven’t already done so). Ask your corner news stand or
bookstore to carry it.
This is one more way of helping to fight the crisis!

150 more places will sell the journal
To help improve the distribution of PROLETARIAN
UNITY, we have made arrangements to have the journal
distributed in English Canada by the Canadian Periodical
Publishers’ Association (CPPA). This agency distributes a
number of magazines that are not carried by the major dis
tribution monopolies. It gives us access to 150 more points
of sale. The journal will continue, however, to supply the
points of sale in English Canada and Quebec that are not
covered by the CPPA.

A new column
There is a new column in this issue: Documents for the
criticism of revisionism. Over the next period, this column will
include articles and analyses aimed at contributing to a
thorough criticism of revisionism. It should be noted that these
articles will not necessarily reflect IN STRUGGLEI’s official
point of view on the subjects dealt with.
The column is open to readers’ contributions and points
of view in the debate. Please feel free to send us your sugges
tions, articles, comments and so on. By doing so, you will
help answer the questions that workers and progressive peo
ple have been wrestling with for a long time now on the set
backs in the struggle for socialism.
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Poland: Workers fight for their
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International Forum is a journal published by the
Marxist-Leninist Organization of Canada IN
STRUGGLE! for the international communist move
ment. Its purpose it to make known the points of view of
the various communist forces around the world on the
main questions of theory and political line. There are
many splits and divisions in the international communist
movement today. Open, broad debates are therefore a
vital step towards defeating the revisionist deviations and
rebuilding unity around a common programme.
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in late October, will focus on the question of national
liberation struggles in colonial and neo-colonial
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the situation and the path of the revolution in these
countries.
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international communist movement. As well, there will
be letters and information about the activities of
Marxist-Leninist forces around the world.
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Editorial

Cuba’s role in Latin America
After events in Iran and Zimbabwe, the battlefront has
now shifted to Latin America. The victory of the Sandinista
National Liberation Front (FSLN) has sparked a whole
series of revolts, especially in Central America. The Confe
rence in Solidarity with El Salvador, held July 4-7, 1980, in
Caracas, Venezuela, is a clear indication of the growing inter
nationalist solidarity in this part of the world. The conference
was attended by various different organizations — some of
them Marxist-Leninist — from Venezuela, Equador, El Sal
vador, Panama, Costa Rica, Colombia, Belgium and
Canada; IN STRUGGLE! was one of the organizations
present. They had all come to express their support for the
struggle of the people of El Salvador and give them whateveraid they need. The discussions and stands taken at the confe
rence gave rise, however, to a major debate on whether or not
it was necessary to oppose all forms of imperialism, including
the manoeuvres of the Soviet Union in this part of the world.
Any discussion of the role of the Soviet Union in this
region necessarily raises the problem of Cuba and its in
fluence in the revolutionary movement in Latin America. For
there is little direct Soviet interference in this part of the
world. It works instead through its Cuban ally, which faith
fully defends Soviet positions on all major issues, from the
question of East-West detente to the armed suppression of
the Eritrean people's liberation struggle and the invasion of
Afghanistan. As a result, the peoples of Latin America have
for some years now been faced with serious questions concer
ning the path of the revolution in their countries.
* * *
Since Fidel Castro was chosen as president of the nonaligned movement last year, Cuba’s influence has been
growing steadily. In recent years, the Cuban government has
established close ties with the Nicaraguan government as well
as with the regimes in power in several other countries, such
as Grenada and Jamaica — some of which claim to be follo
wing in the footsteps of the Cuban revolution.
When Fidel Castro went to Managua (the capital city of
Nicaragua) on July 26 for the celebration of the first anni
versary of the Nicaraguan revolution, he was greeted by
crowds of people — a clear sign of Cuba’s very real influence
on the masses of working people in these countries. It has a
similar influence on the revolutionary movement. Many of
the organizations — including some that play a leading
role in the anti-imperialist struggle recognize Cuba as a so
cialist country and affirm the existence of a socialist camp
that includes the U.S.S.R. This is true of the Popular Libera
tion Forces “ Farabundo M arti” (FPL) in El Salvador; we are
publishing their position in this issue of the journal. It also
holds true for the Sandinista National Liberation Front in
Nicaragua and the Working People Alliance (WPA) in
Guyana. Before coming to a conclusion on this issue, there
fore, it is important to understand the underlying reasons for
this influence, which goes back some 20 years.,
* * *
From 1953 to 1958, the Cuban people waged a genuine
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The experience of the Cuban revolution Is still a very Impor
tant influence throughout Latin America, despite the Soviet
Union’s increasingly evident control over Cuba.

anti-imperialist struggle that led to the island’s independence
and the triumph of the July 26th Movement, headed up by
Fidel Castro. Cuba was the first land in the Americas to free
itself from the grip of U.S. imperialism — a historical fact
that has retained a fast hold on the masses everywhere south
of the Rio Grande.
But there is another aspect of their struggle that is not so
well remembered. The Cuban revolutionaries were victorious
because they opposed the sabotage of the movement of
armed struggle and the collaboration with the dictator
Batista put forward by the Popular Socialist Party (as the
communist party of Cuba was then known). The Communist
Party of Cuba was only founded much later, as a result of the
merger of these two organizations that had previously stron
gly disagreed on many points. Independence allowed Cuba to
improve the living conditions of the masses far beyond any
thing done elsewhere in Latin America. In terms of the popu
lation’s health and health care, for example, Cuba outranks
all the other countries south of the United States. And
despite the fact that Cuba is still entirely dependent on its
exports of sugar to the U.S.S.R., despite the fact that it has a
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basically one-crop economy, despite the fact that there are
food shortages and little economic growth today, the country
has made tremendous progress, compared to the terrible
poverty and misery that characterizes the other countries of
Latin America. This is undeniably the result of the revolu
tionary struggle waged by the Cuban people in the 1950s.
This helps explain why the Cuban revolution has been such
an important source of inspiration for Latin American revo
lutionary movements for the past twenty years. Furthermore,
the Cuban experience proved the importance of armed strug
gle and represented a radical break with the pacifism and col
laboration preached by all the revisionist communist parties.
It was in the 1960s that the Soviet Union gained firm
control over Cuba. Cuba found itself in the same situation as
many other underdeveloped countries receiving “ tied”
foreign aid: it had to use nearly all the credit it got from the
U.S.S.R. to buy Soviet products. Despite this, and although it
began to adopt the Soviet point of view on an increasing
number of questions, Cuba continued to provide substantial
aid to revolutionary movements and countries in Latin
America. It is important to understand the subtlety of the
policy: it succeeds in upholding the Soviet theses on peaceful
coexistence while at the same time encouraging guerrilla mo
vements. Thus a year ago, the Communist Party of Cuba
(only founded in 1965) managed to praise the work of both
the Communist Party of El Salvador (PCS) and the Popular
Liberation Forces “ Farabundo Marti” at a time when the
PCS recognized and was part of the military junta in that
country. In Guyana, it has official relations with the Forbes
Burnham regime, brought to power by the CIA; simulta
neously, however, it recognizes the Working People Alliance
(WPA), which is fighting the Burnham regime. When Walter
Rodney, one of the leaders of the WPA, was assassinated,
Cuba condemned the assassination without condemning the
murderer. Cuba has also managed to condemn the military
coup d’etat in Bolivia without mentioning the role played by
the Argentinian military regime in the c.oup. The reason for
its silence on Argentina’s role is easy to understand: Argen
tina has substantial economic ties with the U.S.S.R. — suffi
ciently important that the U.S.S.R. came to General VideIa’s rescue at the United Nations and prevented any debate
on the torture and violations of human rights in Argentina.
At the present time, the Soviet Union’s primary goal is to
gain a solid foothold in Latin America, the bastion of U.S.
imperialism. Cuba therefore has a key role to play. Its job is
to promote the reconciliation of the revolutionary forces and
the pro-Soviet revisionist parties, thus ensuring Soviet in
fluence within the revolutionary movements without the need
for military intervention by either the U.S.S.R. or Cuba.
Cuba cannot afford to intervene militarily in Latin America
as it has done in Ethiopia, where it helps prop up a feudal
regime that denies Eritrea the right to self-determination: it
would be rapidly exposed and discredited.
* * *
This is the danger of Cuban influence in Latin America
today — the danger that the revolutions that triumph in these
countries fall into the grip of another imperialism, as has
happened with Angola and Cuba, for instance. This danger is
all the more real because many of the revolutionary forces in
Latin America have not fully analysed the Cuban revolution.
Once again, we have a striking example of the concrete, prac

PROLETARIAN UNITY

tical necessity of a more thorough criticism of revisionism if
revolution is to win out in these countries.
In the framework of the struggle against Khrushchevite re
visionism, a number of Marxist-Leninist organizations did
more than side with the Chinese and Albanian parties; they
also began to criticize the erroneous ideas that lay behind the
guerrilla movements influenced by Cuba. This was done in
Colombia, Equador, the Dominican Republic, Brazil, Vene
zuela and Chile. But there were also a number of movements
of armed struggle and organizations identifying themselves
as Marxist-Leninist that did not take part in this criticism.
Although they criticized the “ focist” conception of revolu
tionary action as the work of small groups of armed men iso
lated from the masses, they nonetheless did not break with
Cuba. This was true of the National Liberation Army (ELN)
in Colombia in the 1960s. Similar debates occurred in the
ESLN in Nicaragua. In El Salvador, the FPL made a clean
break with the PCS when the latter came out in support of
the war between El Salvador and Honduras in 1969. These
demarcations were steps forward in the process of working
out a revolutionary programme in these countries.
It would be wrong, however, to gloss over the fact that this
demarcation is still incomplete; and the recognition of Cuba
as a socialist country is a good illustration of this. As long as
this demarcation is not carried through more fully, the
danger will persist of important compromises on the revolu
tionary programme needed to free the peoples of Latin
America from imperialism. To a certain extent, the Confe
rence in Solidarity with El Salvador helped clear the way for
this demarcation.
This is one aspect of the complex situation of the revolu
tionary movement in Latin America, illustrated by the so
lidarity conference in Caracas. It should be of the utmost
concern, because it affects active revolutionary forces that in
many cases play a leading role in some of the most troubled
regions of the world, in countries where the masses have
taken up the struggle against dictatorship and imperialism. It
is a situation that will undoubtedly have repercussions in
Latin America; but it may well also affect the progress of
proletarian revolution on a world scale.
•
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The column ‘Commentaries
on the Programme’ suspended
In issue no. 20 of the journal, we began a new column
called “ Commentaries on the Programme” with the
first of what was to be a series of articles based on the
work undertaken to write the commentaries on the pro
gramme adopted by IN STRUGGLE! at its Third
Congress. Given, however, the extent of the work to be
done by our organization in studying the history of the
working-class and communist movement so as to
understand to roots of the revisionist betrayal, the
Central Committee of IN STRUGGLE! has decided
to suspend work on the commentaries. Consequently,
the column in the journal is also suspended. It is repla
ced with a new column, “ Documents for the criticism of
revisionism” .
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Letters_______
3—
The project for the political so
elections. Everyone knows that the refe
vereignty of Quebec draws its support
rendum was mainly waged around emo
from intellectuals, small businessmen
tions and on the level of ideas. The
and professionals.
Quebec byelections were, however,
Today it is true that a project of poli
waged mainly around facts and the
The analysis we (IN STRUGGLE!
tical
sovereignly seems an uncertain
PQ’s
record.
ed. note) present contains two major
choice for the Quebec bourgeoisie. It is
Workers were able to realize the
errors in terms of how the workingstill probably more to its advantage to
reactionary nature of the PQ during the
class vote should be interpreted. First,
be
linked to the rest of the Canadian
we minimize the percentage of ‘yes’ three years it was in power...? It is
bourgeoisie.
But we have repeatedly
somewhat
astonishing
that
at
the
same
votes in the working class; and second,
said that the PQ is a bourgeois party.
time that they were aware of this reac
we underestimate the hold which natio
tionary nature they were voting for the
This is not only true on the basis of the
nalism has in the working class.
forces of chauvinism.
point of view that it defends and spreads
To help us understand this error, here
among the masses, but also because this
Workers and progressive people ge
are the three basic elements of IN
party is deeply rooted in and firmly sup
nerally
played
the
PQ’s
game
by
STRUGGLE!^ analysis:
ported by a faction of the bourgeoisie in
making
a
clear
distinction
between
its
1 — Workers were not taken in by
Quebec. The commerce and textile
years in power and the referendum. For
the PQ. The proof of this is the result of
industries in Quebec, State corpora
example, many public sector workers
the last byelections and the divided
tions and certain financial institutions
voted ‘yes’ despite the rotten contract
vote in PQ strongholds.
support it and supported the ‘yes’ camp
signed last fall.
2— Workers were able to see the
during the referendum.
The
project
of
political
sovereignty
reactionary nature of the PQ during the
I find that our affirmation about the
for Quebec never had deep roots in the
three years it has been in power. Its
support the Quebec bourgeoisie gave to
working class: I find it particularly si
major setbacks in its strongholds during
the ‘yes’ camp is dangerous because it is
gnificant that we use such an argument
the byelections as well as the refe
open to interpretation. It suggests that
to
prove
that
the
working
class
plays
a
rendum are proof of this.
the PQ is the representative of the petty
very
minor
role
in
the
‘yes’
camp.
3— The project of the political sove
bourgeoisie. This idea is widely spread
Nationalism has always existed in the
reignty for Quebec will not change
by the Trotskyists: “ we should support
Quebec working class for as long as the
workers’ conditions; and in any case, it
the PQ in a critical way because it is not
Quebec nation has suffered oppression.
was never deeply rooted in the working
a real bourgeois party.” This is the kind
The struggle against national op
class.
of argument generally served up by the
pression
in
Quebec
has
also
always
been
Workers were not taken in by the PQ
T rotskyists.
led by the bourgeoisie or the petty bour
and the three years during which it led
The project of political sovereignty
geoisie. However it is not because this
the province have clearly shown its anti
for Quebec has never had deep roots in
struggle has always been led by classes
worker character and yet, the refe
the working class? As I have already
other than the working class that the
rendum results prove the opposite. For
said, nationalism has been constantly
latter
has
not
been
tainted
with
and
example, in the working-class districts
present in Quebec ever since this nation
even supported nationalism.
of the Saguenay-Lac St-Jean, the
has suffered oppression. Isn’t it pre
If we look at the union conventions
North Shore and James Bay regions,
cisely nationalism that is the most diffi
held before the referendum, all of them
the ‘yes’ won a definite victory. In the
cult barrier to overcome if we are to
opted for the ‘yes’ — the CNTU, the
Montreal ridings, even if the ‘no’ won,
unite the working class in Canada?
QFL
and
CUPE.
it did so by a very slim margin (5 to 10
Such an affirmation raises a ques
Finally, the results themselves of the
percentage points).
tion. If the project of political sove
referendum prove that an important
As well, putting the results of the
reignty for Quebec has never been
part of the working class opted for the
byelections and those of the referendum
deeply
rooted in the working class, what
‘yes’ position; and in general, these were
on the same level, without analysing the
are
the
manifestations of nationalism in
organized
workers.
prevailing factors in the two situations,
Quebec in the working class?
Our analysis underestimates nationa
is an erroneous way of proceeding. The
It was intellectuals, small busi
lism’s hold on the working class. To
context in which the byelections took
nessmen and professionals who massi
help us understand our second error,
place was very different from the
vely supported the ‘yes’? These strata
here are three basic elements of our
context of the referendum. The PQ was
represent the petty bourgeoisie and
analysis.
We
state
that:
right in the middle of negotiations with
make up between 20% and 30% of the
1—
The
political
sovereignty
project
public sector workers. It was getting
population but the ‘yes’ vote was 48%,
does not have a sufficient social base in
ready to pass Bill 17 on health and
and not all of the petty bourgeoisie said
the Quebec bourgeoisie for it to be rea
safety in the work place. All the opposi
‘yes’. For example, 75% of the medical
lized in the near future.
tion forces including us, campaigned
profession voted ‘no’
2—
The
political
sovereignty
project
mainly against the PQ’s policies.
It is true that the PQ was strongly
in Quebec has never been deeply rooted
In addition, the character of the refe
supported by these strata. However, the
in the working class.
rendum differed from that of the by

Analysis
of the referendum
vote
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‘yes’ voters cannot be reduced to these
stra ta of the population. So we
shouldn’t minimize the percentage of
‘yes’ votes in the working class. The
‘yes’ received many votes among orga
nized workers, youth and progressive
people in general.
Nationalism is present in the working
class, and one of its manifestations is
the project of political sovereignty for
Quebec...
An IN STRUGGLE! militant
Editor’s note:
We refer readers to the article in this
issue which analyses the Quebec refe
rendum results in detail.

On wages in Albania
In the paper and in the last issue of
PROLETARIAN UNITY, the argu
ment of the reduced gaps in renume
rations is used to demonstrate the aboli
tion of differences between the cadres
and the workers. The ration is set at 2
to 1 — in favour of the cadres, of course
(in Albania, editor’s note).
I don’t think that it is very serious to
quote this ratio as an argument. The
real difference in renumeration has to
take into account the privileges which
the cadres have over the workers. For
example, it is public knowledge that in
Vietnam the official ratio is 3 to 1,
while unoficcially it is higher than 13
to 1.
Even if we can have more confidence
in the Albanian regime than in the one
in Vietnam, I still feel that the figures
that are quoted do not prove the pro
gress being made by socialism. There is
nothing to be gained by trying to prove
the progress of socialism in a country
with dubious arguments. There is
already enough confusion as it is. We
have to be rigorous when we affirm
things.
My aim is not to drag Albania
through the mud, but to avoid glori
fying it gratuitously.
A reader
of the journal

Gays — who are they?
... Since the late 1960s the number
of gays/lesbians seems to be increasing
at an alarming rate. They seem to be
everywhere! Some claim that this is a
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result of the degeneracy of capitalism.
My point of view is that the oVer-all
percentage of homosexuals has not in
creased at all, but the percentage of
those open about it has.
Determining an exact figure of the to
tal gay population is impossible since
many, many people will not ‘come out’
of the closet. According to one study
(Kinsey, 1948), 10% of the male popula
tion are practising homosexuals, 6% for
females. I think both of those figures
are low. (At my work place, for
example, over the past five years there
has consistently been 20% of the female
workers who have been lesbians.) But
even taking the 10%, this means appro
ximately 2.5 million gays/lesbians in
Canada. Yet of these 2.5 million, less
than 10% of them are open, which could
range from going to the gay bars to
public recognition among family,
friends, work place, etc.
The existence of homosexuality is not
a result of the social relations of class
society. And it will always be a minority
of the total population. So the reason I
say there are more people open about
their homosexuality is because I think
the key factors involved are the relative
level of acceptance of homosexuality in
the society and the level of resistance of
homosexuals to their oppression. Over
the past twenty years, the women’s mo
vement and the more liberal attitudes
towards sexuality and relationships in
general have had an important effect on
the gay/lesbian population. Of course
other movements had developed over
this period as well, i.e. the civil rights
and anti-war movements in the U.S.
While these movements didn’t threaten
the very life-line of the bourgeoisie, they
did confront the bourgeoisie head-on in
some cases, e.g. the anti-war move
ment. Many of the dominant ideas and
values were questioned, although there
were often bourgeois responses as alter
natives. In the midst of this ‘movement’
atmosphere, the gay/lesbian communi
ties got a shot in the arm to rejuvenate
their own movement. June 1969, the
police raided a popular gay bar, Stonewal Inn, in New York. Hundreds of
gays, erecting barricades in the streets,
fought the police for four nights.
Shortly after Stonewall, hundreds of
gay liberation groups formed across the

United States. In Canada, the gay libe
ration movement was a bit slower to
move. It was not until 1974 that a natio
nal coalition of gay organizations was
formed.
In analysing how the decaying capi
talist system manifests itself, we must
maintain a dialetical materialist point
of view.
Often the argument is used that
women become lesbians because of op
pressive relations with men. From my
own experience and from the lesbians I
know I can’t buy that argument. This
line of reasoning assumes that all
women ‘naturally’ look to men for rela
tionships. It’s not true. A great number
of lesbians I know have never had rela
tionships with men. They wouldn’t even
have thought of it, I’m sure. For many,
their sexual preference is known by
m id-tens. F or o th e rs, including
myself, relationships with men are more
a result of being told, in one form or
another, that this is what you’re sup
posed to do. So you do it. But there
comes a time (and different factors lead
to this for different people) when you
just can’t go on doing it. And I must
add that the sexual aspect is only one of
the factors involved in coming to the
realization that there is something
amiss in your relations with men. It
may be worthwhile to ask why it is that
for some women who are quite concre
tely oppressed by some men — battered
wives, for example — becoming a
lesbian is not even considred as an alter
native. This is true of many women who
are certainly aware of the oppression of
women in society. Finally on this point,
if lesbianism is a result of the op
pression of women then, the argument
runs, under socialism the conditions for
solving the problem of lesbianism
would be set in place. Well, I know for a
fact, both for myself and for others,
that no matter how “ unoppressive”
male-female relations are and no
matter how equal women are in society,
it can't change the fact that there will be
women who are attracted to women,
who will be satisfied in their rela
tionships, sexually, emotionally, etc.,
with other women, not men. This
applies to gay men as well ...
A reader
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Poland

Workers fight
for their rights
Last month, the increase in meat prices forced the Polish head of govern
ment’s resignation for the second time in ten years. Meat prices skyrocketed by
between 40 and 60% in Poland when the government stopped subsidizing them.
This move sparked a massive strike movement that soon spread to over 400 en
terprises and involved some 300,000 workers. Having totally paralyzed the
country, the strikers then put forward basic political demands, one of the key
ones being the right for workers to set up their own independent unions free from
government intervention. The strikes that shook Poland, and that evoked for
many the ghost of the Prague spring of 1968, have proven in a few weeks more
than any analysis has ever done that the nature of the Polish regime is a far cry
from defending workers’ interests. Behind the news releases that kept arriving
throughout the conflict, a vast popular resistance movement has taken shape
against the power of Capital in a country that is socialist in name only.

In Poznan in 1956, workers at the
Stalin factory led an insurrection de
manding wage increases. This event
marked the beginning of the Polish peo
ple’s movement of revolt that was to
take on a real mass character in 1970.
December 13, 1970, exactly ten years
ago, a movement similar to today’s
took Poland by storm. In Gdansk,

Sopot and Gydnia, workers struck to
protest the 20% to 30% increase in the
prices of basic consumer goods. Steel
workers and sailors joined the protest
movement. Government buildings were
set on fire and the Polish army’s armou
red tanks called in to smash the rebel
lion while the U.S.S.R. lined up its
troops on the country’s borders. Offi

The population demonstrates its support for the strikers in front of the fence at the
Lenin shipyards in Gdansk.

cial statistics at the time put the number
of deaths at 45, but the workers never
theless succeeded in imposing the with
drawal of the price increases and the
resignation of Gomulka, a nationalist
leader and founder of the Polish United
Workers Party, who had been reap
pointed first secretary of the party in an
attempt to calm the people’s revolt in
1956. Gomulka was replaced by Gierek,
who promised reforms.
June 28, 1976, 20 years day for day
after the 1956 riots, the cities of Ursus
and Radom were up in arms. The
workers recalled Gierek’s promises and
realized they were in fact nothing but
hot air. The price of meat went up 60%,
sugar, 100%. Workers were fed up and
they lost no time showing it: the party’s
offices m many cities were occupied and
the railroads paralyzed. Once again,
workers succeeded in wrenching victory
from the government: the price increases
were not implemented. But this victory
took a heavy toll: 20 dead and many ar
rested.
Those who rose in protest last month
in nearly every city along the Baltic
coast did so for reasons similar to the
ones that prompted the workers’ action
in 1976. But today’s movement is more
developed than those of 1970 and 1976.
It reaches far more people, is more or
ganized and puts forward some very po
litical dem ands. The m ovem ent’s
strength appeared very clearly when the
16,000 striking workers at the Lenin
shipyard in Gdansk were soon followed
by workers in 17 other of the city’s
plants. Two days later, the movement
had spread to Gdynia, Sopot, Szczecin,
Elblag, Silesia, the Nowa Huta steel
works near Krakow, and had even para
lyzed Warsaw. At the beginning of the
strike, the government offered the
workers a $50.00 wage increase. Not
only did the Gdansk workers refuse the
offer, but they quickly affirmed their
determination to continue the struggle
until all their demands were met, in
cluding the most fundamental of all: the
right to free independent unions. Gierek
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pretended to make a self-criticism to
win the workers over. Cardinal Wyszinski implored the workers to stay
calm. But all these hypocritical actions
did not fool the workers, who kept up
the fight.
For the first time in ten years in
Poland, the workers’ movement has
taken up political demands — the right
to independent unions, the right to
strike, an end to censorship and the
abolition of the privileges of members
of the party and State apparatus — as
priorities in the struggle. The Polish
workers’ movement is also one of the
most important protest movements to
have developed in Eastern Europe. How
can this political effervescence be ex
plained?

A crisis was brewing
“They say that this country is run by
the workers. Up to now, the workers
have had no say at all. Maybe i f we had,
we wouldn't be so bad o ff economically
and owe all that money overseas.’’
This is how Anna Walentynowicz, an
old union activist who has been jailed
many times, described the economic si
tuation in Poland after hearing Gierek
recognize that “ mistakes in economic
policy” had been made. It was her sus
pension from her job at the Lenin ship
yards for union activities that sparked
the strike movement there.
The “ mistakes” Gierek referred to in
his speech have made Poland the
Eastern European country that owes
the most money to Western countries.
Since 1976, to obtain the money it
needed to pay for imported foodstuffs
and goods, the Gierek government has
gone all out to industrialize the country.
In 1977, Poland ranked fourth in the
world in terms of industrial evolution.
In 1977, for the first time in the
country’s history, the urban population
was larger than the rural population.
The problem, however, is that Gierek’s
industrial boom was practically all fi
nanced by borrowing on the interna
tional markets.
In 1978, Poland’s foreign debt
reached $11.22 billion. Per capita, this
amounts to a debt that is twice as high
as the U.S.S.R.’s and six times that of
Czechoslovakia. Result? The country
has a serious crisis in its balance of pay
ments, due almost entirely to its
balance of payments problems with
Western countries.
As a matter of fact, a week before the
uprising, Poland contracted another
loan of $672 million with 25 banks in
West Germany, its second economic
PROLETARIAN UNITY

partner after the U.S.S.R. A week
later, an international consortium dir
ected by the Bank of America lent
Poland another $325 million. This last
loan was, however, $175 million short
of what Poland had initially applied for.
The picture wouldn’t be complete
without mentioning the fact that 80% of
Poland’s oil is imported from the
U.S.S.R. Since Soviet oil prices have
increased significantly in the last
period, Poland is forced to export more
and more goods to the U.S.S.R.
When you put all these ingredients
together, you end up with rampant in
flation, which in turn, combined with
the agricultural crisis in the country, ac
counts for skyrocketing food prices.
Faced with this situation, Gierek
decided that the working people would
bear the brunt of the crisis.
Polish agriculture is indeed in a bind.
This sector employs 33% of the
country’s population, but its produc
tivity is very low. This sector of Po
land’s economy has been practically
ignored in the last few years and 80% of
it belongs to the private sector. Conse
quently, the country’s balance in agri
cultural trade is negative, and more and
more food is imported every year.
Polish peasants grow poorer by the day,
while foodstuffs become increasingly
scarce. Inflation in Poland is different
from what we know in our country, for
there the State finances 30% of the
country’s spending on food and controls
the prices. The State is thus capable of
keeping prices under control for a given
period, thanks to its subsidies. But
when the upward pressures on prices
are too strong, this safety valve gives

strations to welcome the appointment of
Gomulka as leader of the Polish United
Workers Party. In 1970, workers again
demonstrated in the streets — but this
time they brought down Gomulka.

way and the working people are hit full
face with massive price increases. The
fact that the workers demand that their
wages be adjusted to the cost of living
indicates that inflation is also a reality
in Poland.
As for the Polish peasants, their si
tuation is rapidly becoming intolerable.
In the cities, foodstuffs are scarce but in
rural areas, there are often no stores at
all. This is the case in Wierzchowina,
where there are 45 farms and where the
land is not even irrigated. On top of
this, the peasants are heavily taxed. In
1978, half a million peasants refused to
pay their premiums for the pension
fund, which in fact amount to disguised
taxes that are very hard on peasants, es
pecially poor peasants. The peasants’
struggles often put forward demands to
ensure minimal living conditions. In
Lozisk (near Rzeszow), peasants pro
tested against the lack of coal. In
Lowisko, in the same region, peasants
defied the police who tried to expro
priate their lands. Teachers refused to
have to walk five kilometres to and
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from work every morning and night.
These facts give us a good idea of
what the crisis means in a country like
Poland that is supposed to have been
socialist for more than 30 years now.
The Polish crisis is made worse by the
fact that this country, like all Eastern
European countries, depends heavily on
the U.S.S.R. Between 1971 and 1975,
East Germany, Poland, Hungary and
Bulgaria agreed to build new energy
complexes in the U.S.S.R. and to
develop that country’s natural resour
ces. For example, Poland signed an
agreement under which it promised to
build 558 km of gas pipelines and 900
km of oil pipelines within two or three
years in the U.S.S.R. To do so, Poland
had to invest 500 million rubles and
transfer thousands of workers to the
U.S.S.R. to build the pipelines. Quite a
special form of economic aid isn’t it,
when the Eastern European country
that owes the most money abroad is
forced to borrow even more to develop
the U.S.S.R.’s economy!
In the last months, the world’s main
news agencies have declared that the
Polish crisis is due to bad adminis
tration which is too rigid, too centra
lized, and which does not give enough
room to the private sector. In other
words, socialism is responsible for all
the country’s woes. What they have for
gotten to mention, however, is that the
prevailing tendency in Poland for many
years has not been towards centralizing
the economy in order to serve the
workers’ interests. On the contrary, Po
land’s economy has developed all the
characteristics of capitalist economic
anarchy. For example, in the 1950s the
government recognized the right of
landowners to own private property and
for individuals to set up businesses.
Poland was a people’s democracy that de
clared itself capable of reaching socialism
without establishing the dictatorship of
the proletariat (').
It is difficult to assert that the
country’s lands have been collectivized
in the last thirty years, since in 1980,
80% of them are private property. As
for the industrial sector, it has been cha
racterized by decentralization. It has
been oriented towards implementing
methods of management like those
applied in Europe and North America.
In Eastern Europe, Poland is the
country that is the most dependent on
foreign capital. Polish workers even
have to fight against the fact that those
in charge of an enterprise have the right
to fire a worker at will.

In 1970 and again this year, Cardinal
Wyzynski appealed to the workers to
remain calm. The workers gave him
short shrift.

Economists in Washington and Bonn
can blame the Polish crisis on socialism
all they like. It doesn’t change the fact
that for the last twenty years, “Polishstyle socialism” has been looking more
and more like what exists in West
Germany and the United States. Conse
quently, Polish workers are waging
struggles that take up the same basic
demands as their brothers and sisters in
Western countries.

Change will come
“from below”
When analysing the development of a
protest movement in a country like
Poland, we have to beware of the trap
of making unilateral and simplistic jud
gements. It is important to take into
account the contradictions that necessa
rily arise in a movement developing in a
country where socialism has been dis
torted by years of State capitalism
practised in the name of MarxismLeninism. In such a situaton, the move
ment of opposition can take on many
forms and follow many paths that are
often contradictory. It can range from
religious movements to a workers’
protest movement, without forgetting
the dissident intellectual movement.
The roots of today’s opposition mo
vement in Poland can be traced back to
the major revolts of 1970 and 1976. In
1968, student revolts erupted throug
hout Poland. The students demanded
the right to freedom of opinion as well
as cultural freedom. Many of today’s
opposition leaders participated in those
student revolts, which were also
undoubtedly linked with the invasion of
Czechoslovakia by Soviet troops.
However, it was the 1976 events that
marked the expansion of the protest
movement, particularly in the intel
lectual milieux, which have always been
active in Poland.
September 27 1976, the Workers
Self-Defence . Committee (KOR) was

founded. This committee took up the
struggle for the liberation of the
workers arrested after the riots. The
prisoners were finally released and, by
1978 the Committee was firmly esta
blished in nine major cities. It then
became the Social Self-Defence Com
mittee (KSS). It began to publish secre
tly a newspaper called Robotnik (The
Worker) that called for free inde
pendent unions. The clandestine press
(Samizdat) was widely distributed and
soon published in 20,000 copies. In
1977, the Movement for the defence of
Human and Civil Rights (ROPCIO)
was created; it publishes Opinia. Con
trary to the KOR-KSS, this latter mo
vement presents itself as apolitical and
rejects any idea of socialism. It was
later to become the Confederation for
an Independent Poland (TKN).
Meanwhile, the students’ movement
created the Students’ Solidarity Com
mittee, which leads the struggle to
replace the official student youth orga
nizations in Poland. The Committee
publishes B ralniak and In d ek s.
Another organization, the Society for
Educational Courses, publishes works
for university students that have been
censored by the Slate. These works are
read in many courses of the flying uni
versity (organized by the opposition) that
are given throughout the country.
The Church is ollen associated with
these protest movements, which also
demand freedom of religion. The
Church has also often defended human
rights in Poland. But lately, it has been
mainly characterized by its increasingly
close relations with State power.
During the present conflict, Cardinal
Wyszinski has done exactly what he did
during the 1956 and 1970 uprisings: he
called the workers to order. Since Pope
John XXIIPs reign, the Vatican has
preached the reconciliation of the
Church with the government. In 1957,
the religious club Tygognik Pows1. In the 1950s, the French communist Jean
Baby wrote an article entitled “ La demo
cratic polonaise” (Polish democracy), in
which he says: “ Poland is trying its best
to reach socialism without going through
the stage of the dictatorship of the prole
tariat. The Polish revolutionary elements
are trying to transform society gradually
with the aim of peacefully achieving a
society where class differences will disap
pear little by little, where a completely
planned economy will put an end to capi
talist anarchy and ensure the constant
progress of the whole population’s living
conditions. History does not seem to have
proven this theory correct.
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zechny got five of its members elected
to Parliament. Since then, even though
it has often been the victim of re
pression, the Church has succeeded in
recuperating its property rights to the
dioceses and eliminating the inventories
that were used to evaluate the amounts
of taxes that the Church had to pay. The
quotas of paper allotted to the Catholic
press have also been increased.
1976 was also the year when the op
position changed its tactic. After having
tried to change the United Workers
Party from within and to provoke the
ascent of a Polish Dubcek (2), the op
position movement, particularly the
K O R -K S S , tu rn ed its a tte n tio n
towards the masses and the workers’
movement.
Adam M ichnik, historian and
members of the KOR-KSS, describes
this move in the following way:
" The lack o f realism o f the revisio
nists and neo-positivist (two opposition
trends that existed within the United
Workers Party — ed. note)... became
evident during the period from the mid1960s through the 1970s when social
conflicts became sharper.” (3)
“The main thing in the conception oj
a new strategy fo r the opposition move
ment in Poland is that it has realized the
full force o f the workers’ movement,
which has shown time and time again
that it is determined enough to wrench
important concessions from State
power. It is difficult to predict the evo
lution o f the situation in working-class
milieux, but they are definitely the
milieux that the State fears m ost.” (4)
Three years before today’s events,
Michnik also wrote: " The process will
be neither simple nor easy to predict,
for it implies that each and every time,
the barrier o f fear is broken, that a new
political consciousness is formulated.
The fact that workers’ associations and
institutions have been destroyed, that
the tradition o f workers' resistance has
been broken, may well seriously hinder
this process. But working-class cons
ciousness reached a new stage when the
first independent workers' self-defence
organization was created, when strike

committees were set up in the Szczecin
and Gdansk shipyards. It is difficult to
predict how and where other, more
durable, workers' institutions will be set
up and how they will function: workers
councils like in Spain, independent
unions, solidarity funds? One thing is
certain, though: when these institutions
are created, the 'new strategy’ will
take shape and will cease to be a
figment o f the mind seeking hope.” (5)
Further on, Michnik adds: "All the rest
is only words." (6)
This call for changes “ from below” is
what was concretized before our very
eyes last August. For the first time, the
opposition movement and the workers’
struggles were welded together in a
revolt that, while it did not overthrow
the regime in power, nonetheless forced
it to concede some extremely important
gains: the right to independent unions,
the right to strike, and certain limits to
censorship. As the leaders of the KORKSS predicted, the opposition move
ment has taken on a clearly proletarian
and organized character. This is why it
was able to win such a remarkable
victory.
Organized within unions that really
belong to them, and enjoying greater
freedom of expression, Polish workers
will be able to pursue even further the
debate of the perspectives of their strug
gle.
Two leaders of the Workers’ SelfDefence Committee (KOR): left, Jacek
Kuron and right Adam Michnik.

The front page of the KOR’s news
paper, Robotnik (The Worker).
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The debate within
the opposition movement
The opposition movement that has
developed over the last ten years in
Poland has proven itself. Throughout
the country’s factories and plants,
Polish workers celebrated their victory,
a fact which clearly demonstrates the
correctness of the KOR-KSS’s orienta
tion. This orientation clearly indicated
that change could only come from the
rank-and-file movement and from the
determined struggle to answer the peo
ple’s demands. This seems to be widely
accepted within the opposition move
ment in Poland that identifies itself as
Marxist.
Today, this movement is faced with
the important question of the struggle’s
perspectives, of the strategy to follow.
This is the issue already being debated
in intellectual and w orking-class
milieux. Needless to say, this debate
raises many contradictions and ambi
guities.
The grave look in the eyes of the
Gdansk workers who appeared on the
front pages of the world’s newspapers
says a lot about the difficult conditions
under which they must wage their strug
gle. These workers have to battle the
State in a country where arbitrary
measures reign supreme and where the
threat of Soviet tanks looms in the dis
tance as soon as State power is ser
iously questioned. These factors have a
definite impact on the strategy put
forward by the leaders of the KORKSS. Jacek Kuron, a KOR-KSS
leader, describes the situation as
follows:
“We are threatened with an ex
plosion o f popular anger on a larger
scale even than the combined force o f
June 1956, December 1970, June 1976
and March 1968. As we know, such an
explosion could easily become a natio
nal tragedy — in all probability with an
2. Dubeek, former first secretary of the
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia.
After the Soviet invasion in 1968, Dubcek
was replaced at the head of the party
because he was considered to be too
liberal. He was later expelled from the
party.
3. Pologne: tine societe en dissidence, a col
lection of texts from the opposition put
together by Z. Erard and G.M. Zygier,
Editions Francois Maspero, Cahiers
fibres 338, Paris, 1978, p. 105
4. Ibid., p. 108
5. Ibid., p. 108-109
6. Ibid., p. I l l
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eventual Soviet armed intervention." (78910)
The concrete situation that Kuron
concisely explained seems to weigh
heavily in the debate over the strategy
that the worker’s movement should
follow. For example, Kuron has clearly
indicated that it is impossible at present
to openly challenge State power.
"The Soviet Union and its armies are
still a reality that we must take into
account. But we can nonetheless legiti
mately suppose that the rulers o f the
U.S.S.R. will not attempt a military in
tervention in Poland as long as the
Polish people do not overthrow a State
that obeys the U.S.S.R. Consequently,
let's refrain from doing so.’’1'
This is why the KOR-KSS puts
forward a minimal programme that is
centred around workers’s demands, the
recognition of political rights and the
development of forms of worker’s
control.
"Today’s progremme calls fo r a de
mocratic society organized in pro
fessional or co-operative associations
that are economically and locally selfcontrolled.'1
It is difficult to evaluate the implica
tions of the immediate programme put
forward by the leaders of the KORKSS. It is difficult to determine
whether this programme aims at setting
up a social-democratic regime like
those found in Europe or if it aims at
transforming Polish society radically.
This question becomes all the more
complex when you see that all the
leaders of social democracy throughout
the world, our very own Ed Broadbent
included, have been gushing praise for
the Polish workers’ movement. After
his recent visit to Poland, Broadbent,
national leader of the NDP, seemed
much more concerned about the
workers’ right to strike in Poland than
he is about the right to strike here when
postal workers defy the State’s back-towork legislation. One can’t help but
wonder...
But to get back to the situation in
Poland. The leaders of the KOR-KSS
were uncompromising with the Polish
government when it came to their
fundamental democratic demands. As
Adam Michnik explained:
"The democratic opposition must not
place its hopes in the‘intelligent leaders'
o f the party, nor must it fall into the
trap o f not making life too hard fo r the
present leaders in case their followers
turn out to be worse. The democratic
opposition must above all formulate its
own political aims in order to evaluate,
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The Quebec referendum
on sovereignty-association

The limits of the
nationalist dream
The strike committee of the workers at the Lenin shipyards in Gdansk, during nego
tiations.

on that basis alone, whether or not a
compromise is possible."'0
The Polish workers’ movement has
begun precisely to “ formulate its own
political aims” . This debate will ne
cessarily raise the question of whether
Polish workers must struggle for a re
formist bourgeois democracy or for
proletarian revolution. The answer to
this question, in the specific conditions
prevailing in Poland, will undoubtedly
determine the outcome of the struggle
that Polish workers have been waging
for ten years now. We can rest assured
that the Polish workers’ movement will
know how to answer the questions that
confront it, that it will recognize the
path of its true emancipation.

Workers remember
Polish workers have won a superb
victory. They can now organize in inde
pendent unions, they have won better
wages, they have forced back govern
ment censorship, they now have the
right to strike and will be able to do so
in better conditions. The workers’ mo
vement has come out of this battle rein
forced and better organized. ThroughEward Gierek, first secretary of the
Polish United Workers Party from 1970
to September 1980:
“There are limits beyond which we
cannot go.”

out the country, workers have started
to experiment with the first forms of
w orking-class dem ocracy. Polish
workers did not win all this by praying
or by listening to the Pope’s emotional
declarations. T hey won because they
struggled relentlessly, ignoring the calls
to moderation launched by Gierek and
Cardinal Wys/inski.
This victory will undoubtedly have an
important effect on the struggles of
workers throughout Eastern Europe.
Already, authorities in Czechoslovakia
have warned the union bureaucrats to
pay more attention to the workers’
dem ands and living c o n d itio n s.
Rumour has it that similar strikes are
takin place in Romania. The workers’
movement in those countries is becom
ing a force that the bureaucrats of
Moscow, Warsaw, Bucharest, Prague
and Sofia will have to contend with.
The workers of Gdansk, Warsaw,
Sopot, Gdynia have gone back to work;
but their struggle helped them identify
their real enemies. Never again will
they believe the lies of the country’s
leaders. Most important of all, these
workers have started to debate the
path to follow for their total liberation
from the grip of capitalism.
•

7. Jacek Kuron,“ The Situation in the
Country and the Programme of the Op
position, Some Notes”, in Labour Focus
on Eastern Europe. Vol. 3, no. 8, JulyAugust 1979, p. 12
8. Jacek Kuron, “ IJ’abord renforcer I'autogestion”, in Le Monde, August 20 1980,
p. 4
9. Ibid.
10. La Pologne: une societe en dissidence,
op. cit., p. 110-111
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May 20, 1980 — a critical day for the Parti Quebecois (PQ), the day of the
referendum on its sovereignty-association proposal. The results are well known:
2,187,991 people (58.52%) voted “no” ; 1,485,761 (or 39.74%) voted “yes”; and
65,012 (or 1.74%) spoiled their ballots. If the spoiled ballots are excluded, the
“no” got 59.56% of the total vote and the “yes”, 40.44%. And there was a
record turnout at the polls: 86% of those on the voters’ list voted (again, not
counting rejected ballots).
The referendum results were immediately interpreted in a number of different
ways. The most chauvinist commentators jumped on the occasion to reiterate
their refusal to recognize the Quebec nation:
““Canada remains intact today. It is one nation, and that is the way the
Quebec people want it." (')
“A majority o f Quebecers o f all languages and origins voted yesterday to
keep Canada together, one sovereign nation." (2)
Despite these self-satisfied statements by the editorialists of the big capitalist
media, politicians realize quite well that the PQ’s defeat in the referendum does
nothing to solve the crisis in Canada’s political system. After the results were in
the evening of May 20, Quebec Premier Rene Levesque commented that “the
ball is now in the federalists’ court”. It was a candid admission of the real
purpose of the referendum, designed to give the PQ government “the service”,
i.e. the initiative in the struggle for power between the various factions of the
bourgeoisie in Canada. The victory of the “no” vote in the referendum means
that the initiative now lies with Trudeau and the federal Liberal Party to direct
the flow of the game in forging a new alliance between the different bourgeois
factions. This assessment has been borne out by the last round of constitutional
talks, instigated by Ottawa.
The day-to-day shifts in the relative strength of the bourgeoisie’s political
parties in Canada are part of the picture. But the referendum results also raise
the question of the social basis of the nationalist ideal in Quebec. Who has an in
terest in sovereignty-association? Who supports it? What does the future hold
for it? These are the questions we intend to explore and try to answer by ana
lysing the results of the referendum vote in more detail.
“The ‘yes' side is largely composed o f
youth and workers; it also commands
the allegiance o f the dynamic elements
o f the nation. Voters on the ‘no’ side are
older, better off, and come from a more
rural setting." (3)
In two short sentences, the PQ socio
logist Pierre Drouilly disposes of
the referendum results. Lined up on one
side are the “ dynamic elements of the
nation” ; on the other, the “ remnants”
— the “ old” , the “ country hicks” . Even
more striking, the “yes” side was
backed by the workers, while the “no”
was supported by the wealthy, the esta
blishment.
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This is not a unique or unusual inter
pretation of the referendum vote. On
the contrary, in nationalist circles it
seems to be taken for granted that
Drouilly’s analysis reflects reality. For
instance, Marcel Henry, president of
the St. Jean Baptiste Society in Mon
treal followed up his remarks on the
“inevitability of independence” by saying,
”The Quebecois who voted ‘yes’ are the
most active, dynamic elements o f the
population; they are also the youngest,
and represent the wave o f the future.”
(4)
The “yes” camp, the camp of the
future. But how does this stand up when
you sit down and analyse the facts?

The polarization
of the vote
along language lines
One of the major themes of the “yes”
side’s propaganda in the referendum
was “ solidarity” , the solidarity of the
Quebecois — by which they meant the
French-speaking population of Quebec.
In the white paper on sovereigntyassociation, Levesque refers to the
Quebec nation as being ‘‘the most
firm ly anchored nation on this conti
nent". (5) The “yes” campaign made
full use of the traditional nationalist
cliches about the French Canadians,
hewers of wood and drawers of water,
who were now building dams that
ranked with the best in the world.
In the light of the results of the refe
rendum vote, it would seem that this na
tionalist propaganda did little to restore
the sacred unity of the French-speaking
population. Instead, its effect was to en
courage a heavy turnout among
English-speaking voters, and a no less
solid bloc of support among them for
1. Toronto Star. May 21, 1980; our transla
tion
2. M ontreal Gazette, May 21, 1980
3. La Presse, May 28, 1980
4. Le Devoir, May 22, 1980
5. Quebec-Canada: A New Deal. Editeur
officiel du Quebec, 1979, p.105
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the “ no" side. The statistics produced
by Andre Blais (published in the Mon
treal daily Le Devoir indicate that there
was a qualitative change in the percen
tage of participation of the different lin
guistic groups in the referendum (see
table 1).
The degree of correlation used in
table 1 is a measure which indicates to
what extent a group’s turnout at the
polls is directly (represented by a posi
tive value) or inversely (represented by
a negative value) proportional to the
percentage of one language group or
another in the population in each
riding. The degree of correlation ranges
from - 1 to 1; and the further from 0
the figure is, the more significant it is.
For instance, before the referendum,
the voter turnout was lower in the
ridings with a higher proportion of
English-speaking people. This correla
tion seems to lose its significance,
however, with the passing of the years
and the improvement in the PQ’s elec
tion performances. With the refe
rendum, the situation is entirely re
versed: the more English-speaking
people there are in a riding, the higher
the turnout at the polls. This shift is pa
ralleled by an inverse evolution of the
French-speaking population’s partici
pation at the polls.

Blais illustrates these trends by poin
ting out: "In the ten ridings where the
majority o f the population is nonFrench-speaking, the average rate of
participation rose from 81.4% in 1976
to 88.4% in 1980 — an increase o f 7%.
In the 32 ridings where at least 98% of
the population is French-speaking, the
average rate went from 84.1%> in 1976
to 85% in 1980 — an increase o f less
than 1%.” (6)
The differentiation along language
lines stands out even more clearly when
one looks at the correlation between the
PQ’s vote and the linguistic composi
tion of the ridings. Table 2 indicates that
the vote is increasingly polarized along
linguistic lines. It is noteworthy that
there is a shift in the trend among “allophones” (i.e., people whose mother
tongue is neither French or English): in
contrast to the situation in 1970, in
1980 the higher the proportion of “ allophones” in a riding, the stronger the
vote against sovereignty-association.
These statistics do indicate that nonFrench-speaking people have tended
more and more to reject the PQ’s pro
posal. But they provide no grounds for
concluding that its proposal has gained
the support of the majority of Frenchspeaking people in Quebec. This is
amply borne out by table 3, which gives

the average percentage of “ no” votes by
riding for groups of ridings with the
same percentages of French-speaking
residents. The table clearly indicates
th a t the fewer F ren ch -sp eak in g
residents there are in a riding, the
higher the “ no” vote. It also indicates
that in the six ridings where 40% or less
of the population is French-speaking —
ridings in the west end of Montreal with
a concentration of the English-speaking
bourgeoisie — there was a strong “ no”
vote. But at the same time, even in the
ridings that are 99% or 100% Frenchspeaking, the “ no” side got well above
50% of the vote on the average.
Those who equate the “yes” vote
with the “ Dynamic elements of the
nation” try to get around this fact by
resorting to dangerous and scientifically
meaningless acrobatics. Drouilly, for
instance, goes so far as to write:
“Since support fo r the "yes” side
among non-French-speaking voters
reaches a maximum o f 4%o in the centre
o f Montreal and hovers around 0%>else
where, we can conclude that Englishspeaking voters account fo r a negligible
proportion (approximately 0.25%>!) of
the 4I%> who vote "yes”. Furthermore,
since the rate o f participation for non
6. Le Devoir. May 22, 1980
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French-speaking voters, and in particu
lar fo r English-speaking voters, was
higher than the rate fo r Frenchspeaking ones, the percentage o f
French-speaking voters must have been
slightly less than 81%. We can therefore
conclude that with 41% o f the vote, the
“yes” probably won a very slight majo
rity among French-speaking voters.” (7)
What a gem of scientific reasoning!
It’s like saying that the sun must rotate
around the earth, since it rises in the
east and sets in the west.
Undoubtedly somewhat taken aback
by the theoretical lack of rigour in his
own reasoning, this established sociolo
gist feels obliged to add:
"Given the difficulties in establishing
this majority, and in order to be utterly
objective, we have to conclude that the
referendum results were fo r the Frenchspeaking population to all intents and
purposes a tie.” (*)

The class underpinnings
of the sovereignty
thesis
People in nationalist circles, in
cluding those who advocate “ socialist
independence” , commonly associate
the polarization of the vote along lan
guage lines with a polarization along
class lines. Thus Drouilly classifies
workers on the “yes” side and the more
well-off population on the “ no” side.
The Socialist Workers’ League (SWL),
a Trotskyist organization, goes so far as
to assert that the working class is the
“bastion o f support for independence”.
(“) Once again, the facts prove just the
contrary.
First of all, although it is true that a
large majority of the non-Frenchspeaking population voted “ no” in the
referendum, this does not mean that all
these votes belonged to privileged or
bourgeois voters. It takes a big dose of
nationalist demagogy to swallow that
conclusion. There is certainly no doubt
that the English-speaking bourgeoisie
of M o n tre a l does not s u p p o rt
sovereignty-association, and never has.
But the bourgeoisie is a small minority,
even within a population whose mother
tongue is not French.
In fact, many of the poorest workers
belong to the minorities of Italian,
Greek, Portuguese, Irish or other such
origin. And whether the chauvinist na
tionalists like it or not, these workers
are definitely part of the working class.
Furthermore, even if the defenders of
the “yes” option are French-speaking,
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Table 1
Correlation between the linguistic composition
of the ridings and the rate of participation at the polls
(1970)

participation
(1973)

participation
(1976)

participation
(1980)

% English-speaking
-.32
% French-speaking
.43
% other language groups -.46

-.27
.30
-.23

-.18
.20
-.15

.35
-.32
.13

participation

Table 2
Correlation between the linguistic composition
and the percentage of the vote in favour of the PQ and the “yes” option

% English-speaking
% French-speaking
% other language groups

participation
(1 97 0 )

participation
(1973)

participation
(1976)

participation
(1980)

-.30
.14
.25

-.38
.25
.13

-.59
.52
.-.13

-.81
.81
-.44

Table 3
Average percentage of the “no” vote in ridings,
according to the percentage of the population that is French-speaking
% French-speaking

99-100
96-98
91-95
86-90
81-85
71-80
61-70

number of ridings

23
17
17
13
10
6
11

this does not mean that they are all
workers — far from it. This can be seen
quite clearly in the results of a study
done shortly before the referendum by
Maurice Pinard and Richard Hamilton,
two sociologists at McGill University in
Montreal. Their research, sponsored by
Le Devoir, Le Soleil and the Toronto
Star, proved to be the most accurate of
all the surveys and public opinion polls
done in the pre-referendum period.
Going beyond an ordinary public
opinion poll, it provided some very
telling sociological data on the groups
of voters who supported the “ yes” and
“ no” options.
Table 4 shows that, in the Frenchspeaking population, the groups with
the largest majorities in favour of
sovereignty-association are to be found
among office workers, sales personnel,
semi-professionals and, above all, pro
fessionals and intellectuals. And since
the final, over-all results of the refe
rendum indicate that most of the
“others” ultimately voted “no”, the table
provides no grounds for concluding that
there was overwhelming support for the
PQ’s proposal among blue collar
workers.

average % of “no” vote

55
52
55
57
56
63
68

These findings are reflected in table
5, which indicates how FrenchCanadian respondants intended to
vote, according to their level of educa
tion. It shows that support for the PQ’s
option is concentrated in the besteducated sectors of the population. This
tends to confirm that the PQ’s main
base of support comes from the petty
bourgeoisie, intelligentsia.
This correlates with table 6, which
breaks down how French-speaking
people intend to vote in terms of family
income. Although there is a slight ma
jority in favour of a “ yes” vote in the
$11,000 to $15,000 income group, the
strong support for the “ yes” comes in
the group with annual incomes of
$20,000 to $25,000 — approximately
the income of the petty bourgeoisie in
telligentsia. The only groups in which
the “ no” vote outweighs the “ yes” are
the low income groups; in the group
with the highest incomes ($30,000 or
more — hardly the typical income of
7. La Pres.se. May 28, 1980; Drouilly’s em
phasis
8. Ibid.
9. See IN ST R U G G L E !, June 17, 1980, p. 3
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your average working-class family)
there is still very strong support for the
PQ.
Leading Pequistes have a ready ex
planation for these voting patterns: the
poorest sectors of the French-speaking
population succumbed to the blackmail
and scare tactics of the federal govern
ment and the “ no” forces. It is nonethe
less curious, to say the least, that the
social progress the “ yes” is supposed to
represent scares the poor and is welco
med by the more well off. It is true, of
course, that the politicians on the “no”
side used all the most demagogical ar
guments they could think of. But the
politicians on the “ yes” side were
w o rth y r iv a ls : t h e ir c o u n t e r 
propaganda was to be heard and seen
everywhere. Its impact was all the
greater because it came from a political
party in power that enjoyed the almost
unanimous support of the journalists
and stars of the press, radio and tele
vision. The “yes” propaganda machine
was in fact just as effective as the “ no”
machine. So when they try to explain
away the results by saying that “the
poor were frightened” , they simply
betray their contempt for the people,
whom they see as a herd of sheep ready
to believe any lie if it is big enough.

A significant
shift in the vote
Another pattern in the referendum
results also tends to undermine the ar
gument that the “ yes” camp includes
the progressive sectors of the popula
tion while the “ no” voters are basically
the reactionary and more conservative
part of the electorate. Looking at table
7, we can see that the “ yes” vote lagged
significantly behind the PQ’s vote in
1976 in the Montreal region; in Quebec
City, the proportition of the vote remai
ned the same; and elsewhere in the pro
vince, the PQ’s vote in 1980 was up
substantially from 1976.
Yet the Montreal region is the indus
trial heartland of Quebec. As well, this
is the region in which national op
pression has always been most strongly
felt, inasmuch as most of the nonFrench-speaking population is concen
trated in Montreal. So the decline in
support for sovereignty-association in
the Montreal region would seem to
suggest that fewer people now see inde
pendence, or autonomy, as the solution
to national oppression.
Some observers would undoubtedly
like to dismiss this conclusion, arguing
that the declining support for sove-
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Table 4
Voting intentions, according to the occupation of the head
of the household or the chief wage-earner (French Canadians only)
“White collar” occupations:
1 — senior management
2 — lower-level management
3 — office workers, sales personnel
4 — professionals
5 — semi-professionals
6 — intellectuals
“Blue collar” occupations:
7 — skilled workers
8 — semi-skilled workers
9 — unskilled workers and labourers
10 — Farmers

YES

NO

38
39
50
66
61
69

44
48
38
15
30
19

OTHER
18
13
12
19
9
12

__

—

19
16
16
5

37
38
39
56

44
47
45
40

N o te : G iv e n th e o u tc o m e o f th e r e f e r e n d u m , It s fa ir to a s s u m e t h a t m o s t o f th e " o th e rs " e n d e d u p v o tin g ‘n o ’.

Table 5
Voting intentions, according to years of schooling
(French Canadians only)

YES
NO
OTHER

5 yrs
or less

6-7

8-9

10-11

12-13

14-15

16 yrs
or more

36%
47
17

26%
55
20

34%
49
17

52%
36
13

49%
39
12

58%
29
13

5 9%
27
15

Table 6
Voting intentions, according to family income
(French Canadians only) (income in thousands of dollars)

YES
NO
OTHER

5

5-8

8-11

11-15

15-20

o r less
43
50
6

37
51
11

34
40
26

52
36
11

48
38
15

20-25 25-30
57
32
12

50
42
8

30
or
m o re
52
31
16

Table 7
Average percentage per riding of vote in favour of PQ
(1976) and the “yes” position, by regions
PQ (1976)
Montreal area
Quebec City area
Rest of province

41%
48%
3 8 .5 %

YES (1980)

Number
of ridings
37
8
65

35%
4 7 .6 %
5 0 .0 %

Table 8
Average percentage of votes per riding in favour of PQ (1976)
and “YES” (1980, according to the percentage of French-speaking
voters in the riding) (Montreal area only)
% French
-speaking
9 1 -1 0 0
8 1 -9 0
7 1 -8 0
6 1 -7 0
5 1 -6 0
4 1 -5 0
-4 0

PQ (1976)
58
56
50
40
32
33
13

YES (1980)
51
47
43
34
26
28
13

reignty in the Montreal region is the
result of the non-French-speaking po
pulation mobilizing in favour of a “no”
vote. But once again, the statistics
prove the contrary. Table 8 indicates
that the PQ suffered comparable set
backs in all ridings, regardless of the
proportion of the population that was
French-speaking.
One can hardly blame non-Frenchspeaking voters for a seven-point drop
in the PQ's vote from 1976 to 1980 in
ridings where 90% of the population is
French-speaking! As a matter of fact, if
there is a relationship between the PQ’s
decline and the linguistic composition
of Montreal ridings, it is that the PQ’s
held its ground best in the ridings where
a minority of the population is Frenchspeaking.
In contrast, a more detailed examina
tion of the ridings where there was an
increase in the vote in favour of the
PQ’s option shows that the added vote
correspond to a shift of votes that went
to the Social Credit and the Union Na
tio n a l in 1976. Both these parties have
traditionally been associated with the
most right-wing ideas. There were thir
teen ridings in Quebec where the “ yes”
vote was 10 points higher than the PQ’s
vote in 1976, and in these thirteen
ridings the Social Credit (including
Fabien Roy, the former “ independent
Creditiste” ) and the Union Nationale
got 44% of the vote on the average in
1976. In comparison, these two parties
put together got 26% of the vote for
Quebec as a whole, while in the 53
ridings where support for the PQ’s
option dropped from its 1976 level,
these two parties together only got an
average of 17% of the vote in 1976. In
other words, a significant proportion of
the UN and Social Credit electorate
seems to have supported the “yes”
option. This puts another light altoge
ther on the nationalists’ assertion that
the “ yes” camp attracted to its side the
“dynamic elements of the nation” .

The nationalist
vote levelling off

Number of
% points lost
7
9
7
6
6
5
0
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In the wake of the PQ’s defeat in the
referendum, there was a resurgence of
an old, persistent myth in “ left-wing”
nationalist circles. The defeat of the
“yes” option, the argument goes, is the
fault of the PQ ’s opportunism; it
stopped defending the idea of inde
pendence and adopted a strategy of
compromises and successive stages.
Here as well, however, the argument
does not stand up in the light of the
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facts. The Pinard-Hamilton study indi
cates that 17% of the respondants who
said they would vote “yes” in the refe
rendum would have voted “ no” if the
referendum question had dealt with a
mandate to carry out sovereigntyassociation, instead of negotiating it.
Furthermore, only 57% of those in
favour of a “yes” vote said they would
vote for independence in a second refe
rendum. So the result of the PQ’s “ stepby-step” strategy was in fact to give it
the widest possible basin of electoral
support. Given this, the nationalist vote
can certainly be said to be levelling off.
In fact, as Hamilton and Pinard point
out:
“The YE S respondants in favour o f
sovereignty were more likely to be proJessionnals, semi-professionnals and in
tellectuals (24%); the proportion o f the
corresponding group dropped among
the neo-federalist YES respondants
(16%), the neo-federalist NO res
pondants (11%>) and the status-quo NO
respondants (6%). There was a similar
decline in the number o f years o f schoo
ling between the four groups — 35%,
22%, 21% and 5% o f the respondants in
the four groups had completed 14 or
more years o f schooling.” (I0)
This further confirms that the real
“bastion of support for independence” is
the petty bourgeoisie intelligentsia and
the professionals, not the working class.
And adding the word “ socialist” in
front of independence does nothing to
change this fact.
A number of people pointed to the
m ajo rity of “ yes” votes in the
Saguenay-Lac St-Jean region and the
North Shore as proof of the working‘No’ supporters in Quebec City on refe
rendum night.

class basis of the nationalist movement.
The argum ent is rather suspect.
Fernand Daoust, secretary-general of
the Quebec Federation of Labour, took
great delight in this victory and remar
ked with satisfaction that “ the unions
have delivered the g o o d s” . His
comment simply showed up the fact
that in this region, dominated by the big
U.S. aluminium and steel monopolies,
the large industrial unions controlled by
the labour aristocracy put everything
they had into the PQ’s campaign.
The ridings in these regions are over
whelmingly French-speaking; they are
not the areas most seriously affected by
problems of national discrimination.
The population there was undoubtedly
much more influenced by the nationa
list industrial strategy held out by the
PQ. In a sovereign Quebec — whether
or not it is associated — the “ multina
tionals” will keep right on doing busi
ness as usual in this area, just as the oil
wells would continue to pump out the
black gold in a more autonomous
Alberta. The PQ’s economic nationa
lism, like that of the NDP at the federal
level, does not aim at rooting out the
U.S. monopolies; instead, its goal is to
reap greater benefits from their opera
tions. To do so, the bourgeoisie does
its best to channel the anti-imperialist
feelings of workers to its own advan
tage.
This economic nationalism also ex
plains why a minority in the Quebec
b u sin e ss c o m m u n ity s u p p o rte d
sovereignty-association. The weekly
paper Finance explained why it was for
a “yes” vote in an editorial in its May
19 issue;
“Alberta elected the Lougheed go
vernment and returned no one in the op
position; Newfoundland has backed
Peckford’s demands in energy and
fiscal issues. In both these provinces,
the population has already given their
real representatives a mandate to nego
tiate. The referendum question is not
asking fo r anything different.” (")
It could hardly be put more explici
tly. For the bourgeoisie in Quebec, the
national question is a “bargaining
tool” , comparable to the oil resources
of Alberta and Newfoundland. For
Finance, support for the “ yes” option is
the logical extension of its supprot for
10. Richard Hamilton and Maurice Pinard,
“Les raisons du OUI, celles du NON",
in Le Devoir. May 17, 1980
11. Finance. May 19, 1980
12. Ibid.
13. Ibid.
14. Ibid.
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the PQ’s economic policy, designed to
"protect the traditional sectors o f the
Quebec economy ” ('*) “stimulate saving
and investment in Quebec” ('Jj, moder
nize the forest industry, etc. When it
comes to the mining industry, however,
Finance makes no bones about its op
position to the expropriation of the As
bestos Corporation, a company con
trolled by the U .S. corporation,
General Dynamics. It nonetheless sup
ported the creation of the Societe nationaie de l’amiante (the National Asbes
tos Company) and the buying out of
Bell Asbestos (with the latter’s appro
val).
This is what economic nationalism
really boils down to. Above all, it
means avoiding any challenge to the al
liance with U.S. imperialism. Natu
rally, Finance welcomes the "fiscal
rebate o f 166% o f spending on mineral
prospecting in Quebec", (l4) comparing
it with Alberta’s creation of an oil mar
keting board. It would seem that for the
nationalist bourgeoisie, Alberta’s very
conservative Peter Lougheed is a twin
to Rene Levesque. After all, they share
a common enemy, the centralizing go
vernment in Ottawa, don’t they?
Finance rounds out its defence of the
“yes" position by writing: “ Quebec’s
leading source o f wealth is still the tax
returns generated by the work and
savings o f its citizens” (1S). Well put. The
nationalist bourgeoisie has one good
reason for wanting to strengthen its
control of State power in Quebec: it
wants to use the fruits of the work of the
people to its own profit.

A changing balance
of power
Finance’s editorializing in favour of
sovereignty-association has the advan
tage of allowing us to understand why
most Quebec capitalists, although they
have benefited from the PQ’s policies,
nevertheless are not ready to back
sovereignty-association. There is an
industrial boom going on right now in
Western Canada, and the arguments
for sovereignty-association seem to be a
risky choice for capitalists who have
succeeded since the 1960s in building
their capital resources on a country
wide scale and developing “ our very
own” m onopolies that today are
seeking to expand in a growing Ca
nadian market with a view to eventual
expansion into the U.S.
French-speaking capitalists have
taken over Sun Life’s (l6) market. They
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‘Yes’ supporters looked glum as the
results came in on referendum night.

now head up Hydro-Quebec and the
Caisse de depots et de placements (a
Crown loan and investment corpora
tion). They built MLW-Bombardier,
Culinar(l7)and other companies into mo
nopolies which now invest outside
Quebec. Today, these French-speaking
capitalists are talking about closer and
sustained co-operation between the
Montreal Board of Trade and its
French-language cou n terp art, the
Chambre de Commerce. This is signifi
cant development inasmuch as it signals
a possible coming together of the inte
rests of the English and Frenchspeaking bourgeoisie in Montreal. In
other wards, the French-speaking busi
ness community is now sufficiently well
developped to co-operate “ on an equal
footing" with the English-speaking
bourgeoisie. As well, the two factions of
the bourgeoisie today seem to have a
common interest in uniting to defend
their position against Toronto and in
creasingly, Calgary and Edmonton.

Words no match
for reality
As could naturally be excepted, the
great ideological arguments eventually
lost out to the real social implications of
the nationalist dream in the referendum
debate. The Quebec bourgeoisie had
supported and benefited from the PQ’s
nationalist policies, but it had no need
for a project of political sovereignty
that was likely to weaken its position in
the Canadian market. The PQ’s project
was also rejected by a majority of Quebec
workers, for the nationalist dream has
no social benefits to offer the masses of
the people, deprived of any power at
either the provincial or federal level.
And everything else being equal, can
you really reproach the average worker,
already hard-hit by the crisis, for wor
rying about whether he will have to pay
more for his oil if Quebec pulls out of
Confederation? Who can reproach him

with wanting to retain the widest possi
ble borders for this country?
Events since the referendum have
been very revealing about just what the
PQ’s real project is. The referendum
ballots had hardly been counted before
Quebec Premier Rene Levesque was
hurrying off to a bargaining session on
the constitution. His finance minister,
Jacques Parizeau, said a few weeks ago
that the next provincial election would
be fought on the theme of “ good go
vernment” , just as previous ones have
been. With the first ministers’ meeting
coming up soon, the Quebec national
assembly has decided to unite around a
number of constitutional demands. The
only sour note in all this comes from the
long-time partisan of independence, Pierre
Bourgault, who is now — twelve years too
late — accusing the PQ of not being in
favour of independence.
The referendum and subsequent
events have ultimately shown that the
nationalist pitch has reached its peak. It
is in no way a measure of social pro
gress. The referendum also showed that
the burden of national oppression in
Quebec is not sufficiently heavy to
sustain a vast popular movement in
favour of independence. In fact, the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie have
both already abandoned this as a goal.
There can be no doubt that the struggles
waged in Quebec in the 1960’s and
1970s were responsible for some
reforms being granted — for example,
in terms of certain language rights. Na
tional oppression in Quebec is therefore
fundamentally different from the natio
nal oppression of the Native peoples in
Canada, for example.
The defeat of the “ yes” position in
the referendum cannot be blamed on
the PQ leaders’ “ step-by-step” strategy.
Nor can it be blamed on the demagogy
of the “ no” camp or a fear of change
among the population. It was the result
of a nationalist political programme
that has nothing to offer to the most im
portant classes in our society.
•
15. Ibid.
16. Sun Life is an English-Canadian insu
rance company notorious for its chauvi
nist attitudes. It finally moved its head
office to Toronto. Since then, it has
been steadily losing its market in
Quebec, mainly to the advantage of
French companies.
17. Culinar is a monopoly in the food indus
try (Vachon’s cakes, etc.). It is backed
by the Caisses Desjardins, which is cur
rently also trying to take over Nordair.

PROLETARIAN UNITY

The labour aristocracy
in Canada today
Two fundamentally opposed points of view are present in all struggles in the
labour movement, from small strikes to economic and political struggles of na
tional importance. On the one hand, there is the viewpoint defended by labour
leaders like Dennis McDermott who stalk the halls of parliament looking for
compromises or a future job. On the other hand, there are workers who will fight
it out to the end to defend the interests of their class.
The source of these perpetually opposed points of view can be found in the ma
terial conditions in which the contemporary Canadian working class developed.
The bourgeoisie used these conditions to corrupt a section of the working class,
the section we now call the labour aristocracy.
There is in fact an objective basis for opportunism, class collaboration and re
formism in the labour movement. Understanding this basis is important if we
want to make the programme of the revolution prevail in the working class. We
will only be able to understand how one section of the working class has been
able to appropriate the leadership of the Canadian labour and working-class
movement by examining this objective basis.

Corporation president? Big financial
magnate? Cabinet minister? No — it’s
the very aristocratic Dennis McDermott,
president of the Canadian Labour Con
gress...

In the mid-19th century, Marx first
analysed the question of the labour aris
tocracy in England to explain the rela
tive lethargy of the English labour mo
vement at that time. Canadian commu
nists face the same question in 1980.
The question is still important, because
the domination of reformist ideas in the
Canadian labour movement has to be
explained. It is still important because
we must explain why some sectors of
the working class are receptive to com
munist ideas while others are much
more reticent or even opposed outright.
We cannot mechanically invoke the do
mination of bourgeois ideology to
explain this. We have to look for the
material conditions that make it possi
ble for this ideology to exist and even to
flourish within the working class.
These are not new questions. All re
volutionaries who have fought to win
the working class to the programme of
the proletarian revolution have faced
them. These questions are of vital im
portance in imperialist countries, given
the difficulties encountered in winning
over the proletariat, and the proletariat
in big industry in particular. The
answers given to these questions can de
termine the development of communist
parties or organizations and their
ability to adopt tactics that correspond
to reality. Consequently, we shall first
look at the historical conditions that
made it possible for a labour aristo

cracy to develop in Canada. Then we
will examine its present characteristics.

Some historical
background
As Canada reached the imperialist
stage of development, a fundamental
split began to appear within the labour
movement. Skilled workers set themsel
ves apart from the rest of the working
class and defended positions that other
workers opposed.
For example, in the 1903 rail strike
all the lower categories of workers (like
the bagagemen) stopped work across
the country. But workers at three higher
levels (locomotive engineers, conduc
tors and firemen) stayed on the job.
More generally, skilled workers
formed unions based on their specific
trade and were fiercely opposed to the
unionization of industrial workers.
That struggle reached its peak in the
1920s and 1930s. Skilled workers did
indeed become better off than unskilled
workers as the division of labour in
creased, as assembly lines became
common and as Taylorism (a method of
division of labour to increase produc
tivity) gained acceptance. At the same
time, skilled workers felt threatened by
other workers who might gradually
replace them as the division of labour
became even more extreme. So the
unions formed by skilled workers
sought to maintain the labour aristo
cracy’s privileges over the majority of
workers. The crash of 1929 showed just
how lasting these privileges were as the
labour aristocracy took it in stride and
was even able to make some money as
prices fell. The situation was quite diffe
rent for the majority of workers,
however. They had a very hard time of
it and unskilled and young workers
were the first to lose their jobs.
But in the 1930s, Canadian imperia
lism was not in a very good position on
the world market and the crisis was
very real. Popular discontent was
growing. The labour aristocracy no
longer had hegemony over the labour
movement. The Communist Party of
Canada was then a revolutionary party.
It worked at organizing industrial
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workers and stepped up its activity
amongst other particularly hard-hit
sectors of the working class, like the
young unemployed who had been sent
to work camps. The time was also ripe
for a reformist party that used radical
language and condemned profit. Thus
the CCF (which later became the NDP)
was founded in 1932.
With the Second World War, Ca
nadian imperialism grew by leaps and
bounds at the economic level. The
number of unionized workers doubled
and today's big unions like the Steel
workers and the United Autoworkers of
America (UAW) were built at that time
and soon outranked the old trade
unions in importance.
On might conclude that the impor
tance of the labour aristocracy then
started to decline. In fact, quite the op
posite is true. U.S. imperialism and its
Canadian ally came out of the war with
an almost total hegemony over the
Western world. Apart from some minor
crises, the Canadian economy was to
continue its rapid growth for the next 20
years. The situation of Canada and the
U.S. was similar to the situation in
England from 1848 to 1880, when that
country had no rivals for the domina
tion of the world. The world hegemony
that Canada was a partner in meant
that vast profits could be accumulated
and then used to corrupt a section of the
working class. In the 20 years following
the end of the Second World War, Ca
nadian investment abroad increased
500%.
During this time, the Canadian ruling
class adopted many reformist policies:
unemployment insurance, old age
pensions, family allowances, medicare,
the recognition of the “usefulness” of
unions (so long as they controlled their
members — Beveridge Report, 1943).
It almost appeared as if the imperialist
system could go on granting reform
after reform and make capitalism
livable for the working class. The
labour movement could easily go from
that conception to linking its fate to

that of the capitalists. The two main
labour bodies of the time — The Ca
nadian Congress of Labour (CCL),
composed mainly of industrial unions,
and the Trades and Labour Congress
(TLC) composed mainly of craft
unions — gave wholehearted support to
imperialism. They supported the al
liance with U.S. imperialism, the Mars
hall plan, the Korean war, etc.
It comes as no surprise, then, that the
labour aristocracy had a stranglehold
on the Canadian labour movement in
those years. The union leaderships
began their witch-hunt against commu
nists in the unions in 1947, a year that
also marked the beginning of the cold
war. The ruling class had left it up to
the labour aristocracy to organize the
repression within the labour movement.
The labour aristocracy’s struggle for
total control of the labour movement
continued for the next six years. There
were splits, inter-union raiding, ex
pulsions and the plain and simple des
truction of the most progressive unions.
No methods were too low. At the 1950
TLC convention, for example, the
leadership went over the list of dele
gates elected by the local unions with a
fine tooth comb and prevented any who
were communists or suspected of being
sympathetic to communism from parti
cipating in the convention.
That done, nothing really diffe
rentiated the industrial unions from the
craft unions. They were both controlled
by the labour aristocracy. The merger
in 1956 of the CCL and the TLC to
form the Canadian Labour Congress
(CLC) bore this out. The number of
unionized workers in Canada stopped
increasing until the mid-1960s, when
the civil service was organized. The
unions’ basic policy was open collabo
ration with the bourgeoisie. The com
munist movement was destroyed, itself
a victim of rampant opportunism in the
midst of this period of relative prospe
rity for imperialism. But prosperity was
not to last much longer.

Hal Banks, a labour bureaucrat imported from the U.S., led the anti-communist
witch-hunt in the Canadian Seamen’s Union in the 1950s.

Inter-im perialist rivalry became
more intense towards the mid-1960s.
Japan, Europe and the U.S.S.R. also
wanted their share of the spoils. In
Canada, the economic situation began
to deteriorate. In 1966, inflation and
unemployment both increased simulta
neously for the first time. The labour
and mass movements began to stir and
struggles were breaking out every
w here. New and very exploited
members of the working class, like hos
pital workers, unionized and joined the
struggle. Gradually, the ruling class
gave up its reformist policies. People
lost what they had fought for and there
were cutbacks in the public services that
had been won only a few years earlier.
This threatened the domination of the
labour aristocracy. Workers started re
jecting many of the agreements made
by the leadership. It can be said that
this movement culminated recently in
the radical criticism directed at Ca
n ad ian L abour C ongress (C LC )
president Dennis M cDermott. The
resurgence of the communist movement
during this period was not a simple
coincidence. It corresponds to the state
of the class struggle and to the growing
opposition to the labour aristocracy’s
domination of the labour movement.
The split in the labour became much
more apparent.

The labour aristocracy
today in Canada
The concrete situation of the Ca
nadian working class has to be analysed
on the basis of this split.
The most striking thing is the diffe
rences in wages from one job to
another. For example, the average
weekly wages for selected sectors in
April 1977 were:
textile: $159.00
services: $168.00
primary transform ation of metals:
$313.00
coal and oil products: $380.00
industrial average: $246.00
From these figures it is clear that the
average wage in oil refineries is more
than 54% higher than the average indus
trial wage and is more than double the
average wage in the textile industry.
Worse still, the gap has been growing
without let-up, as is clear from a look at
wages between 1946 and 1966. In texti
les, wages went up 250% and in the oil
industry by 350%. Clearly, not everyone
gains the same benefits from economic
PROLETARIAN UNITY

development, even when there’s a
boom.
Now, if we look at the economic
sectors it is clear that the chances are
even greater that the labour aristocracy
is concentrated in certain specific areas,
namely: automobile assembly, steel,
electrical equipment, construction,
mines, pulp and paper, oil refineries,
the chemical industry and transport.
These correspond generally to the
sectors found in the heartland of the
country, in Ontario. But, it is also im
portant to remember certain regional
particularities, like the forest industry
in British Columbia.
As far as wages are concerned, the
size of an enterprise is an important
consideration. In Ontario, the wages in
workplaces of more than 500 employees
are 12% higher than those in workpla
ces of 100-499 employees; and 26%
higher than wages in businesses with
less than 100 employees.
But the third element is undoubtedly
the most important. It is the age-old di
vision found in all workplaces between
tra d e s m e n and p r o d u c tio n -lin e
workers. The gaps in the wages between
these two groups can be enormous. At
Dominion Bridge in Montreal, for
example, tradesmen in 1977 were
making $2 an hour more than un
skilled workers. If you add to that the
fact that their work is less exhausting,
which means they can do more over
time, tradesmen were making $25,000 a
year. With overtime, a mechanic at the
Ste. Therese General Motors plant
outside Montreal can make $35,000 a
year while a semi-skilled worker, like a
body worker, can make $30,000 with
overtime. That’s almost twice what a
production-line worker makes. In other
words, the company is consciously
playing the game of concentrating on
corrupting a small number of workers
at the top end of the scale. A Montrealarea study of 29 types of jobs has shown
that the highest average wages are
made by maintenance carpenters, main
tenance electricians, milling machine
operators and plumbers, etc.
There exists, therefore, a stratum of
workers who stand out from the rest
because of their higher wages. A study
of one department at CN in Montreal
illustrates the way this wage disparity
works. Almost three-quarters of the
privileged workers there have taken ad
vantage of their positions to go into
business or by a small fleet of taxis, or a
restaurant, or an apartment building,
etc. As well, their lifestyles were typi
cally petty-bourgeois, with motor
PROLETARIAN UNITY

The labour aristocracy gained hegemony very early in the history of Canadian
unions. Above: the first executive of the Canadian Labour Congress (CLC), in 1956.

boats, trips down south and cottages.
Their competitiveness and desire for
social success led them to look favoura
bly on the idea of sending their children
to private schools. In short, both the li
festyle and the living standard of the
labour aristocracy are exactly the type
of image the bourgeoisie wants to
impose on the entire working class.
We have emphasized wages, even if
our data is not complete, because wages
are at the base of the corruption, the
base of the objective interests of the
labour aristocracy in supporting impe
rialism. A worker who makes only $4
or $5 an hour is hardly likely to have
the same objective interests.

It is not wages alone
The privileges of the labour aristo
cracy are not limited to wages, far from
it. There are also privileges in terms of
working conditions, and here again it’s
important to distinguish between skilled
and unskilled workers. For the latter, at
a place like the GM plant in Ste.
Therese the work is very tough and
there are always speedups, overtime,
overheated working places and conti
nual surveillance. Not surprisingly, the
turnover of workers is high.
On the other hand, you have the
tradesmen, those who maintain and
Walter Reuther, former president of the
United Auto Workers (UAW) and a wellknown a n ti-c o m m u n is t and a n ti
progressive in the labour movement.

repair the machinery. According to the
department of industry and commerce,
the breakdown among different classes
of work in the auto industry is as
follows:
labourers 75%
semi-skilled 23%
skilled 2%
Skilled workers and to some degree
the semi-skilled workers are subject to
less control on the job. They don’t have
to work as hard and their breaks are
longer, etc. You’ll find the same pheno
menon in the sawmills in British Co
lumbia. For example, the sawyers and
certain other specialized workers make
more than $2 an hour more than uns
killed workers, and they get to set the
speed everyone works at. That points
up an important trait of the labour aris
tocracy: its privileged place in the
production process. It is responsible for
keeping the equipment going, some
thing that is key to the production itself.
In addition, in many places it sets the
speed of the work. Clearly, the labour
aristocracy has power that is not shared
by production-line workers, who can be
replaced at any m om ent by, for
example, students (as happens at GM).
Such is not the case for skilled
workers. If this small group refuses to
work, production itself is put in jeo
pardy. It’s the same thing for some
semi-skilled workers in key jobs, like
those in the finishing and final inspec
tion departments of an auto plant. The
bourgeoisie wants people it can count
on in these positions and it will pay up
to get them. At the opposite end of the
scale, production-line workers can only
count on unity and solidarity to fight
back.
So, objectively, some workers do not
need the unity of the entire working
class. On the contrary , they use their
position to form alliances with manage
ment. In exchange for the privileges we
have just talked about, they go out and

N DP, which itself was created at the ini
sabotage the workers’ movement. That
is clear enough at the GM plant we have
tiative of, among others, the CLC. No
been talking about. As soon as there’s a
wonder this segment of the working
wildcat, an occupation or a sit-in, the
class has such influence in the workingclass movement.
tradesmen set themselves apart and
truly act like a group that does not
The privileges of the labour aristo
share the same interests.
cracy go beyond material benefits,
wages, working conditions and the
But it would be wrong to conclude
place it occupies in production. It also
that the labour aristocracy never shows
has political privileges. Some represen
signs o f m ilita n c y . S o m e tim e s
tatives of this segment are in a position
tradesmen do have to go on strike and
to sit on governmental tripartite com
they have been known to use quite
mittees. Often payment goes along with
radical pressure tactics. The gangste
these positions, adding to the already
rism of Hal Banks and Dede Des
jardins (') has little in common with revo considerable remuneration enjoyed by
union bureaucrats. McDermott gets
lutionary violence. Theirs are struggles
$50,000 plus a cost-of-living clause,
for privileges without regard for the
plus a pension fund, plus expenses, etc.
mass of workers. For example, some
These people, or their leaders, are in a
collective agreements have clauses shel
position to contribute to the bourgeoisie
tering a union from a wage freeze
in its development of Canadian impe
instead of thinking of a fight of the
rialism, while building themselves fancy
entire working class. These struggles
are marked by corporatism and loca
careers, like the former head of the
CNTU, Senator Jean Marchand, or the
lism, of factory by factory struggles, of
former president of the UAW, Am
“ target-company” strategies where a
bassador Leonard Woodcock.
single factory fights to establish the
All these privileges make the labour
pattern for all the others, as is the case
aristocracy and the union bosses who
in the auto industry.
represent it into a stratum whose inte
There are also examples in the unions
rests conflict whith those of the rest of
of the total preponderance of their spe
the working class. These privileges ine
cific interests for a minority of privile
vitably bring with them pro-imperialist,
ged workers. For example, in the early
chauvinist and reformist political posi
1970s the tradesmen in the Interna
tions. The giant unions like the UAW,
tional Woodworkers of America (IWA)
the Steelworkers and the IWA provide
in B.C. tried to form a separate union
the lion’s share of political manpower
for themselves. In Ontario, tradesmen
and financial backing for the NDP,
at Ford won the right to veto the con
whose programme is a synthesis of their
tract in 1976.
interests. Unions like the Teamsters
There we have a concrete illustration
and
some of the construction unions are
of what Engels meant when he said that
even more reactionary, because there
the labour aristocracy was also the
the labour aristocracy does not have to
leading segment of the working class.
deal with an uncorrupt majority. After
John Porter, a Canadian sociologist
who has studied what he calls the elite,
Textile workers and refinery workers:
points out some interesting aspects of
there is a difference of more than
the control of unions during the 1950s
$ 2 2 0 .0 0 in th e ir a v e ra g e w eekly
incomes in Canada.
by the labour aristocracy. Porter found
that skilled workers provided much
more than their share of union leaders
and that unskilled workers were largely
underrepresented at the highest level of
trade unions. This is in addition to the
common practice of almost all unions
of directly co-opting full-time union
staffers. Porter found that 89% of these
full-timers were full-time in the fullest
sense of the word, i.e. they could not be
gotten rid of.
That is only one aspect of labouraristocratic control, but it amply illus
trates that the influence wielded by the
labour aristocracy is out of proportion
to its numbers. And the labour aristo
cracy also has the advantage of being
politically organized, thanks to the
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all, industrial unions like the Steel
workers include more than labour aris
tocrats. Many of their members come
from small factories where it would
take a microscope to Find privilges.
Radio Shack in Barrie, Ontario, is an
example. There is no doubt that the ob
jective interests of the majority of the
Steelworkers are in conflict with those
of the labour aristocracy. That’s why an
industrial strategy which promotes
itself as being in the collective good is
inevitably key to the defence of the inte
rests of the labour aristocracy.

A short conclusion
All has not been said about the
labour aristocracy, but a few serious hy
potheses are possible. The labour aris
tocracy is basically made up of skilled
workers working for monopolies. More
information is needed on what precisely
the situation is outside of the monopo
lies, but surely the phenomenon there
does not take on the same proportions.
In the big monopolies, the power of the
labour aristocracy is strengthened by
1. Hal Banks and Dede Desjardins are
labour leaders known for their gangste
rism. Banks was active in the Seafarers’
International Union in the 50s and Des
jardins was active in construction unions
in the 70s.

Duplicating:
do it yourself

TURNS

**

or.

'

THE

or"

The workers at Radio Shack in Barrie, Ont., struck in August 1979. Affiliated with the
Steelworkers, these workers are very underpaid.

the fact that all of the workers at the
company enjoy privileges in compa
rison with the working class taken as a
whole. That doesn't make all these
workers into labour aristocrats, but it
does make it easy for the latter to domi
nate.
As well, the concentration of the
labour aristocracy varies considerably
from one sector to another, even from
one monopoly to the other. In highly
automated refineries, for example, the
labour aristocracy is often the majority.
On the other hand, in an auto assembly
plant, it would only represent about
10% of the workers... In other places, it
is even less. So while it is said that the
labour aristocracy is only a very small
segment of the proletariat, its relative
size depends on the province, the city,
the industrial sector and the degree of
economic development.
When we say that it is a small
segment in a relative sense, it is also
because its influence extends far beyond
its numbers. The relative prosperity
enjoyed by Canadian imperialism, even
if it is beginning to diminish, created fa
vourable conditions for its domination
so far. Along with the labour aristo
cracy, broad segments of the working
class in Canada enjoy much better eco
nomic conditions than in other coun
tries. That is why the labour aristocracy
can maintain its hold on the labour mo
vement.
These conclusions must be applied to
the tactics communists must use to win
the working class over to the commu
nist programme. Among other things, it
would be suicidal to concentrate all our
energies on sectors where the labour
aristocracy is most dominant. As we
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have seen, this means mainly big indus
try. Unfortunately, many communists
see winning over the proletariat to the
c o m m u n ist p ro g ra m m e in th is
manner. As they would have it, it is
simply a question of converting the bas
tions of the labour aristocracy into bas
tions of the revolutionary proletariat.
Our practice in past years and our
analysis shows that this is the wrong
way to go about things under present
conditions, which are not the same as in
Russia or Germany at the beginning of
the century. Not only must we remem
ber that the labour aristocracy is
centred in the industrial proletariat of
the big monopolies, we must also re
member that the most combative strata
of the proletariat are now found in the
public sector, among youth, in the
women’s movement and in the op
pressed nations and national minorities.
Our first task is to reach these more re
ceptive strata. That is where the revolu
tionary programme can penetrate most
easily because reformist and social de
mocratic ideas are less strongly im
planted there. To act otherwise under
present circumstances would mean
taking on the fortress without having
the forces or the organization to do so.
It would mean forgetting about the
most combative strata of the proleta
riat.
So there are two tactics in winning
over the working class. We believe in
one of them on the basis of a concrete
analysis. That, we feel, is how we can
best win over the entire working class to
revolutionary ideas and defeat this di
visive factor, this obstacle to the revolu
tionary struggle that the labour aristo
cracy represents.
•

Do you know how to produce a
leaflet, pamphlet, magazine or other
printed matter yourself? Do you
know how to choose which of the dif
ferent techniques of duplication ge
nerally available are best for your
purposes and then take advantage of
them? Do you know at least how to
talk shop competently to get across
what you want done at a commercial
shop? These are all things which
should be part of the basic know
ledge of any revolutionary, com
munity or labour organization
whether made up of immigrants, Ca
nadians or both. We hope to make
this basic information available as
widely as possible by publishing this
manual.
This little manual is the fruit of the
experience of many different people
who are working in the field of prin
ting, mock-up, camera work, and
general production techniques. It
should prove to be a useful guide for
all those who organize in their area
to carry out educational activities to
put across the point of view of the
working class.

(Available at The Spark
I’Etincelle bookstores.)
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Our evaluation

Support for Quebec’s right
to self-determination
is very much alive in English Canada
In the past few months, the MLOC IN STRUGGLE! has centred its political
work in English Canada on the defence of the right of Quebec to selfdetermination and the idea of the equality of languages and nations. In practical
terms, we tried to fight big-nation chauvinism and promote the democratic view
point by getting involved in setting up committees and organizing activites aimed
at defending the Quebec nation's most basic democratic rights. What follows is
an evaluation of that work (')•
The English-speaking Montreal Committee to Defend Quebec’s Right to SelfDetermination organized a booth at the May 10 Teach-in on “Workers and the Refe
rendum”.

The assessment made here also in
cludes details on the results of the work
carried out by the many committees
created in all the major cities and on the
movement created around them.
However, this is not an evaluation by
the committees as such of their work. It
is our viewpoint, as a political forma
tion actively involved in the creation of
the committees and in their subsequent
activities, on the practice of the com
mittees. We put forward below the facts
and figures that we have been able to
gather. In a number of cases it was not
possible to be all that precise. We have
done our best to cite real uninflated
figures and unromanticized events
which do justice to the main features
and highlights of this important poli
tical struggle.
The ground for our participation in
this political campaign had been cleared
by several years of fighting battles on
the issue of national rights in Canada.
Since the election of the Parti Quebe
cois in 1976, we have made the struggle
against national oppression a major
theme in our political work. We started
to promote bur viewpoint widely in
1977 with the decision to circulate the
Declaration for the Absolute Equality
of Languages and Nations, which obtai
ned more than 60,000 signatures across
Canada.
The scheduling of the Quebec refe
rendum made it clear that Quebec
would occupy centre stage in the
country’s politics. We would fight for
the democratic rights of the Quebec
nation. The attention of Canadian
workers would be attracted to the
Quebec national question. The case of
Quebec would be a starting point for
spreading the democratic view of the
absolute equality of languages and
nations and a terrain for combatting
chauvinism. All of this could only have
I. This article only deals with the work we
did in English Canada. The work done in
Quebec in the same period will be revie
wed later in our press.
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very positive effects on the struggle of
workers of all oppressed nations and
national minorities in Canada.
A number of facts were clear from
the outset. The chauvinists were taking
advantage of the referendum to go on
the offensive. Quebec had divided
workers in the past. And finally, strug
gles around this issue had previously led
to repression in Quebec. There could be
no thought whatever of letting the bour
geoisie have a free hand on this issue.
The challenge before us was to make
the referendum an occasion for streng
thening the unity of the people’s forces.
That unity, based on mutual respect for
one another’s rights, is critical for
workers. To achieve it required mobili
zing all democratic forces possible in
Canada, especially the labour move
ment.

Unite all
who can be united
In the space of a few months, sixteen
committees to defend Quebec’s right to
self-determination were established in
as many Canadian towns: Vancouver,
Prince George (B.C.), Edmonton,
Regina, Saskatoon, Calgary, Winni
peg, Toronto (where the committee
already existed well before December
1979), Ottawa, Hamilton, St. Catheri
nes, Sudbury, Hurst, Montreal, Halifax
and Moncton. The committees’ activi
ties spilled over beyond the strict
boundaries of the cities they were based
in. At least 24 cities were affected by
their activities. All parts of the country
were affected except for Newfoundland,
P.E.I. and the Northwest Territories.
The committees were autonomous.
They were not organizational ex
tensions of any political party or orga
nization. Membership was on an indi
vidual basis. The total number of
people directly involved was about 130.
Many more did concrete things to
promote the cause championed by the
committees, although they were not
members. Our estimate is that about
1,000 people gave direct support to the
work of the committees. Activities in
cluded the circulation and signing of
public statements, sale of buttons sup
porting self-determination, partici
pation in meetings, demonstrations,
picket lines, writing letters to newspa
pers and to magazines and so on. The
support that existed for the committees
beyond such work directly linked to
committee initiatives is impossible to
quantify.
There were a lot of people involved
and they came from a very broad cross-
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The Halifax-Dartmouth Committee to
D efend Q u e b e c ’s Right to S e lfdetermination organized picketing of
the conference held by the Council for
Canadian Unity in Halifax last April. The
police intervened to prevent journalists
from approaching and interviewing de
monstrators.

section of backgrounds. Committee
members included people from the New
Democratic Party (NDP), Communist
Party of Canada (CP), Revolutionary
Workers League (RWL) and ex-RWL
members, the Socialist W orkers’
League (SWL), the Socialist Organi
zing Committee (SOC), the Interna
tional Socialists, the Workers Commu
nist Party (WCP), the Marxist-Leninist
Organization of Canada IN STRUG
GLE!, the Ottawa Committee for
Labour Action (OCLA), some anar
chists, some Christian activists and pro
gressives with no ties to any political
formation as well as trade unionists.
All the committees had similar plat
forms, centred on three points: Quebec
is a nation, not just a province; it is an
oppressed nation; it has the right to selfdetermination, a right which must be
recognized and upheld.
It turned out to be the most impor
tant action by a broad and united
country-wide movement that has been
carried out for a number of years. The
labour movement got involved, al
though the CLC leadership did not.
You could see it very clearly at the CLC
convention: 450 delegates sported the
button declaring “ Defend Quebec's
right to self-determination” . The labour
bosses were unable to defend their
chauvinist policy on Quebec in such an
atmosphere.
The experience of broad-based unity
of action contains a number of impor
tant lessons which are worth noting.
* * *
In the class struggle, building unity
between democratic, popular and
working-class forces is always on the
agenda. But that unity does not exist by
itself and for itself. Nor is it something
that is created one day and then lasts
forever in the same form. Each battle

requires a unity which is in line with its
relative political importance and with
the character of the countries in which
the battle takes place. It depends on
what social forces are involved, what
demands are raised and the people who
are ready to unite to carry out the parti
cular struggle. I n other words, unity can
only be built in the real world if you
take full account of the concrete situa
tion and the prevailing political situa
tion in an all-round way.
The struggle to defend Quebec’s right
to choose its own political destiny is a
democratic struggle. It is thus inheren
tly the kind of fight that could poten
tially interest all consistent democrats.
Thus unity in this case could be a very
broad array of forces coming from dif
ferent class backgrounds and even, up
to a point, comprising people of op
posing political and ideological views.
The forces that could be reached
around the issue of Quebec had shown
in the past that they were able to get to
gether around major immediate strug
gles.
Country-wide unity was a practical
prospect because the issue directly con
cerned all regions of Canada. Quebec,
and its political destiny, directly and
immediately affect the political future
of the whole country.
Unity of action was also possible to
attain because it was evidently what was
needed to draw out all the forces that
could potentially be mobilized at the
time. But it could not, the situation
being what it is at present in Canada, be
accomplished in the form of a coalition
of organizations. The committees had
to be independent gatherings of indi
viduals who were ready to act. The
unity was all the more solid because it
was around one single thing: the
defence of Quebec’s right to choose its
political status. There was no attempt
to extend this political basis to include
other points, and this contributed to
making the committees and the over-all
movement pretty homogenous.

Dealing with
the here and now
Unity of action had to be as broad as
possible if interventions were to have an
impact on current events. All means
had to be explored to get the democra
tic message out to the public. Work had
to be done to stimulate public ex
pressions of views which favoured Que
bec’s rights in all parts of the society.
J ust how extensive the work of the com
mittees and the broader movement was
is apparent from the following facts:
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Use of the media: there were 23 press
conferences and press releases, 34 radio
and TV appearances, 44 articles, letters
and so on in newspapers and maga
zines.
Public actions: There were 8 picket lines
and 17 meetings which drew about 500
people. There were 31 interventions in
public events others than those orga
nized by the Committees (literature
tables, distribution of leaflets and state
ments etc.).
Distribution of written literature: All of
the committees distributed a statement
of their own which explained their
goals. The extent of such distribution
varied from committee to committee
and we do not have exact figures on
how many were given out or how many
signatures were collected indicating
support for the views expressed in them.
The Toronto committee put together a
Dossier on Quebec which was distri
buted by just about all committees. We
ourselves distributed over 2,500 copies
of our pamphlet, Quebec has the Right
to Choose. Films on Quebec, Les ordres
and Action, both about the October
1970 crisis, were shown on five oc
casions. About 3,000 self-determination
buttons were sold.
May Day Message to workers of
Quebec: it was published in the Mon
treal daily, La Presse, and signed by
350 people, three-quarters of whom
were trade unionists. Some $2,820.00
was donated to pay to run the ad in La
Presse.
Letter on October 1970: published in
five newspapers, including Montreal’s
Le Devoir.
Open letters: The Toronto committee
sent a letter to 30 Ontario munici
palities to protest the use of public
funds to promote the People to People
Petition. Questionnaires were sent to
candidates of all parties in Ontario
during the last federal election. There
were many other open letters produced
which denounced the People to People
petition, notably in British Columbia,
Ontario and the Maritimes.
Statistics tell part of the tale about
how extensive the impact of the com
mittees was. A look at the different
social groupings affected by these acti
vities tells more.
The unions: Members and officers
from at least 30 different unions got in
volved in the movement. A good pro
portion of these were from Canadian
unions in the public and semi-public
sector. The universities: This was the
main base for the committees in many
places. The women’s movement: at least
five women’s organizations got invol

24

IW
A press conference was organized to
publicize the “Message to the Workers
of Quebec” published in the Montreal
daily La Presse on May Day. From left to
right: Lloyd Ingram, president of CUPW
in Vancouver; Dave King, treasurer of
the VMREU; Bill Saunders, of the ITU;
and Jess S u c c a m o re , s e c re ta ry treasurer of CAIMAW.

ved. In addition there were people from
the anti-nuke movement, the injured
workers’ movement, students and
members of national and ethnic minori
ties (Ukrainians, francophones, Palesti
nians, Chileans, Chinese, Blacks,
Native Indians), and members of the
artistic world, such as Rock against
Racism and the Cultural Workers Al
liance.
Hence the committees were created
and managed to organize a large
number of activities throughout the
country in the short space of a few
months. It was not a mass movement.
It would have been simple pipedreaming to have set that as an objec
tive. But the results are real and appre
ciable. One can imagine how much the
trade-union movement could have done
if it had taken the lead. However, as
long as labour is chained to the NDP
election machine, it will not play the
role it could and should in the impor
tant political battles like the o.ne around
the referendum.

Chauvinism
is driven back
a step
The main country-wide chauvinist
movement took the form of the People
to People petition. The idea was to use
it to win over public opinion. The come
on was soft sell: advice to the fellow
members of our one big Canadian
family, we love you, let’s keep our
wonderful democratic country together
(2). That brand of chauvinism was likely
to be swallowed more easily by a larger
part of the Canadian population. The
People to People campaign was also
more active in Quebec than were the
other chauvinist forces.
The , movement to defend Quebec’s
right definitely hurt the People to
People campaign. It didn’t stop the pe

M ESSAG E DU
P R E M IE R M A I
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titio n a lto g e th e r. But the a n ti
chauvinist work succeeded in tarnishing
the phoney “ we love you” image among
many sectors of the population.
The protests against the use of public
funds to promote the petition cast a bit
of a dark shadow on the whole image of
an expression of pure-m inded apolitical sentiments by groups of disin
terested concerned citizens. The
Ontario People to People committee
felt obliged to issue a press release to
try to brush up its reputation again.
Protests led a number of store chains to
change their minds and decide not to
distribute the petition. In Nova Scotia,
the premier himself wrote to the
Halifax-Dartmouth Committee to say
that the government would not be circu
lating it.
In Quebec, the would-be hoopla and
high profile ceremony to present the pe
tition from the “ Canadian people” to
the “ Quebec people” turned into what
at best was a grotesque farce with de
m onstrators from the MLOC IN
STRUGGLE! and the WCP on the
scene. Even the bourgeois media res
ponded by taking shots at the People to
People ceremony. Last but not least,
the active and visible anti-chauvinist
movement was a key factor in stopping
the leaders of the trade-union move
ment from endorsing the People to
People Petition. This constituted the
biggest victory in the fight against chau
vinism in the early going. Because if the
2. For a detailed look at this chauvinist mo
vement, see Quebec has the right to
choose.
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movement had not been around there
can be doubt that the labour movement
would have backed the petition. After
all, some of the main people in the orga
nization distributing the petition were
well-known NDPers. And the higer-ups
in the NDP in some places, notably in
Ontario, got a little cheesed off with the
development of the movement against
the petition.
The media were also criticized when
they pushed chauvinism openly and es
pecially when they blacked out all infor
mation on the pro-Quebec movement.
The Vancouver Sun was one such target
when it refused to publish letters to the
editor defending Quebec. It backed
down and published some letters. The
CBC in Vancouver was also hit for the
same reasons. In Toronto, people pro
tested the CBC’s firing of an employee
for the crime of defending Quebec’s
right to self-determination and the
rights of Franco-Ontarians.
Chauvinist politicians were also in
the line of fire. The committees went
into action at Queen’s Park in Toronto
throughout the whole week of the
debate which resulted in unanimous
adoption (with NDP support) of a
m o tio n o p p o sin g s o v e re ig h ty association and rejecting negociations
with Quebec if the Quebec people had
the temerity to vote “yes” . Protests
were raised in Vancouver against a
similar stance by Premier Bill Bennett.
In Saskatchewan, the visit by NDP
premier Blakeney to Quebec to express
“we won’t negotiate” sentiments was
condemned as outside interference.
Despite these actions, the movement
was not all that strong in conterattacking on this front. And the threats
and harangues by the provincial pre
miers and legislatures were a trump
card played by the chauvinist forces in
the final weeks of the referendum cam
paign.
The facts we have just summarized
John Robarts, former premier of Ontario
and co-author of the report of the P6plnRobarts Task Force on National Unity:
another leading light behind the chauvi
nist People to People Petition.

do, however, show that it is possible to
organize an effective campaign against
the forces that work to divide workers.
Public opinion can be alerted even with
little money and resources and limited
manpower. The forces that falsely
pretend to be democratic can have their
image tarnished and lose some of their
influence. If we dare to attack them we
can expose them.

Making this movement
known in Quebec
The work done in English Canada by
the committees had a certain impact in
Quebec. Newspapers like IN STRUG
GLE! and The Forge gave regular cove
rage. The Montreal committee helped
set up two press conferences to publi
cize the activities being carried out by
the committees. The creation of some
committees like the ones in Edmonton
and Ottawa were noted in the Montreal
press. The May Day Message was run
as an ad in the Montreal daily La
Presse. The M ontreal Le Devoir
carried the Letter on the 1970 October
Crisis. A number of Quebec workers
and trade unionists spoke in meetings
outside Quebec and were able to report
back to their own unions and workpla
ces on the reception they got. IN
STRUGGLE! organized some such
forays, including one by a Quebec
student in the Maritimes. The May Day
Message was widely distributed as a
leaflet at the June CNTU convention in
June.
There was certainly some impact felt
in Quebec, but it didn’t go that far. The
existence of an anti-chauvinist move
ment in English Canada could have
been much better publicized than it was.
Let’s take a look at some of the reasons
for this (not in any particular order of
importance).
The narrow nationalism of the union
leaders in Quebec was certainly a
factor. They were not exactly in a big
hurry to link up with workers in English
Canada who supported Quebec’s right
to self-determ ination. Thus, for
example, when someone from Van
couver approached Quebec union
leaders to suggest that the May Day
Message be presented as part of the
May Day programme in Quebec City,
no one found it to be an idea important
enough to follow through on. Mean
while, the capitalists were spending mil
lions of dollars to fly in chauvinist
personalities to spout their line across
the province. The Quebec unions
couldn’t find enough spare cash to bus

in a single anti-chuvinist from English
Canada to explain that some people in
English Canada did not agree and sup
ported Q u eb ec’s rig h t to selfdetermination.
The Parti Quebecois obviously had
no interest in Quebec voters finding out
about the anti-chauvinist movement in
English Canada. The nationalists had
no time for anything else but attacking
the federal government. Very few of
them thought twice much less did any
thing about publicizing the existence of
significant forces, including within the
labour movement, that supported Que
bec’s right to choose its political
destiny. The Quebec Federation of
Labour even manoeuvred so that the
last CLC convention would not take a
clear-cut position of support for Que
bec’s right to self-determination.
It is also a fact that the committees
themselves were not united on this ques
tion. Some were reticent about interve
ning in Quebec. They thought that any
intervention would be interpreted as in
terference. But this is a matter of failing
to distinguish fish from fowl. Those
people who prance into Quebec to say
“ You do not have the right to sepa
rate” , or “ We will not negotiate with
you and you will be all alone” and “ If
you separate you won’t be getting any
more Albertan oil” are clearly interfe
ring. They are making threats and
trying to pressure Quebec voters. That
kind of intervention is completely diffe
rent from people coming to Quebec to
say quietly and firmly “ It is up to you
to choose and whatever that decision is
we will respect it” .
The delay in setting up a viable com
mittee in Montreal was another signifi
cant factor. We believe that our Organi
zation made an error in not acting more
rapidly in this regard. We underes
timated the importance of a strong
Montreal committee at the beginning of
the campaign.
Finally, the fact that the committees
never managed to co-ordinate informa
tion and activities on a country-wide
basis did not help either. If such co
ordination had developed, say for
example if there had been a national co
ordinating committee of sorts, it could
have been an invaluable instrument
in getting the news of what was going
on to the people of Quebec. It would
have produced a greater impact on both
the media and the unions. In the
absence of any co-ordination, the initia
tive was left to local committees in iso
lation from the others and the effect of
their work was correspondingly less.
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A rally in support of Quebec’s right to
self-determination in Toronto, on May
14.

IN STRUGGLED work
in the anti-chauvinist
movement
It is no secret that, starting in De
cember 1979, two members of IN
STRUGGLE! travelled across the
country to promote the creation of
groups to defend Quebec’s rights and
fight chauvinism during the refe
rendum. All the committees did not
owe their creation to this initiative by
any means, but in many cases it pro
vided the extra push that was needed to
get things moving and to bring people
together for united action. Subse
quently, IN STRUGGLE! comrades
got involved in just about all the com
mittees. We mobilized our people and
resources to give support to the activi
ties undertaken by the committees.
The newspaper IN STRUGGLE!
provided regular and substantial cove
rage of the movement’s activities right
up to the referendum voting day on
May 20. We also produced and distri
buted the pamphlet on Quebec.
We were aware from the start, when
we adopted the basic policy which was
to guide our work throughout the cam
paign, that it could create problems we
would have to face and solve. We had to
maintain our ideological and organi
zational independence and keep up our
own activities without at any point
competing with the committees. We
avoided using the committee actions to
promote our own organization such as
would have been done had we, for
example, organized our own picketing
the night before a committee picket in
the same place. Another way we could
have exploited the committees would
have been by planning a meeting in the
same city and on the same evening as a
meeting had originally been scheduled
by the committee. These two examples
are not plucked out of thin air. They ac
tually happened. The WCP did both
those things and they stand as examples
of what not to do.
On the whole, we managed to get ac
tively involved in the movement without
competing with the committees or
giving up our own independence of
action. We continued to get signatures
on the Declaration for the Absolute
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Equality of Languages and Nations
(9,400 people signed between January
and May). We distributed our news
paper and Quebec has the right to
choose. We organized demonstrations
such as the one in the Ontario Legisla
ture and the one against the People to
People Petition presentation ceremony
in Montreal. We also intervened in a
considerable number of union conven
tions, including those of the CLC,
CNTU, New Brunswick Federation of
Labour, Canadian Union of Public Em
ployees, Canadian Union of Postal
Workers in Saskatchewan and the
British Columbia Teachers Federation.
Within the committees, we avoided
aggravating contradictions with other
political formations. We were very well
aware that if the committees were
turned into a battleground for polemics
between organizations, the progressives
would quit and the committees would
lose their credibility. We implemented
this policy right up to the referendum,
despite the many provocations by the
WCP and numerous actions and atti
tudes on their part that warranted
condemnation.
After the referendum, we made our
criticisms of the WCP known in an
article in the newspaper IN STRUG
GLE!. We continue to hold that these
criticisms are well-founded in fact and
that it was correct to publish them.
However, we did more than that. We
also sent copies of the article to all the
committees in the form of an open
letter. We now consider that this was an
error. The open letter formally invited
the committees to take stands on the
criticisms which were in fact difficult
for them to substantiate on their own,
given the absence of co-ordination of in
formation among the committees. We
were in effect asking the committees to l

judge the validity of criticisms where
this was simply not possible for them to
do.
But this error does not invalidate the
contribution we made to the anti
chauvinist movement, which remained
correct and consistent throughout. We
certainly spoke strongly in favour of in
creasing the amount of country-wide
and regional co-ordination. We called
repeatedly for organizing at a minimum
a national conference where informa
tion and experiences could be ex
changed and planning of joint actions
could be carried out. Although some
people liked to fill everyone’s ears with
talk about how this was all a design to
control the movement, it was not. On
the contrary, if the committees themsel
ves had managed to attain a greater
level of co-ordination and had regularly
exchanged information, it would have
made them a good deal more effective
and autonomous in practice. If the
committees had been in regular com
munication and had co-ordinated things
based on common information, it
would have been a lot harder for some
forces to employ manipulative tactics
and spread rumours in the hallways. It
is obvious that w ithout this co
ordination and resulting autonomy, the
organizations which did have centra
lized country-wide structures were in a
position to have a better detailed know
ledge of what was going on in the mo
vement than the committees themsel
ves.
There is another lesson to be drawn
from the past few months about the
work of communist organizations. It is
possible to concentrate our energies for
a certain time on a specific aspect of the
communist programme, even on a
major democratic demand, without
having to stop doing communist work

The organizers of the People to People campaign for Canadian unity showed up in
Montreal to present the results of their petition campaign. But they got a rather unex
pected welcome: hundreds of people demonstrated in defence of workers’ unity and
the Declaration for the Absolute Equality of Languages and Nations.

May 17 in Toronto, the Committee for Canadian Unity organized a final rally to “keep
Canada united”, in total disregard for Quebec’s national rights.

or shelving the revolutionary pro
gramme. Some of us though at first that
work in the committees was not com
munist work and that all the communist
work would be done outside the com
mittees. That approach proved to be
wrong. If the political situation puts a
democratic issue at the top of our
agenda and becomes the centre of our
work for a time, the work around that
remains communist work and in line
with our programme. If we have ana
lysed the current situation correctly and
are working as we should, then the issue
will become the best battleground to
fight on to bring people even closer to
the over-all communist programme.
We did communist work by making
our views known as widely as possible
by distributing our newspaper and the
pamphlet, by intervening in unions and
in a number of union conventions and
by participating in a number of public
debates. We were able to link the im
mediate interests of workers to the
fundamental struggle for socialism
because we explained the causes of na
tional oppression and the way to get rid
of it.
The experience of people working to
gether in unity in most parts of the
country also taught us much about the
progressive trends and how to work
with a broad cross-section of forces.
The experience certainly helped us
break with the sectarianism which had
sometimes been present in our work in
the past.

The fight for
the equality of languages
and nations progressed
The cause of equality of languages
and nations was advanced as a result of
the anti-chauvinist campaign. Chauvi
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nism was given a few licks and many
thousands more people are now more
conscious of the importance of national
rights in this country. There is a lot
more talk these days about Quebec’s
right to self-determination. The PQ
itself has decided to make it a rallying
cry after having decried it throughout
the pre-referendum period as an “ out of
date” demand.The movement in English
Canada certainly has had something to
do with this turn of events.
We must nevertheless draw attention
to a number of weak points in our work
in the pre-referendum period. We could
well have explained more fully and
more widely why we were counselling
Quebec voters to spoil their ballots in
the referendum. We did not take advan
tage of all the opportunities that
presented themselves to discuss this
issue, which we found was of great inte
rest to a lot of the people we worked
with in English Canada. Second, we
now consider that it was a mistake to
continue on with the campaign to get
people to sign the Declaration. It
drained a lot of our manpower off when
it was needed elsewhere. It is always a
mistake to spread out your forces all
over the place in a major action. We
could easily have kept up our work to
promote the idea of the equality of lan
guages and nations while dropping the
petition-signing.
Important progress was made in
uniting the revolutionary, progressive
and democratic forces. Mind you, the
earth was not remade in five months.
The unity of action that was attained had
a lot to do also with the fact that condi
tions conducive to such unity had been
fostered beforehand. Those conditions
are still in the process of developing.
There is a real need for unity which is
evident in other major struggles against

racism and nuclear development, for
women’s liberation, on the artistic
front, etc. The fact that this need for
unity and desire to realize it have been
translated into independent and autono
mous groupings is directly related to the
fact that the two major “ left-wing”
parties, the Communist Party of
Canada (CP) and the NDP, are unable
to provide satisfactory leadership to the
many forces that are looking for
thorough-going and radical changes in
the status quo. That bankruptcy of
leadership, if we are to judge from the
experience of the movement to defend
Quebec’s rights, also extends to the
former organized left of the NDP, the
“Wafflers", who steered their way clear
of the committees. They were paralyzed
by a sectarian mentality.
The CP was relatively inactive except
in two committees. The NDPers that
got involved were mostly people who
are not all that active in the NDP itself,
although a number of the better-known
members of the NDP’s left did play a
role. Their contribution moreover was
greatly appreciated. But it should be
noted that they were acting against
NDP policy, which was in practive
working alongside the most notorious
chauvinists to “ save Canada” . That ex
pression of dissidence is a good thing
and hopefully the trend will get stron
ger. We hope that the campaign to
uphold Quebec’s rights contributed to
strengthening it.
In the immediate future, the consti
tutional debate will be attracting most
of the attention and will provide us with
opportunities to demonstrate that unity
again. For the time being, it provides
the best focus for carrying through with
struggles that can unite the workingclass forces and the various democratic
and progressive trends. If, on the other
hand, everyone stays in their own baili
wick — if the workers’ movement con
fines itself to pushing the NDP electorally and the oppressed nations and na
tional minorities remain on their own
instead of uniting their voices in a single
chorus — then the likes of Trudeau,
Clark, Lougheed, Bennett and Davis
will be calling all the shots. We will
come out of the constitutional debate
period weaker and more isolated. We
should use the lessons and the expe
rience of the referendum battle to force
the leaders of the union movement to
put the enormous potential power of the
workers’ movement to use in backing
all those who are fighting oppression in
whatever form across Canada.
•
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A central question: rallying workers
Almost a year ago, IN STRUGGLE! decided to begin a systematic evaluation
of its work in the working class and among the people in general, and more par
ticularly of the rallying of the working class to its programme and organization.
This evaluation was of course related to the decisions of IN STRUGGLED
Third Congress, which established that rallying was to be the main task in the
coming period in the struggle for the construction of the Party. It was also
related to the need to adjust our work and our Organization to the demands of
the present situation and the considerable expansion of our interventions.
This evaluation gave rise to important decisions at the last meeting of the
Central Committee (CC) on some very major questions, such as where should we
start from, communist leadership in the class struggle, and our work in unions,
the women’s movement and with youth. These questions are of prime importance
for the development of our work, and before these decisions were made, readers,
sympathizers and members expressed their points of view on them in the news
paper and within our Organization.
In this article, we would like to present the main conclusions adopted by the
Central Committee. Despite the somewhat schematic nature of these con
clusions, they do more than simply sum up our evaluation of our work of ral
lying. They also set out the orientation that will guide IN STRUGGLED work
so as to win more and more workers over to the communist programme. As well,
they are in many respects a rectification of our previous policy — for example,
concerning the women’s movement in Canada. More specifically, they mark a
break with certain forms of sectarianism that had been present in our work in
the past.
In the coming months, we will deal with some of these questions in greater
detail in our various publications (*). But as of now, we invite everyone to express
their comments or questions on these new orientations, which will extensively
affect all of IN STRUGGLEI’s work over the next period.

The present situation
with respect to rallying
to our Organization
The Central Committee considers
that our Organization has succeeded
not only in establishing its political
presence in all regions but also in deve
loping its influence. We are on the way
to becoming a political force which has
to be taken into account. These results
can be measured by the increasing
number of workers and progressive
people who take up and defend our calls
to action. But what is even more signifi
cant is that a good number of these
people are people who were already in
volved and influential in their milieu
and in their mass organizations. It is
important to note that almost 50% of
these contacts come from the proleta
riat. It is also important to note the rise
of our influence in the various regions
of English Canada, in particular in the
West (British Columbia and the Prai
ries) and also in Ontario.
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These very positive results can be ex
plained by the development of our capa
city to analyse the general situation and
give leadership in the class struggle; the
development of our capacity to apply
our tactical line of openness and unity
(by breaking with the forms of secta
rianism and dogmatism which still in
fluenced us); the development of our ca
pacity to involve others in action by
getting involved ourselves in actions
wherever we are present, in committees,
in mass organizations, and in struggles;
and the development of our propaganda
work, which became more diversified
and more closely linked to our agita
tion.
Yet we must recognize that our Or
ganization is having difficulty recrui
ting. There is still a relatively large gap
between the number of people who take
up our positions in their struggles, those
who work under our leadership in speci
fic struggles or on specific questions
and the number of those who join our
Organization. The result of these diffi
culties is that there has been little in

crease in the number of members and
sympathizers engaged in carrying out
the tasks of the Organization. This is
due to the fact that the number of resi
gnations is almost equal to the number
of new sympathizers and probationers.
What are we to think of this? The CC
feels that we must look at our present
difficulties in recruiting in relationship
to the considerable development of our
work since the Third Congress, and
more particularly in the past year. Far
from weakening, our political influence
within the masses is growing steadily.
Just a little more than a year ago, our
calls to action were rarely taken up by
the masses, and the results of our work
in English Canada remained weak.
However, having said this, the Central
Committee considers that we must step
up our efforts between now and the
Fourth Congress so that the growth in
our political influence leads to in
creased recruitment.
There is another very important
factor which we must also take into
account, and which does not depend on
the work of the Organization itself.
That is the setback in the struggle for
socialism, in particular in the Soviet
Union and in China. It is undoubtedly
true that the hesitations of many people
to work more closely with the Organi
zation or to join its ranks are a result of
these setbacks. However, these pro
blems have been more hard-felt by
other political organizations which
claim to work for socialism in Canada
These organizations, such as the Trots
kyist groups, the Workers Communist
Party (WCP), the Communist Party of
Canada (CP) and the Communist Party
of Canada (M-L) (CPC(M-L)), have
undergone important splits.
And finally, the CC considers that
the idealism and voluntarism which
characterized our activity in the past
definitely had effects on the number of

resignations and the hesitations of
many sympathizers to accept “that way
of life” .
There is no magic formula. We must
not look for THE “ means” or THE
“ organizational structure” which will
enable us to recruit new forces. We are
on the right track and it is simply a
matter of working more intensively
towards this goal. We can only recruit
through our capacity to offer greater
and more concrete political leadership
in the class struggle, through greater in
volvement in the struggle of the masses,
and through greater contact with the
progressive elements in the working
class and popular movement. In order
for a greater number of workers to get
involved in revolutionary political
work, our Organization must in general
establish close and lasting links with
their immediate struggles. This is how
many workers will come to see the prac
tical implications of the communist
programme and the real meaning of the
struggle for socialism.
The Central Committee studied the
tactical questions raised by closer links
with the masses. However, the CC
wants to stress that closer links with the
masses is not the only question which
must be resolved in order to recruit the
most conscious elements to our Organi
zation and win them over to our Pro
gramme.
The Central Committee also pointed
out that, in all our actions and inter
ventions, we always have a two-fold ob
jective. On the one hand, we want to

Spring 1980, in Quebec City: the debate around the Declaration for the Absolute
Equality of Languages and Nations. Active communists and sympathizers discuss
and assess their work.

1. Some of the decisions made at the June
1980 meeting of the Central Committee
of IN STRUGGLE! are reflected in two
articles in this issue of PROLETARIAN
UNITY: “The labour aristocracy in
Canada today” and “Support for Que
bec’s right to self-determination is very
much alive in English Canada”.
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support the forces struggling for pro
gress, develop the unity of those forces,
and thus help them to win their im
mediate demands. On the other hand,
we want to make our Programme and
our Organization known and win over
the most conscious elements.
We must also constantly have re
cruitment in mind in all the work we do.
In order to recruit more people, we
must pay greater attention to the orga
nization and leadership of our work
with contacts and active sympathizers.
We should not merely make more
contacts and encourage them to be
active in specific struggles. We must use
every possible opportunity to explain
our line and our programme to them in
greater detail — not in a static and dog
matic way, but by explaining our posi
tions on questions with which they are
more particularly involved. We must use
such questions to explain our criticism
of capitalism, nationalism and refor
mism, and thus point to the need for so
cialist revolution as the only real solu
tion for the various problems which the
masses face.
At a time when the communist point
of view is far from known and accepted
in our country and in the world, we
must rely on the distribution of our
newspaper, journal, pamphlets, confe
rences, readers' circles, etc., as means
of making our point of view more
widely known.
We must simplify the recruitment of
the people with whom we work in
various struggles and, above all. of
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active sympathizers. It is also impor
tant to allow these people to continue to
be as active as possible in their milieu
and mass organizations after they have
joined our Organization.

Where do we start?
In an advanced capitalist country like
Canada, we must reckon with a sizable
labour aristocracy. It is composed of
the stratum of specialized workers em
ployed by monopolies, and it is gene
rally concentrated in big industries.
Besides being the upper stratum of the
working class, corrupted by the super
profits of the monopolies, it is also the
leading stratum of the working class.
The labour aristocracy developed its he
gemony over the working class as a
whole in a period when Canadian impe
rialism was economically flourishing
and a vast campaign of repression was
being waged against a progressive
tendency.
The labour aristocracy is very well
organized within the labour movement.
It also has its political party, the NPD.
The power of the labour aristocracy and
its hold over those who benefit to one
degree or another from the advantages
of imperialism varies according to the
economic development of imperialism
in each province, city, and industrial
sector. It is for this reason that we
should avoid seeing the labour aristo
cracy as a static reality.
We have good reason to believe that
the effects of the crisis on the industrial
proletariat, including the proletariat in
big plants, will open up better possibi
lities of recruitement in the future.
Consequently, we must be atune to the
struggles which may develop in this
sector. However, we must reaffirm that
the objective and subjective conditions
of workers in big industry have not
changed sufficiently to justify changing
our tactical line.
The Central Committee therefore
reaffirms that the best way to penetrate
the working class at present is to work
with the strata of the proletariat and
people who are the most exploited, the
most militant and the most open to
Marxist-Leninist ideas, the strata of the
proletariat where the labour aristocracy
is the weakest.
We believe that these strata are found
most often in the public sector (where
there are an important number of Ca
nadian unions), among women, youth
and national minorities.
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Communist leadership
in the class struggle
The Central Committee considers
that it is still correct to affirm that the
leadership role of communists in the
class struggle consists in indicating the
path which the proletariat must follow
in each particular situation to move
forward in its struggle against the bour
geoisie and modify the balance of power
in favour of the proletariat and its
struggle for power. This makes it possi
ble to determine the political orienta
tion which must be adopted at specific
moments of the class struggle, identify
the key issues in the current situation —
those which are of great importance for
the working class as a whole — and mo
bilize the working class around specific
and concrete slogans to take up various
actions and get involved in struggles.
This is crucial if we want our Organi
zation to really be able to play its
leadership role, including in struggles,
in various movements and in mass or
ganizations. In the coming period, we
must seek to exercise greater political
and practical leadership in the class
struggle by broadening the issues on
which we work.
In the present context of the crisis,
larger and larger sectors of the masses
are beginning to mobilize and act. At
the same time, an increasing number of
workers are turning to our Organi
zation in search of a solution to the
present situation. In order to broaden
our influence, we must get more acti
vely involved in the most important
struggles and movements. We must
develop our agitation in struggles, as
they present themselves, and our tactics
must seek to unite the masses around
correct demands, against the bour
geoisie, against the main enemy and
against those who openly betray those
demands.
To be able to adopt concrete posi
tions and to put forward correct tactics,
we must continue to develop our capa
city at every level of the Organization to
concretely analyse the concrete situa
tion of a struggle in terms of the
demands put forward, the political
tendencies present, the tactics, etc. In
order to develop correct tactics and to
give correct leadership to a struggle, it
is crucial to know and understand the
various forces involved, including the
leading forces.
We must get rid of a sectarian atti
tude which has, to a certain extent,
marked the work of the Organization in
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August 5, 1980, three hundred women
march through the streets of Toronto to
“Take back the night” — a protest
against the sexual harassment that
makes the streets unsafe for women at
night.

struggles, in the labour movement with
regard to certain labour leaders, and in
the women’s movement, and which
weakened our links with the masses.
This raises the question of our atti
tude towards the reformist forces, espe
cially left social democracy, and how to
demarcate from them. On this subject,
we must always keep in mind that our
main goal is not to demarcate from
other currents but to help move forward
the struggle of the working class and
other popular strata. This does not
mean that we should stop demarcating,
but it means that we should do so in the
context of struggles, on the basis of
what is at stake, in the conditions in
which the struggle is taking place and
according to the existing balance of
power. We must also distinguish
between workers who are under the in
fluence of reformism and revisionism
but who struggle sincerely to defend
their rights, and organized opportunist
forces as such. If we fail to do this, eve
ryone appears to be social-democratic
or revisionist, and we are thus unable to
correctly evaluate the various forces in
struggle.
* * *
We must have fewer and shorter poli
tical campaigns if we want to develop
our capacities to intervene in the strug
gles of the workers and the masses. De
termining the orientation for a given
period or situation should not necessa
rily lead to a political campaign, even
though political campaigns remain an
important form of intervention for
communists. When we decide to wage a
country-wide political campaign, we
must have very specific objectives as

well as specific and particular means of
action. There can be various types of
campaigns. We can hold an informa
tion and agitation campaign which is
limited in time and for which we use
press conferences, speaking tours, mee
tings and distribution of literature. We
can have campaigns to mobilize, to
struggle against a specific law or
measure, etc. In this case, it is very im
portant to make a judicious choice of
when apd for how long it will take
place. We succeed in mobilizing the
masses when they see the immediate
issues at stake in a struggle, when they
become aware that the struggle must be
waged right away.

Our Organization’s
work in the unions
Today, the struggle for the democra
tization and, to a lesser extent, the Canadianization of unions is clearly becom
ing an immediate struggle which has
to be waged, given the offensive of the
labour aristocracy and the union
bosses. Its outcome can have major
effects on the labour movement as a
whole, and especially on the most mili
tant unions and the communist move
ment.
The Central Committee remains con
vinced that it is correct to state that, at
the present stage of party building, our
Organization should not aim at taking
organizational control of unions, and
that this is not a precondition for
building the party. Nevertheless, to
broaden and stabilize our influence, our
action in the unions must be more syste
matic and organized.
We must develop communist work in
unions to make our Programme and
our slogans widely known. One aspect
of this work is the support and conso
lidation of militant tendencies and
forces in the labour movement. This
can take the form of opposition cau
cuses, struggles for democratization,
etc., which we initiate or in which we
participate. We can also propose speci
fic platforms for elections, a particular
struggle or a convention which would
make it possible for these forces to
unite around immediate objectives.
And finally, in the very way we
ourselves intervene in unions, we must
aim at developing the use of democratic
methods and procedures in unions.
The Central Committee has decided
that our Organization must begin to
devote energies to union work as such,
especially in the most militant unions
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which have the greatest political in
fluence on the Canadian labour move
ment as a whole. Given that our forces
and energies are still limited, and given
that we must distribute them correctly
in order to accomplish all our tasks, we
must rely on sympathizers, on those
who are already actives in their unions,
and provide them with leadership so
that they can develop communist work
in their unions. These comrades will
have this as their only task and should
be active in the struggles in their work
place, in union elections, in struggles
for the Canadianization and democrati
zation of their union, etc., nor should
they be afraid to intervene on all issues.
A certain number of experienced cadres
of the Organization should be assigned
to work with the unions as their only
task and we should see to it that the
various levels of leadership of the Orga
nization provide leadership for this area
of work.
We must also take the necessary
steps at the national level to analyse and
follow the development of the labour
movement and provide guidelines for
our action across the country. Despite
some progress, there are still delays at
this level. For quite a long time now, we
have been putting forward the call for
the democaratization and Canadianiza
tion of unions. But it is only recently
that we have begun to understand the
expressions of this struggle in the
The women’s movement in Toronto de
monstrates against a “Right to Life”
(anti-abortion) conference in October
1979.

The women’s movement in Saskatchewan is one of the most dynamic in the country.
Above: a demonstration for the right to abortions in Saskatoon, in April 1980.

labour movement in Canada, the forms
it takes on and the complexity of the si
tuation.
As a result of these decisions, the
Central Committee considers that we
must rectify some of the points
presented in the pamphlet The Goals
and Work o f Canadian Communists in
Trade Unions Today, published by our
Organization in 1978. While the posi
tions presented in this pamphlet are in
principle fundamentally correct, they
did not take account sufficiently of the
progressive forces in the labour move
ment. It leaves the impression that the
main enemy in the labour movement is
bourgeois ideology, instead of the bour
geoisie itself. It must also be clear that
in the unions, as elsewhere, the tactical
line and slogans of the Organization
remain the basis for our agitation work
and unity of action with progressive
forces, in union elections, conventions,
etc.

The Canadianization
of unions
There has been a persistent move
ment of struggle for the Canadianiza
tion of unions in our country. For the
most part today, this is an important
aspect of the broader struggle of
workers for more democratic unions. It
is in the context of the struggle for de
mocracy in the unions, and not in and
of itself or as a necessary stage for so
cialist revolution, that we support the
Canadianization of unions.
In this struggle, no solution —■ in
cluding the demand for greater auto
nomy, breakaway and the streng
thening of Canadian union centrals —
can be rejected out-of-hand. With

respect to changes in affiliation, we
must make a concrete analysis of the si
tuation. We must not hesitate to
support and take part in movements
which will reinforce the workers’ capa
city to fight and which are widely sup
ported by the workers themselves.

Our Organization’s
work among women
For the past few years, the women,s
movement in Canada has been flourish
ing. Many women’s committees have
been set up in unions and many groups
of women have been set up around
various forms of oppression which are
specific to women like rape, battered
wives, abortion, etc. This movement,
and in the particular unionized women’s
groups, are very militant and adopt pro
gressive positions. These women are
one of the strongholds of the struggle
against class collaboration in the union
movement. As well, women’s groups
very often adopt correct positions on
questions like the struggle against re
pression and the right of Quebec to selfdetermination, and they are open to the
points of view of our Organization on
many questions.
The women’s movement is now very
active; there is much at stake in it for all
classes. Women’s groups are tending
more and more to set up local and re
gional coalitions — for example, the
Etats-generaux in Quebec — or more
structured organizations, as in Saskat
chewan. Women’s demands are having
more impact. Women’s committees in
unions are taking up various specific
women’s demands and, conversely,
women’s groups are including demands
related to working conditions in their
struggle.
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This adds to the importance of the
women’s movement. At the same time,
the labour bosses are clearly trying to
gain control and leadership of this mo
vement. This is presently a very real
concern in the women’s movement.
The Central Committee considers
that our work among women, despite
some improvement over what it was in
past years, is still generally weak. His
torically, we have always had diffi
culty in correctly analysing the move
ment of women’s struggles as a whole.
In the last year, we supported women’s
demands in a more coherent way (in
unions and other defence organizatio'ns), but until recently we made the
error of thinking that this movement
was dominated by feminism. The result
of this was to cut us off from many
women’s groups, slow down the deve
lopment of greater unity with a militant
sector of the masses and prevent us
from recruiting women who are in fact
open to the communist programme.
This raises a certain number of theo
retical and tactical problems on which
our Organization has not yet developed
a unified point of view. We must look
into the question of feminism, and espe
cially the question of the autonomous
organization of women. We must state
clearly that it is quite legitimate for
women to organize on their own in
order to put forward specific demands,
or for other reasons, such as encoura
ging the participation of women in their
union or in struggles waged across the
country. The experience of the women’s
movement in Canada makes it clear
that the fact that women organize
among themselves, on the basis of their
specific interests, is not in itself feminist
or a source of division between men and
women. On the contrary, a general
assessment of the situation indicates
that women’s groups play a positive
role in mobilizing women in the strug
gle against the bourgeoisie.
In our work among women, we must
remember that the women’s movement
is influenced by various ideological and
political tendencies. A detailed analysis
of these political tendencies remains to
be done, but it seems that reformism is
dominant there, as in the labour and
popular movement. We must give un
conditional support to the correct
demands put forward by women’s
groups and know how to unite with
them; but at the same time we must de
marcate from feminism. This is an erro
neous ideology which blames men for
women’s oppression and proposes solu
tions which are not in the interest of
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women themselves or the people in
general.
Nevertheless, in its work with women
our Organization must not mistake fe
minism for the main enemy, forgetting
that the main enemy is the Canadian
bourgeoisie. It is also important to re
cognize that in society as a whole, chau
vinism is a greater factor of division
than feminism, and that in many cases
it is a real obstacle to women’s partici
pation in revolutionary struggle and the
rallying of women to the communist
programme.
The Central Committee considers
that, for the time being, it is not a duty
of our Organization to set up a mass or
ganization of women. However, we
must devote time and effort to interve
ning in the groups that our analyses of
the current situation indicate are most
important, paying particular attention
to struggles which mobilize large
number of women. We must make sure
that the various levels of leadership es
tablish links with these groups. We
must intervene more on questions speci
fic to women, develop our analysis and
work to have our point of view more
widely known.

Our work among youth
Until now, our Organization has
w orked alm o st exclusively with
students and has done very little with
young workers — this, in spite of the
fact that in Canada, between 40% and
50% of all young people between the
ages of 15 and 19 no longer attend
school, and that this percentage has
been on the rise in the past ten years.
Our work with university and junior
college students has been more or else
intensive in the various periods of our
history, but the guideline was correct:
we recognized that students have
Young unemployed workers at a man
power centre. Capitalism has nothing to
offer them.

common interests in the defence of their
rights and we saw the necessity for them
to have defence organizations. Our ex
perience has shown that consistent
work in this milieu soon leads to results
in terms of rallying. We have also
learned that these young people have
been mobilizing for many years now,
not only on questions which are specifi
cally related to them, but also on all
questions of class struggle: the national
question, international questions,
support for working-class struggles, the
anti-nuke movement, progressive cultu
ral movements against various forms of
racism and oppression.
However, the situation is very diffe
rent in regard to working youth, many
of whom are unemployed: one unem
ployed person out of two in Canada is
less than 24 years old. Since we ignored
this situation, we know very little about
it. However, this section of youth is
undoubtedly one of the most exploited
sectors of the Canadian proletariat.
Along with women (mainly young
women, as a matter of fact), young
people are often left with no other
choice but to accept seasonal and tem
porary jobs, dangerous and hard work,
low-paid jobs in weaker sectors of the
economy such as lumber and cons
truction. The bourgeoisie uses systema
tic repression against youth: measures
A jail? Guess again. It’s the Polyvalente
Pierre Marquette, a Montreal high
school.

Living conditions of Canadian Blacks in Africville, Halifax, Nova Scotia, in 1950. Thirty years later, things haven’t changed much

such as UIC cutbacks, real and cons
tant harassment in the streets, in parks
and in school.
In such a situation, young workers
have a huge potential for revolt which
has not yet found a correct form of ex
pression: between the ages of 15 and 19
years, suicide is the main cause of death
in Quebec; criminal activities and delin
quency usually begin between the ages
of 15 and 24. For the most part,
working youth finds itself facing a dead
end. It is unable to get involved in strug
gles, due among other things to the lack
of an organization.
The bourgeoisie is multiplying its
efforts to win over youth as a whole:
there are 17,000 cadets in the armed
forces in Quebec, 250,000 scouts in
Canada, thousands of charismatics, etc.
Various opportunist groups (Trots
kyists, CPC, WCP,...) have also deve
loped their intervention among youth,
especially working youth, in the past
few years.
Hence the bourgeoisie is engaged in a
vast offensive to win over youth. We
must take this very seriously. In the in
terests of the future of the class struggle
in Canada, we must considerably in
tensify our work among this stratum of
the people. Conditions are all the more
favourable given that youth is obviously
looking for a solution to this difficult si
tuation. We are still at a point where
youth may join one side or the other of
the class struggle. In order to win youth
over to proletarian revolution, we must:
— put more effort into developing
our knowledge of youth in all its various
aspects: living and working conditions,
the specific problems of young people,
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struggles, etc. We must open our eyes to
this aspect of reality and do away with
preconceptions we still sometimes hold
with regard to youth;
— work on a regular and sustained
basis in the various struggles and orga
nizations of students and working
youth;
— adjust our work to the specific
characteristics of youth. For example,
we should not simply distribute our lite
rature at the school doors. We will have
to intervene in different ways, on diffe
rent issues, using imaginative methods,
and in particular, in the cultural field.
We will have to take into consideration
young people’s specific needs, their
need to be together, their need for
action, etc. We will discover what these
needs are more specifically as our work
develops;
— in places where we recruit young
people, make sure that they have the
possibility of continuing to work with
others around them. We will have to
give them complete freedom to use their
initiative and imagination to reach
other young people,and then systematize
their experience and discuss it...
When and whdre conditions allow, we
will have to consider setting up youth
circles or sections, which will bring to
gether a certain number of young
cadres and sympathizers whose task
will be to work with youth and create a
youth section.
* * *
During the debate on rallying, the
Central Committee also adopted the
two following resolutions:

On the question
of implantation
The Central Committee reaffirms its
opposition to implantation as a general
tactic, while continuing to consider
that, as a method, it can be used selecti
vely, in certain workplaces or mass or
ganizations, as a way of establishing
links with the masses to facilitate the
work of the Organization. In practice,
this means that the regional and local
leaderships may examine the political
perspectives of various job possibilities,
although such considerations should
not be central in choosing a job or in the
general distribution of our forces.

On the question
of racism and
our work with some
national minorities
To apply our tactical line to national
minorities and oppressed nations and
recruit among these strata of the
people, we must adjust our work to take
into consideration the specific characte
ristics of these nationalities, their eco
nomic and social conditions, their rela
tion to the social institutions of our
country, the material and ideological
forms of their domination. We must
develop our understanding of the
origins and consequences of racism, and
expose and fight it. We must be particu
larly sensitive to these questions among
those minorities which cannot be assi
milated because of their colour, like
Native Indians, Blacks and the Inuit.•
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Odette Lavoie
from Theatre
Parminou
“ We have been in operation 10
years. Our latest show is L’inforniation c’est bete a dire. It is about
the control over and the power of
information in today's society.
We have two ways of working.
We do shows upon request; we
have a team of actors called the
command performance team. We
have a second team which per
forms what we call in-house
shows, by which we mean the ones
where the theme was chosen by
the troupe. Requests come from
popular organizations, unions,
etc. We did one last year on
request about parental rights
which was performed on CNTU
picket lines, for status of women
com m ittees and at dem ons
trations, conferences etc. of the
main labour centrals (CNTU,
QFL, CEQ). We also do a play
called La faim justifie les moyens
(Hunger justifies the means, a
play on words where “ faim” is
pronounced like “ fin” , end) on
hunger in the world and where de
veloped countries stand in relation
to it. It was requested by an inter
national development organi
zation. We also did a show called
L’economie passe au cash (The
economy under fire) which was re
quested by adult education people
in our area. We are trying to
reach the adult public in three
milieux: artistic, school and com
munity. We also put on a show
last year called O travail (At /Oh,
work) which was on the social or
ganization of work in the capita
list system.”
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On the cultural front

Progressive theatre
groups explain;
how we work, and why?

Marie-Renee C'harest
from the Theatre
A L'OUVRAGE
“To date we have organized
two shows which we have taken
on tour. The first was C’est pour
quand le progres? (When are the
good times coming?), which talked
about the scandalous situations
brought about by the capitalist
system. The second was Lne histoire sur not’dos (A history at our
expense) on national oppression.
Besides those, we have done short
street theatre pieces about topical
events like the federal election, the
international year of the child,
etc. We have also begun to do
shows upon request to support
campaigns launched by commu
nity groups. We will be doing a
production soon to publicize the
urban renewal campaign launched
by FRAPRU, which is a coalition
of organizations dealing with
urban squalor.”

Marie-Helene Falcon
from the Association
quebecoise
du jeune theatre (AQJT)
"The AQJT is not a troupe of
actors but an organization which
brings together many troupes and
provides services. It tries to
inform people about what’s hap
pening in new theatre in Quebec
and to upgrade the skills and tech
niques of people in new theatre.
We are aiming at a broad public:
our m em bers are both pro
fessionals and amateurs. We have
been around for 22 years. Before
we were called the Association canadienne de theatre amateur (Ca
nadian Amateur Theatre Associa
tion). The name was changed in
1972. It is a long story which you
can read up on in the next issue of
Jeu, which is about AQJT’s 20year history.”
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Last June, the newspaper IN STRUGGLE! and the magazine PROLETA
RIAN UNITY brought together in Montreal a number of representatives of
theatrical troupes and organizations involved in popular and progressive theatre
in Quebec. The idea of the round table discussion was to hear from some of those
people who for a number of years now, in often difficult material conditions,
have used theatre as a cultural tool to serve popular struggles. The session only
went on for a few hours, yet the following few pages are barely enough to sum up
a debate so rich with important points. (')
Actors and actresses from 5 different troupes took part: Theatre de la riposte
(“Fightback theatre” ); Theatre de quartier (“Neighbourhood Theatre” );
Theatre des cuisines (“Kitchens Theatre” ); Theatre Parminou (“Theatre in our
midst” ) and Theatre A L'O U V R A G E (“Let’s Get Down to Work”). Also in
attendance were representatives from the Association quebecoise du jeune
theatre (AQJT, Quebec new young theatre association) and the magazine JEU
(play).
After seeing how each troupe arrived
at the choices they made about themes
for their shows, the discussion turned to
the role of theatre as a tool for interve
ning and making people aware.
Robert: Personally, I came out of the
community groups. I find theatre is an
extraordinary tool for understanding siGilbert David
from the
magazine Jeu
“The magazine has been pu
blishing for five years. It is a
theatre magazine which tries to
take up the problems of the
theatre and society. We try to get
the actual practioners to talk. We
invite them to take up themselves
the work of criticism. Thus we do
a lot of interviews and descrip
tions. We are trying above all to
be a sort of register. Theatre is an
ephemeral art, here today, then
gone. We would like to capture
some of the traces of some of the
shows, some of the attitudes to the
theatre and to artistic work in
general.”
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Pierre Rousseau
from Theatre de quartier
“ We have been around for five
years now. Our troupe does half
and half impromptu drama (invol
ving the audience) and set shows.
We have done a dozen shows on
social issues like housing, day
care and in d eb ted n ess. For
example, we put on a play called
Logement a louer (House to rent)
and another called Les garderies:
un jeu d’enfants (Daycare: a
child's game). The audience we
are trying to reach is working
people and students. We play a lot
in the schools.”

tuations and bringing them to life. As
often as not there is a lot of verbiage
and intellectualism in community
groups. The people who come from the
neighbourhood cannot see themselves
1. See issue 211 of IN STRUGGLE!, Julv
I, 1980, p. 11

Marie-Claude Barey
and Johanne Dore
from Theatre des cuisines
“The troupe has existed for five
years. In the first two years we did
Nous aurons les enfants que nous
voudrons (We will have the chil
dren we want) and Moman travaille pas, a trop d’ouvrage (Mom
doesn’t 'have a job, she has too
much work to do). We started
again a year ago with a new group
of people and just put together Astu vu, les maisons s’emportent?
(about women’s role and res
ponsibility in the home and in
m en-w om en r e la tio n s ).T h e
audience we are aiming at is
working people, women’s groups,
com m unity groups and the
unions.”

Robert Faulkner
and Denise Beaulieu
from the Theatre de la riposte
“The work that we do is largely
a matter of collective creation of
drama based on situations like
unemployment, delinquency, etc.
The people we are aiming at
mostly is the community groups.
Our last show was called Jeune
Vaurien (Young good-for-nothing)
and it dealt with the problems of
juvenile delinquency. Before that
we did Chomeur circus, (Unem
pl oyed Ci rcus ) on u n e m 
ployment.”
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in those big words. But when we did a
play on getting into debt, people said af
terwards in the discussion: “ We could
see ourselves in that play.” It all
became very concrete to them.
Denise: That is always the problem
right there. You are always in a position
of wanting to give out information. For
example, to explain why people are in
debt, what percentage of people are in
debt and so on. You could get people
around the same table for a couple of
hours but probably what you have to
say is so intellectualized they won’t
understand it. A show makes it more
concrete. When people see a guy going
back again to Household Finance, they
can see themselves in that character.
They may well live through situa
tions like that.
Marie-Renee: If we start by trying to
find a bunch of definitions we will miss
the real debate. We use all sorts of
names to describe the theatre we do:
committed, progressive, communist
agitation, political, intervention. You
can make up any name you want. To
my mind what we do basically is replay
out life on the stage. Why? Because we
think that the public is going to unders
tand the drift of things if they get to see
them a second time. We replay life on
the stage in many different ways, from
many different angles. We do it so the
public will get to re-examine it and see
where it is going. They become cons
cious. They become themselves an
active agent in that process. It is not
just an emotional reaction. We don’t
just induce emotion, we enable them to
reflect upon things. We make it so they
can be active agents and can transform
the situation in the direction of meeting
their interests. Besides which, that is the
very origins of theatre, its basic founda
tions. People started doing drama to
replay life out on the stage to see it and
to understand it better.
That is basically what all the troupes
here today do. We replay life out on the
stage. We try to make the audience
more conscious so they will better
understand the mechanisms of life and
will be better able to change it. That is
how we see theatre too. As far as what
theatre is useful for, we do it as part of a
campaign by a community group for
urban renewal or around indebtedness,
or we do it to get across what national
oppression is. Take for example A
L’Ouvrage, which has collaborated on
this level more with IN STRUGGLE!.
Fundamentally, we have the same role.
We play the same role. We want theatre
to be useful. And it is useful when there
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are people who intervene side by side
with us and who can take the energies
which our play has aroused in people
and direct it into some common action,
into putting forward some demands.
Odette: I feel that this is where theatre
as an instruent of teaching people stops.
You cannot do everything. You do your
job — it makes little difference whether
you do so full-time or part-time — and
if people don’t respond and act on what
you present, then you’ve had no effect.
That is why the shows we do with com
munity groups become really worth
while. Theatre cannot only condemn,
reflect upon or propose but above all it
can make connections between things.
In today’s society it is difficult to make
all those links. You might have a health
problem or a housing problem or a
work problem and you can understand
it. But that doesn’t mean that you can
connect it to the way society is orga
nized and to the whole political system.
The big thing that theatre has going for
it is that it is able, by taking shortcuts,
to portray images that show how unem
ployment is maybe not all that unre
lated to the housing crisis.
Marie-Helene: 1 can see quite clearly
the work that is being done at that level.

But sometimes 1 am obliged to admit
that theatre is a tool that reaches a lot
fewer people than movies do. Theatre is
more difficult to make popular than
music is, than a song is. Why then do
we carry on using theatre to do this
work? What is so special or important
about theatre? For example, Odette was
talking about making links between dif
ferent phenomena. You could make
those connections just as well with a
singing group or a film or any other
medium.
Pierre: The specific thing that theatre
has is that it is accessible. Movies can
reach a lot more people but very few
people are able to work with film. The
same is true of videotaping. You can
learn it easily enough but you need a lot
of equipment. The big advantage of
drama and singing is that they can be so
easily learned. Most community groups
have their own theme songs. It is not
very hard to do one: you just take the
tune to a popular song and make up
new words for it and there you have it.
You have a theme song that people can
learn very fast and sing anywhere.
The strength of popular culture is its
ability to spread out to others, to be
everywhere. And that is our job, really,
to be the Johnny Appleseeds that
spread the seeds around everywhere.

Un jeu d ’enfants (A child’s game) “aims at illustrating the extent to which the poor
conditions in which some children have to play are a direct consequence of the poor
living conditions of their parents.”
— from the TheStre de q ua rte r's introductory pamphlet

“My policy on information? Be a good doggie, sit up and beg; it pays.”
— from L ’information, c ’est bete a dire!, a play by the TheStre Parminou.

People’s theatre
and bourgeois
theatre
The discussion about drama as a way
to represent life so that people can
make links between things, to become
aware, led the round table participants
to pose a still broader question. What
relationship exists between the actor
and the audience? In short, what distin
guishes people’s theatre from bourgeois
theatre?
Gilbert: I believe that people as a whole
these days are basically passive. That is
a state which is kept up by a whole
system of performances bombarding
you — the radio, movies, popular
music. It is like a series of sleep indu
cing drugs by means of repeated messa
ges. People develop an ideology that
they have been manipulated into. They
think whatever the people behind the
media want to make them think. The
ideology of “ I’m okay, You’re okay”
for example. A theatre group that
wants to be progressive and wants to
mainly use the technique of perfor
mances is signing its own death
warrant. A theatre group that really
wants to change things must turn the
passive into the active. The audience
must become active. They must be acters as rapidly as possible. Right now we
present people with performances that
communicate new messages, new re
presentations of the world. But at what
point does this become just one more
thing coming down from on high? At
what point is it just more stuff from
people who have thought about the
world and who send messages to others,
no matter how pertinent their analysis
may or may not be?
Right now there is a rupture between
two things we do: first we perform, we
represent life; then afterwards we get
people active, we bring them alive.
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Which is often enough a very uninspi
ring experience. We are still caught in a
relationship where there is no activity to
get involved in, where people have not
begun to learn to overturn the whole
domination they live with every day.
Even if they learn to do this in a ficti
tious situation — in a theatre forum for
example — they have started to do it in
public. They have already begun to be
active. They have made a move towards
freeing themselves. Whereas if this all
stays at the level of a simple discussion
— and furthermore it is rare that eve
ryone speaks in a discussion — I
wonder if we aren’t deluding ourselves
about its effectiveness... Which leads
me to wonder whether we might not be
headed yet again in the same direction
as bourgeois theatre, where the perfor
mance is what is predominant, where
messages are sent to people, whether in
the form of ads of any other form
Odette: I don’t think that it is the
theatre which is bourgeois...
Gilbert: I didn’t say that...
Odette: No you didn’t, but still... It is
not the theatre which is bourgeois, it is
the ideas that you communicate with
your theatre. That is what is bourgeois.
Gilbert: But what you end up saying is:
“ I have good ideas. Thus my theatre
cannot be bad.” I do not separate off
the content from the form. The actor
has the stage for an hour. He gets to do
the talking. I am not sure that is what
he should be doing.
Pierre: I agree with some of the things
you are saying and 1 disagree with
others. It is certainly easy enough to get
trapped in the box of just doing a per
formance to a working-class audience
and nothing more and then people get
to put in their two cents worth after
wards. But I think that when you are
out in the community the kinds of dis
cussions you can have are pretty diffe
rent from the ones you are likely to

have in a more artsy scene — different
from the kind you would get into after
seeing a film for example.
Marie-Claude: It is the first tim* that I
have ever done theatre. I think that you
are taking things a bit too far. We per
formed our last show five times, twice
before groups of women. You cannot
even imagine how much feedback we
got! We had discussions afterwards.
They told us: “ It is the first time we
could see ourselves in the characters on
stage.” That is something, I’ll tell you. I
believe in the theatre as a medium.
Other people told us: “ You make us
want to do theatre ourselves” . We got
lots of reactions coming out of that one.
Johanne: That doesn’t sound too
passive to me.
Pierre:: We have also tried to do theatre
in ways that lets people get active in the
theatre. We have developed three types
of theatre to organize and arouse people
with: instant theatre; theatre forum (we
even took a course recently); and
straight animation where we try to give
people the basic tools so that they can
do performances and can stimulate
people to action too.
Briefly, instant theatre is where you
have a resource person and some
actors. The audience defines what the
theme is going to be, who the characters
are that will be played, etc., and the
actors improvise. We try to visualize a
problem and then to go back and look
at possible solutions. THEATRE
FORUM is somewhat similar, except
that the audience is in this case invited
to perform themselves and not just tell
the actors what to do. When a group
wants to do a sketch we loan them a
resource person who helps them put the
sketch together. At the Theatre de
quartier, that is what popular theatre
comes down to.
Odette: As Pierre said, there is not one
fixed way to do popular theatre. There
may well be a lot of ways. The impor
tant thing is to define what your objecti
ves are in relation to the form. Thus, if
you are doing theatre with spectators
you have got to know pretty clearly
what you are expecting to come out of
it. It may not be right to expect that the
people will all leave wanting to do
theatre themselves.
As you know very well, we have one
big objective, a political objective. But
the forms that we choose are going to
differ depending on what the specific
immediate objective we fix for ourselves
is.
Marie-Renee: It is certainly true that
theatre can play many roles. We said
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just a while back that all of the troupes
here believe it is important to do good
theatre and to make it entertaining. We
are going to do a play up in Ville-Marie
(a small town in northwestern Quebec
— ed. note) we will be in a place where
60% of the people are alcoholics. There
is nothing to do in that town except go
to the movies, where the standard fare
is Kung-Fu shlock. People get bored
and the only thing left to do is to go
down to the pub. It is very important
when we go to a town like that that the
people get to see a show which is inte
resting and worthwhile. Peope have a
right to art which is well-done and
theatre which is interesting. It is impor
tant that you be able to see yourself in
the plays and that the representation of
you be done intelligently. After all,
what kind of vision of what people are
do we get from bourgeois plays and
movies? That people are alcoholics and
whores. They certainly never convey a
very uplifting vision of things. In the
theatre we do, we manage to attain our
goal of entertaining people. We make
people enthusiastic and give them con
fidence so they can see they have these
qualities.
We also spoke about getting people
to act, of giving people confidence.
Odette said that to go perform on a
picket line is a gesture of solidarity.
Theatre in this case is again getting peo
ple’s enthusiasm up to continue with
their struggle. That is important. But
beyond that, when we talk about getting
people involved in struggling, about
making people conscious and getting
them to be active in dealing with their
lives, in relation to what is going on in
the world, theatre definitely has a con
tribution to make but it is not the be-all
and end-all. That is something that all
troupes who do this kind of theatre have
gone through. Take for example what
happened at the Euh theatre with the

play Un, deux, trois, vendu (One, two,
three, sold). People said to us, “You
have opened our eyes. We are ready to
follow you. Lead us. We are ready” .
We thought we were really getting so
mewhere, boy. We were making the re
volution in one neighbourhood. But
that is not our role. That is why we talk
about fitting within a larger picture and
working together with groups and
structured organizations which exist to
continue on and carry out the struggle.
Our plays deal with revolution and
social change, but that revolution is not
going to be made on the artistic and cul
tural front. People have to create their
own revolutionary organizations in
order to make revolution. Certainly,
theatre is going to contribute at a lot of
levels but it isn’t everything. And it is
quite right that the capacities of theatre
should not be overestimated.
Odette: The thing that I think is impor
tant is to bring people along to the point
where they make some choices. What
makes it difficult is that nowadays
people are caught in a condition of alie
nation that prevents them from making
choices about the kind of society they
want to live in. My aim in theatre is to
take an audience where there are all
sorts of people, and hopefully at the end
of the performance there will be some
of them who are more able to make
choices. The key thing is to be sure that
in defending the specific interests of
people at any one point you don’t
project capitalist or social-democratic
values.

Build up
the artistic front.
Champion
people’s culture.
The discussion went on for quite a
while about the steps taken by the

Une histoire su notre dos (A history at our expense), a play about national op
pression presented by the ThdStre A L ’OUVRAGE. In this scene, Th6riault, a Quebecois worker, learns about the struggle of the Acadlans for the right to an education in
their mother tongue.

various troupes to carry out political
activity in general. Then talk shifted to
the present situation with popular
theatre, which is also hit by the capita
list economic crisis and has taken some
knocks from the State. To start the
debate, Marie-Helene Falcon explained
the background to the activities of the
Association quebecoise du jeune thea
tre (AQJT).
Marie-Helene: The AQJT is an organi
zation which includes a number of
troupes. It is a democratic organization
with a general assembly. The policies,
decisions, activities and guidelines are
decided upon in the annual general
assembly. Participation in the conven
tion and in the general meetings is
always at a high level. The AQJT has
gone through all sorts of changes in the
course of its evolution. There have been
stages in terms of theatre and artistic
creation. There have been stages in
terms of the groups of people we were
able to bring together. The two are
always linked: on the one side, artistic
preoccupations, and on the other
concern with bringing people in. The
AQJT has come more and more to
define itself as a service association, as
it did in the beginning.
The task of bringing people together
is a very difficult one. The economic si
tuation at present is increasingly disas
trous for everybody. The arts are
among the first to feel the fallout from
that. We hear about it at the same time
that the social services and subsidies for
the arts get cut. In the face of that, we
feel that in unity there is strength. It is
important for artistic workers to get to
gether and to work together. We try to
be as broad as possible, include as many
people as possible. Bringing people to
gether is all the more difficult to pull off
because of all the economic difficulties
people are grappling with. The tighter
the situation gets, the more each troupe
works to survive, and everyone is in
competition with everyone else on the
market. Shows must be sold and brin
ging together the active forces is all the
more difficult to accomplish.
Gilbert: Look at the Theatre de quartier
for example. What happens if one of
these days an evil spirit comes along
and sizes up the situation to conclude,
“ Yes, well, when you get right down to
it, you people really don’t do theatre, do
you. You are community organizers. I
mean, that’s all very fine to do, you
understand. We are all for it but you
will have to talk to the Welfare and
Social Affairs Department about that!”
And if the troupes continue to do
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The AQJT, a democratic association at
the service of new theatre troupes.
— poster announcing the 7th festival
of children’s theatre.

theatre like all the others, they may
soon face serious problems because
their product is often not compatible
with the kind of stuff you find in the
young theatre which plays to more
commercial audiences. This raises pro
blems of artistic work, I think.
Marie-Renee: I have a pretty optimistic
view of progressive theatre. We are no
longer at a stage where we are talking
about one or two individual troupes
which uphold this idea of theatre. It has
become a movement. That idea of
theatre is not on the defensive. It is
moving forward and is being practiced
by a large number of troupes, by at
least ten or more here in Quebec.
Marie-Helene: It is certainly spreading.
The troupes promote this themselves in
the agitation and discussion part of
their performances. And amateur
theatre is being brought along in the
same way.
Marie-Renee: It seems at any rate that
there is a real upsurge in the progressive
movement in the artistic world. It is
going to get attacked for sure. It is
already getting hit a lot financially.
Look at the cutbacks that the AQJT
has suffered. Look at the slashes in
funds made available to the Theatre de
quartier and the problems they have
had with the Montreal Catholic School
Board (CECM). And the Grosse valise
troupe too. But despite all this, and
perhaps indeed because of this financial
situation where you are obliged to do
battle to control the product of your
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work, to get places to play, to find your
own way, the movement is dynamic. It
is alive, strong and far from being
pushed over the edge into the grave.
Denise: I don’t agree with people who
say that progressive theatre is some
times inferior in quality to young
theatre productions. The problem is the
audience we are aim ing at. Our
problem is that it is not profitable to
aim at the audience we do. When you
play for $50 before a community group
because they cannot afford to pay you,
you do not even cover your production
costs. We are obliged to do it never
theless because of our objectives,
because of the kind of work we want to
do. That is something that the Canada
Council and the Cultural Affairs De
partment don’t take into consideration.
There are undoubtedly going to be
struggles in the future where we will
have to win recognition of the fact that
the type of work we are doing is not
profit-making but that at the same time
it is indispensable.
Odette: Political theatre was in style on
the artistic market. Now that the fad is
over, it is obvious that you face incredi
ble problems on the artistic market
when you define yourself as progressive
or a troupe which does political theatre.
There is a revival of the Right going
on. And the whole system of the arts is
being watched.
In the “ social market” , just the op
posite is true. The community groups
have learned the usefulness of this kind
of theatre and how they can use it as a
tool to sensitize people and make
them aware. It balances off. Things are
neither more difficult nor easier than
they were. Only, the popular or social
market does not recognize the manpo
wer and work that it takes to put toge
ther and promote a show.
Denise: That is true, but while you are
having your budget slashed by the go
vernment departments so are the com
munity groups.
Pierre: As an artistic worker you are
sort of in the same situation as the
day-care people. If a day-care worker
decides to get unionized it will be a
while before he can really put forward
some demands. As long as there is no
universally-accessible free day-care
system, the day-care worker cannot
push those demands without bringing
the day-care centre down with him. I
figure that once you have decided once
and for all to work with community
groups and you still are working in
terms of being paid and you price the
value of the artistic work you do at its

true value, then you are pushing in two
directions at once. You are playing
right along with Centraide (the central
organization for distributing “charity”
money in Montreal — ed. note). Those
who are willing to pay you the real price
are also the ones who get the most
money from Centraide. The groups that
you will be sure to miss are the ones
that Centraide has passed over. You too
will cast them aside.
We refuse to make that split. We will
go somewhere for ten bucks or nothing
at all. We don’t think that we are failing
to take our living conditions into due
consideration either. We are properly
evaluating what those conditions can be
in relation to the political situation of
community groups in Quebec today. If
we didn't work that way we would
make the same split we referred to
earlier and that would be dangerous.
Marie-Renee: An important part of
popular theatre is the fact that it is a
terrain for advocating something you
believe in. You fight on the artistic
front to uphold a certain idea of art
which is an idea of popular theatre, peo
ple’s theatre. You cannot put up with
the kind of economic situation we have
to put up with unless you are fighting
for something.

And since
we must wind up
the discussion
And so it went. The round table par
ticipants continued to discuss how such
a theatre which serves the people
demands the training of a new kind of
actor. They went on to talk about the
whole question of creating a circuit
where plays can get performed and the
necessity to organize not just places
where progressive theatre can get ex
posure but also places where there can
be reflection and study. Because, as
Pierre from the Theatre du quartier
noted, we do not have the theory to
defend this kind of theatre. We should
take advantage of all available outlets
and platforms to get the theoretical jus
tification across to people, to get the
ideas circulating.
As Marie-Helene said: “ Popular and
progressive theatre are growing. As
often as not, you have to do everything
at once. You have to write the scripts,
do the research, get some political edu
cation too. You have to suggest shows
to people who are not used to theatre.
In the final analysis, what we are
helping to develop is a popular theatre
and a popular culture.”
•
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ENVER HOXHA

Documents for th e criticism of

revisionism

On Enver Hoxha’s book,

‘Eurocommunism is anti-communism’

There are questions that
still need to be answered
Marxist-Leninists throughout the world are all now grappling with the criti
cism of modern revisionism (and social democracy). This question has been espe
cially important in Western Europe, particularly in France, Italy, Spain and
Portugal, where the revisionist parties are dominant in the working-class move
ment. Elsewhere in Western Europe (in Belgium, West Germany, Sweden and
Great Britain, for example), social democrats have the most influence in the
working-class movement.
Given this situation, Marxist-Leninists have to destroy the influence of the
modern revisionists and social democrats and win workers and working people
to the programme of socialist revolution. In doing so, existing Marxist-Leninist
organizations and parties can grow and become a leading force in the masses. It
is certainly to the merit of the recent book by Comrade Enver Hoxha, first se
cretary of the Party of Labour of Albania (PLA), Eurocommunism is anticom
munism(*), that it draws attention to this very pressing question. In his 300-page
book, Comrade Hoxha traces the origins of Eurocommunism, which are indeed
the same as those of modern revisionism. He then criticizes the positions of three
parties in particular — the French, Italian and Spanish parties. Finally, in his
last chapter he describes the principles that should guide the action of commu
nists in Europe today.
Comrade Hoxha’s book will undoubtedly be widely read by MarxistLeninists and revolutionaries. For this reason, and despite the fact that it is not
possible to go into a detailed analysis at this time, there are two particularly im
portant points that are worth looking into. First, there is the incomplete way
that the origins of modern revisionism are examined in the book. Second, there
is the abstract nature of the general perspectives given to European communists
in the struggle against the opportunism of the Eurocommunist parties. The only
exception to this is on the question of the defence of national sovereignty, which
we shall examine in some detail.

The origins
of modern revisionism
“Taken as a whole” , Hoxha writes,
“ it (modern revisionism) is a product of
the pressure of the bourgeoisie on the
working class.,.” (2) Further on he adds,
“ Modern revisionism... has it source in
the hegemonic policy of American im
perialism.” (’)
Revisionism is not described as re
presenting primarily the interests of a
class or of a segment of a class in a
country where it appeared and deve
loped, but as primarily the result of the
bourgeoisie’s activities, especially those
of the imperialist U.S. bourgeoisie.
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But how did the revisionist ideas
resulting from the hegemonistic policy
of the U.S. come to triumph in Europe,
the U.S.S.R., China and other coun
tries where revisionism grew? Ac
cording to the sequence of events des
cribed in Hoxha’s book, (4), these ideas
first surfaced in the U.S. party in 1943
when Browder proposed its dissolution.
They then surfaced in the Chinese Com
munist Party, particularly with Mao
Zedong, then with Tito of the Yugoslav
party and finally in the Soviet party led
by Nikita Khrushchev. At the same
time, the French party led by Thorez,
the Italian party led by Togliatti and
the Spanish party led by Carillo became

"Documents fo r the criticism o f
revisionism’’ is the general title
for the articles P R O L E T A R IA N
U N IT Y is publishing with the
purpose o f contributing to a better
understanding o f the successes
and failures in the struggle for so
cialism so far.
The articles, accompanying
comments and other texts in the
series " Documents..." do not nec
essarily represent the point o f
view o f our Organization, which is
currently studying these ques
tions. Our Organization will be
debating these issues broadly in its
own ranks, with its readers and
friends and with other organi
zations and parties before coming
to firm conclusions.
All our readers are therefore
strongly invited to share their
comments, points o f view and cri
ticisms with us. We will do our
best to circulate all such contri
butions, either by publishing them
or by summing up the basic points
made in them.
A correct understanding o f our
struggle’s history will inevitably
contribute to its progress in the
future. This history is rich in
lessons that the proletariat must
be allowed to put to its advantage
today, free from the distortions
that have all too often accompa
nied our understanding or inter
pretation o f this history.
Incidentally, readers should note
that the article in the previous
issue (no. 21) entitled " What had
become o f the socialist camp by
I960?’’, should have been more
clearly identified as one o f these
working documents.
The editorial board
of PROLETARIAN UNITY
corrupted by the same erroneous ideas.
Once these imperialist-inspired ideas
appeared, they were able to develop,
notably in Europe, because of the
conditions in that region. Hoxha writes:
1. Enver Hoxha, Eurocum m unism is anti
communism. The “8 Nentori” publish
ing house, Tirana, 1980
2. Ibid, p. 13
3. Ibid. p. 24
4. Ibid, p. 24-61
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"The economic and political conditions
which were created in Western Europe
after the Second World War were even
more favourable to the consolidation
and spread o f those mistaken opportu
nist views which had existed previously
in the communist parties o f France,
Italy and Spain.,.’’(5) Hoxha goes on to
specify that the political conditions —
i.e. "the re-establishment o f bourgeois
democracy", "the repeal o f fascist
laws” and "the post-war economic
boom in the West" — are factors that
contributed to the growth of revisio
nism. So Hoxha doesn’t think that the
origins of revisionism in the imperialist
countries lie in the communist parties
or in the proletariat. He thinks it origi
nated with activity by the imperialist
bourgeoisie and then developed ac
cording to the specific circumstances.
As for Soviet revisionism, Hoxha
describes it as follows: "As an ideolo
gical and political current, Khrushchevism has no great difference from
the other currents o f modern revisio
nism. It is the result o f the same exter
nal and internal pressure o f the bour
geoisie, o f the same deviation from the
principles o f Marxism-Leninism, and o f
the same aim o f opposing the revolution
and socialism and preserving and
strengthening the capitalist system." (6)
"The Communist Party o f the Soviet
Union degraded, was weakened, and
became a ‘party o f the entire people’,
that is, no longer the vanguard party o f
the working class which carries forward
the revolution and builds socialism, but
a party o f the new revisionist bour
geoisie, which causes the degeneration
o f socialism and carries forward the res
toration o f capitalism." (7)
This analysis of the origins of modern
revisionism, which is only outlined
here, does, however, pose a certain
April 24,1978, the congress of the Com
munist Party of Spain officially dis
carded Leninism.

Eurocommunism
is
anti-communism

Enver Hoxha’s latest book, published by
the “8 Nentori” Publishing House,
Tirana, 1980.

number of questions. Unfortunately,
Hoxha’s book does not give any
answers to these questions. For
example, why was the working class in
Europe and the U.S.S.R. so quickly
won over to the bourgeois ideas propa
gated by U.S. imperialism? What about
the creation of a “ new revisionist bour
geoisie” in the Soviet Union? What
about the importance of the dissolution
of the Comintern in 1943 and of the role
of the Cominform from 1947 to 1956 in
this process?...

The Comintern
was dissolved
in 1943
It is somewhat strange that since he
traces modern revisionism back to
Browder’s 1943 proposal to dissolve the
U.S. communist party, Hoxha does not
even mention the dissolution of the Co
mintern the same year. It is equally
strange that he does not even mention
the existence of the Cominform, which
did play a central role in the orientation
of communist parties for nearly ten
years.
It should be recalled that the June
1943 communique announcing the
dissolution of the Comintern gave two
reasons for the decision: the maturity of
communist parties and the diversity of
the concrete situations that they faced.
It is all very well to then criticize Tito,
Togliatti and others for their brand of
“particularism” (as it is sometimes
called), but we should not forget that
the Comintern opened the door for
them in 1943. Later events were to show
that it was only a small step from
pleading “ national particularities” to
adopting nationalism; and the vast ma
jority of parties wasted little time
taking that step.
The line and slogans of the Comin

form merit serious study from this same
point of view of substituting bourgeois
nationalism for proletarian internatio
nalism. But there is also more than that.
Why were only nine parties members of
the Cominform? Within these nine, why
were three of them (the parties of Tito,
Togliatti and Thorez) the parties in
which, according to Hoxha, the worst
revisionist positions were quickly beco
ming dominant? Why did the Comin
form devote most of its energies to pro
moting the peace movement throughout
the world and coexistence with imperia
lism while giving little attention to the
mass struggles against this same impe
rialism going on in China, Greece and
elsewhere?
These questions must eventually be
answered. Even if finding satisfactory
answers (i.e. found scientifically) means
examining the policies and activities of
the Soviet party under Stalin’s leader
ship, the answers must still be found.
Incidentally, Stalin is another of the
major figures missing from Comrade
Hoxha’s book.
For now, let us simply say that a his
torical study which ignores major
events in the period being studied can
hardly be judged satisfactory from a
scientific point of view.

When was the
“new revisionist
bourgeoisie”
of the U.S.S.R .
created?
No one would question the fact that
U.S. imperialism played a significant
role in the degeneration of the interna
tional communist movement after the
end of the Second World War. But we
must immediately add that an ideology
can only receive a positive reception in
a specific class or social stratum if there
are at least some people whose interests
lie in accepting the ideology.
It is quite clear that the advantages
gained by the labour aristocracy
through the superexploitation of domi
nated countries by imperialist bour
geoisies were a determining factor in
the growth of revisionism following the

5. Ibid, p. 80
6. Ibid, p. 52
7. Ibid, p. 53
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Second World War. And this situation
continues to play the same role in the
maintenance of revisionism. Engels
proved this at the end of the 19th
century in relation to the English
working class.
In other words, now as before, the
labour aristocracy is the social basis of
revisionism for the simple reason that
this segment of the working class
profits from imperialism. One need

Nikita Khrushchev, who succeeded
Stalin as leader of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union. His rise to power
and the triumph of his revisionist ideas
certainly cannot be explained away by
some kind of spontaneous generation.

only compare the living conditions in
North America or Europe with those in
Africa, Asia and Latin America to see
this. Briefly, that is the social base for
revisionism in imperialist countries;
what about in other countries and, more
to the point, in a country like the Soviet
Union?
We saw above that Hoxha talks about
a “ new bourgeoisie” in the U.S.S.R. in
Khrushchev’s time. So we can under
stand that Khrushchev was simply the
representative of this new bourgeoisie
within the party and the State appa
ratus. If Khrushchev was one member
among others of this bourgeoisie while
he was a party member and if there
were enough Khrushchevs within the
Soviet party for them to take over and
transform it into a bourgeois party, we
must then recognize that a communist
party can become a bourgeois party
because there are people with bourgeois
interests within it. We may note here
that Mao Zedong's thesis of the exis
tence of the bourgeoisie within the party
of a socialist country perhaps merits
more serious attention than many
Marxist-Leninist organizations — in
cluding ours, incidentally — have given
it thus far.
Whether or not the “ new bour
geoisie" which dragged the Soviet
Union back to a class society existed
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within the party, one thing remains
certain: this new bourgeoisie was
created, or at least the bases for its exis
tence were created, within the Soviet
society. In short, the origin of revisio
nism in the U.S.S.R. remains to be ex
plained scientifically, because the new
revisionist bourgeoisie that took power
shortly after Stalin’s death was surely
not imported from the United States!
And, to repeat, such a study requires at
least an outline study of the class rela
tionships within a socialist society — a
question to which little attention has
been given thus far. In doing such a
study, we must remember that the so
cialist society is a society of transition
in which exploitive relationships are not
totally destroyed until the conditions
for communism itself are created. And
no socialist society has yet reached this
stage of development.

Principles
or a programme?
The last chapter in Comrade Hoxha’s
book contains a description of the prin
ciples that should guide the actions of
communists, particularly in Western
Europe. To sum up this chapter, Hoxha
states that they should base themselves
on Marxism-Leninism, that they should
build solid, disciplined parties of action
and not of discussion, that they should
link themselves with the masses, be in
volved in their organizations and even
create some, and that they should pay
special attention to trade unions, the
women’s movement and young people.
So far, there is nothing very new,
nothing that has not been repeated
many times for many years, beginning
with the Proposal Concerning the
General Line o f the International Com
munist Movement by the Chinese com
munist party, published in 1963.
The principles Hoxha recalls in
chapter 4 of his book sum up what has
often been called within the movement
the “general line of the communist mo
vement”^). At the present time, there is
a considerable amount of confusion on
the relative importance of such a line
composed of principles compared to the
programme that communists should
put forward. It is easy to understand the
importance of firmly applying princi
ples drawn from Marxist-Leninist
theory in building revolutionary parties.
However, the construction of solid and
well organized parties will never replace
building parties with a correct political

line, with a correct programme. Only
this will allow them to determine a stra
tegy and tactics in every situation that
will lead the proletariat to victories and
move forward the struggle for socia
lism.
By themselves, these principles only
make a very abstract demarcation and
often have little practical importance.
For example, we say that communist
parties must be parties of action and
that they must not be limited by lega
lism. At the same time, we violently
condemn terrorism . This resolves
nothing, and the question of which
forms of struggle are correct is left
open.
But this question cannot be resolved
in the abstract nor by placing the
problem in the masses’ hands, as Hoxha
openly suggest:
"It is the complex actions o f the poli
tical, ideological and economic struggle
o f the Marxist-Leninist parties at the
head o f the working class against the
bourgeoisie, social-democracy, revisio
nism and the bourgeois state, which
allow the masses to determine whether
or not these activities are truly revolu
tionary in character. The masses know
how to distinguish genuine revolutionary
actions which are in their interests from
terrorism and anarchism.” ("),
Even if the masses do know how to
distinguish revolutionary action from
terrorism (something which should be
studied more carefully, however), the
question is whether communists can do
so. They can if they are able to refer to
a programme, to strategy and tactics
that are based on the concrete condi
tions of their struggleand not simply on
a “general line” of principles.
What differentiates direct revolu
tionary action from terrorism is not the
label it is arbitrarily given, but the line
that the action serves. And to judge the
correctness of a political line in a given
situation, we must inevitably refer to
the programme that it is an application
of in a given situation.
The essential differentiation between
communists and revisionists is made on
the basis of the programme they advo-

8. A Proposal Concerning the Genera!
Line o f the International Communist
M ovem ent, by the Central Committee
of the Chinese Communist Party,
Foreign Language Editions, Peking,
June 1963
9. Hoxha, op. cit., p. 259; our emphasis
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cate and translate into strategy and
tactics in each concrete situation.
Marxist-Leninists can criticize revisio
nists all they want for abandoning such
and such a principle. They can reaffirm
the same principles continually. But
their action will only bear fruit if they
offer a correct path for the working
class to follow in its daily struggles and,
more generally, if it can offer the path
of socialist revolution. In short, the
present task of Marxist-Leninists is to
offer the programme of the socialist re
volution as the alternative to the pro
gramme of the revisionists and Euro
communists.
Comrade Hoxha’s book, however,
has little to say on the questions of pro
gramme. It neither makes a serious cri
ticism of the European revisionists’ pro
gramme nor does it offer a communist
programme.

The national question
in Europe
It would be wrong to say that
Hoxha’s book does not deal with any
question of programme. It deals with
one — the national sovereignty of West
European countries. Hoxha writes:
“The Eurocommunists do not want
to see the existence o f a major national
problem, the question o f American do
mination in Western Europe and the
need for liberation from it. From the
end o f the Second World War down to
this day, American imperialism has
bound this part o f Europe with all kinds
o f political, economic, military, cultural
and other chains. Without breaking
these chains you cannot have socialism,
or even that bourgeois democracy
which Eurocommunists praise to the
skies." (10)
Hoxha is more precise later on when
he speaks of the necessity of alliances
given the threats of fascism and super
power interference. He writes:
"The Eurocommunists can prattle as
much as they like that their countries
are free and sovereign, but in fact the
Spanish, Italian, Portuguese and other
peoples are oppressed and exploited. A
bourgeois democracy exists in each of
their countries but the state there is
bound hand and foot to foreign capital.
The people, the working class do not
enjoy genuine democracy and sover
eignty, they are not free because every
thing is controlled by foreign capital. ”

This political position (incidentally, it
is one of the few discussed in any detail
in the book) cannot be passed over in
silence.
First, it is not fundamentally diffe
rent from the position of Eurocom
munists themselves. For example, at the
22nd congress of the French communist
party, Georges Marchais stated:
"Faithful to its tradition, the French
communist party is fighting and will
continue to fight with all its energy to
keep France independent and sovereign,
i.e. the capacity to act efficiently and on
an international scale and to determine
its own people's future. Far from being
an outdated idea, national inde
pendence is one o f the main demands o f
our time. Winning it, defending it and
consolidating it are all questions on the
agenda in the contemporary world.
There is nothing more pressing or more
modern than the struggle fo r the inde
pendence, sovereignty and full develop
ment o f France. The communist party
calls on all the country’s democrats and
patriots to play their part in this natio
nal struggle."
Second, all revisionist parties, begin
ning with the Canadian one, have
consistently defended the national sove
reignty of West European and other
Western countries since the Second
World War. It was also the position de
fended by the Chinese communist party
in its famous Proposal Concerning the
General Line... in 1963. In short, this
nationalist position was one of the
essential factors in the degeneration of
the international communist movement
in the 1950s and 1960s.
Finally, Hoxha says that the proleta
riat of European countries must first
fight for “genuine democracy and sove

reignty” (") before struggling for socia
lism because "without breaking these
chains ( o f U.S. d o m in a tio n ) you
cannot have socialism, or even that
bourgeois democracy (is that the same
as "genuine democracy? — C.G.) which
the Eurocommunists praise to the
skies." (u)
After that, we can well ask if there
have been any useful results of all the
fuss made for the past two years over
the "three worlds theory” which made
the “ superpowers” the main enemy of
the peoples, including the people in less
powerful imperialist countries! The
“ three worldists” , of course, view the
U.S.S.R. as the principal of the two
main enemies of the peoples of the
world. But Hoxha’s views and the three
worlds theory share the idea that the
working class in relatively powerful im
perialist countries must first defend
their national sovereignty against a
more powerful imperialist power.
We have explained our position on
this question amply in the past and we
have shown how this debate brings us
back to the central question that split
the Comintern from the Second Inter
national. Whether this nationalist posi
tion is today defended by those who
support or oppose the “three worlds
theory” changes absolutely nothing.
The “ independence and socialism” line,
at the time of the Second World War
and that has acted as a gangrene in the
10. Ibid. p. 173
11. Ibid, p. 272
12. PCF, Le socialisme pour la France. 22e
Congres du PCF, Editions sociales,
Paris, 1976, p. 56 (our translation)
13. Hoxha, op. cit., p. 272
14. Ibid, p. 173
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as it is commonly referred to in
Canada, a revisionist line that appeared
Marxist-Leninist movement ever since,
must be firmly rejected and fought.
We cannot claim to have made an
exhaustive criticism of Enver Hoxha’s
book. We can claim even less to have
made a conclusive criticism of modern
revisionism as it appears in the pro
grammes and practices of the European
revisionists. However, we believe we
have raised some important questions
not answered in Hoxha’s book. These
should convince Marxist-Leninists that
there is still much to be done in the criti
cism of revisionism and that this criti
cism cannot simply consist in indefi
nitely repeating the general principles
of Marxism-Leninism or of what is
sometimes called the general line of the
international communist movement.
The fact that the Party of Labour of
Albania demarcated extensively from
the “ three worlds theory” and the fact
that it is adopting positions very similar
to the positions held by those who
defend this theory on a question as im
portant as the path of revolution in
Europe (i.e. advocating a path that
begins with the conquest of “ genuine
sovereignty” before the struggle for so
cialism) should make it easier to
understand what we have been stating
for months — that the struggle against
revisionism has remained superficial
thus far, and that true demarcation
from revisionism, including the Euro
communist variety, must begin by
drawing up a programme for revolution
in various countries and on a world
scale.
While the supporters of Mao and the
supporters of Stalin get hot and bother
ed over so-called questions of principle
and repeat quotations from MarxistLeninist classics, the revisionists are
free to continue boring away at the
working-class movement. They can
continue because the concrete criticism
of their programme — i.e. an analysis
showing which classes or segments of
classes are served by these programmes
— has not yet been done and because a
revolutionary programme which alone
can counter these revisionist program
mes has not yet been drawn up. In
short, Marxist-Leninists today have
more important things to do than to
spend their time building up or tearing
down “ monuments” .
Charles Gagnon,
Secretary-General of the MLOC
IN STRUGGLE! August 15, 1980
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The text published here, written by the Popular Liberation Forces “Farabundo Marti" (FPL), discusses the history of the emergence of the new revolu
tionary forces in El Salvador. It gives a more concrete account of the successive
stages in the break made with the reformists in the Communist Party of El Sal
vador (PCS), emphasizing in particular how the influence of the Cuban revolu
tion had strongly contributed to the rejection of the PCS’s peaceful and conci
liatory theses. The example of the successful armed struggle for power in Cuba
provided progressive forces throughout Latin America with a real alternative.
Subsequently, as this text by the FPL illustrates, this rethinking of the re
visionist party’s reformist strategy grew to encompass a whole series of ques
tions.
At the same time, however, the text totally ignores the turn taken by the
Cuban revolution since it took power. This indicates that many of the revolu
tionary forces in Latin America have not yet drawn the lessons of a critical eva
luation of the Cuban experience.

.

i ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1

Subscribe
to IN STRUGGLE! today
IN STRUGGLE! is the newspaper of the Marxist-Leninist
Organization of Canada EN LUTTEI/IN STRUGGLE!. It is
published weekly in French and in English and is distributed across the
country from Halifax to Vancouver. To publish a weekly newspaper,
we greatly need the support of all Canadian workers and progressive
people.
One of the most important forms of support is to subscribe to or sus
tain the newspaper, as this provides a stable income that we can count
on to move forward.

ESTRELLA ROJA (Red Star) pu
blishes the following material on ele
ments of the strategy of the FPL.
Comrade EVA prepared this mate
rial to be published for the people.
EVA, the beloved leader of the FPL,
fell fighting alongside com rades
FRANCISCO and ANTONIO in a
heroic battle against the military
tyranny’s forces on October 10 and 11,
1975. They gave their lives for their
people.

I-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------RATES:
•
•
•
•
•
•

REGULAR SUBSCRIPTION: □ $10.0(1 for one vear
SUBSCRIPTION BY FIRST-CLASS MAIL: □ $15.00 for one vear
SUBSCRIPTION OUTSIDE CANADA: □ $15.00 for one vear
TRIAL SUBSCRIPTION: □ $2.00 for 8 issues
SUPPORT SUBSCRIPTION: D any amount over S10.00 a vear
SUBSCRIPTION TO THE PUBLICATIONS OF IN STRUGGLE!:
□ $75.00 for one year

General Framework
One of the basic traits which charac
terize the present situation in Latin
America is the marked sharpening of
class struggle, generated by antago
nistic contradictions in the present de
pendent capitalist system which have
become more serious in the past few
years. This must be seen in the frame
work of the general crisis of decaying
capitalism on the world level.
During the past two decades this
class struggle in the dependent Latin

FRANCISCO and other comrades
participated fully in the preparation of
this material.

Enclosed is $............. for a subscription beginning with issue number .....
and $........... in financial support for the newspaper.

To understand the rise and present
stage of developemnt reached by revo
lutionary strategy in EJ Salvador, it is
necessary to begin, however briefly,
with a few historic events of the class
struggle as it developed in the last two
decades. This is necessary as much to
see the changes that have taken place in
imperialist policy as to look at those
that have taken place in the Latin Ame
rican revolutionary movement, and in
particular the movement in El Sal
vador.

NAME ......................................................................................................................
A D D R E S S ................................................................................................................
C ITY ...........................................................................................................................
P R O V /ST A T E /C O U N T R Y ................................................................................
OCCUPATIO N.......................................................................................................
PLACE OF W O R K ...............................................................................................
Send money orders to the following address: IN STRUGGLE! c/o
E’ETINCEL l E Bookstore, 325 Ste. Catherine St. E., Montreal, Quebec,
CANADA or to one of the SPARK or L'ETINCELLE Bookstores; or con
tact the person distributing the newspaper.

PROLETARIAN UNITY

45

American countries has led to direct
confrontation between imperialism,
allied to the local bourgeoisie in each
country, and the working class,
peasants and the rest of the popular
sectors. In practice, struggle has been
reflected in the development of the re
volution and counter-revolution.
The victorious triumph of the Cuban
Revolution at the end of the 1950s was
a historic event that marked the begin
ning of a new stage in the class struggle
in the continent. The example of the
Cuban people was to have a strong in
fluence on the future development of
the revolutionary movement, as well as
on the policy followed by Yankee impe
rialism and the local oligarchies. Both
needed to re-structure themselves. The
revolutionaries had to find new forms of
struggle against the oppressors, in par
ticular with regard to armed struggle.
The exploiters had to adapt their whole
form of domination to the new histori
cal conditions of class struggle.
What have been the real changes in
the class struggle in Latin America
since the Cuban revolution?
1. In imperialism’s policy: The taking of
power by Cuban revolutionary forces
was an unexpected blow to the United
States and its Latin American puppet
dictatorships. They never expected
Fidel Castro’s regime to be anything
other than a bourgeois government of a
populist hue. Even less did they expect
it to adopt policies that would make
profound changes in economic structu
res. However, imperialism quickly
learned its lesson.
In the 1940s, beginning right after
World War Two (from which socialism
emerged reinforced), the U.S. began a
broad offensive on a world scale. The
offensive was mainly a military one and
it fed a complex war industry that
spread the arms race throughout the he
misphere. However, the undelying
purpose of this offensive at that time
was to prevent the consolidation of the
socialist bloc and ward off the “ danger”
of this bloc invading other countries. It
was in fact a defence of monopolies and
of Yankee transnational businesses,
which have interests to defend all over
the capitalist world.
But in 1960 imperialism was confron
ted with a new enemy in Latin America.
The Cuban Revoultion raised the pros
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pect of a more immediate and concrete
danger which threatened to set the
whole continent on fire — the fire of
popular insurrection which was begin
ning to take form in each country.
Yankee im perialism was forced,
during the Kennedy administration, to
revise and adapt its strategy and tactics
to new conditions resulting from the
rise of the popular movement in the
continent.

The Popular
Liberation Forces
“Farabundo Marti” :
what are they?
The Popular Liberation Forces
“Farabundo Marti” (FPL) of El
Salvador defines itself as a
clandestine military and political
revolutionary organization. It
also defines itself as MarxistLeninist. The FPL adopted the
name “ Farabundo M arti” in
memory of the founder of the
Communist Party of El Salvador.
The assassination of Marti by
General Martinez in 1932 marked
the beginning of the era of mili
tary dictatorships in El Salvador.
The first steps towards the crea
tion of the FPL “ Farabundo
M arti” were taken in April 1970.
Right from the start, the FPL
undertook to wage urban guerrilla
warfare.
The FPL have a five-point anti
imperialist and anti-capitalist
platform:
1— destroy the bourgeois State;
2— eliminate the landed bour
geoisie as a class;
3— get rid of all imperialist forces
on Salvadoran territory;
4— establish a revolutionary peo
ple’s government under the hege
mony of the proletariat, and
based on an alliance with the
peasantry; and
5— lay the foundations for full so
cialist construction.

Starting in the 1960s, the U.S.,
with the support of the local oligar
chies in Latin America, began to imple
ment strategy, a strategy of war against
the people aimed at trying to contain or
prevent the development and spread of
the revolutionary movement and crus
hing whatever insurrectional attempts
the people made. It is instructive to re
member something Robert Kennedy
said during those years, when talking
about the future of Latin America:“ Revolution in Latin America is inevitable.
What we can do is to change its
course." This new policy was an
nounced at the Punta del Este (Uru
guay) meeting of Latin American
Presidents in 1961.
The counter-insurgency strategy had
economic, military and political impli
cations. Right from the beginning it in
volved three basic aspects.
a) A policy of development on the social
and economic levels aimed at promo
ting an economic policy of foreign aid
to dependent countries. On the one
hand, this was to give the puppet
regimes a favourable image, by means
of different reforms, in order to obtain
the support of the masses and neutralize
the influence of revolutionary organi
zations. On the other hand, it was to
find new methods for imperialist capital
to penetrate. At the same time, a
pseudo-industrialization was begun, in
order to use Latin American workers as
cheap labour.
b) On the military level, the promotion
of anti-guerrilla action and repression
against the population was aimed at
preventing the rise and consolidation of
revolutionary organizations and contain
ing the development of popular armed
struggle and the masses’ attempts at
insurrection.
c) On the ideological level, this strategy
was applied by adapting education to
the new economic and political needs.
The press and mass media in all Latin
America came under stricter control.
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The first steps were taken in psycho
logical warfare to sow discontent, terror
and confusion in the hearts of the
people.
This new strategy forced imperia
lism and local oligarchies to make
some changes in State structures:
modernizing the puppet armies and re
pressive forces; giving them new tech
nology to use against the guerrilla and
to repress the people; modernizing their
intelligence and control systems; chan
ging old public institutions and creating
new ones. All these changes had the
same goals: to develop co u n ter
revolution.

In the Latin American
popular movement
The Cuban revolution became an ex
ternal factor favourably influencing ob
jective and subjective conditions in each
country. It awoke the will and combativity of the masses and the consciousness
of Latin American revolutionaries.
The Cuban revolution broke with a
series of dogmatic concepts held for
many decades by the traditional leader
ship encrusted in the large majority of
Latin American communist parties.

These had abandoned Marxist-Leninist
positions on socialist revolution by the
people and had taken up conciliatory
and collaborationist policies withh
regard to the local bourgeoisie.
The majority of these parties conside
red that the socialist alternative for the
people was only possible in the far
future. They considered that the condi
tions at that time made it impossible to
base their strategy and tactics on the
people taking power. They put forward
“preliminary stages” of organization as
necessary first steps, and advocated the
organization and inclusion of all sectors
of the people in the revolutionary strug
gle through exclusively peaceful forms.
They also said it was possible at this
stage to ally with “ national and pro
gressive” sectors of the bourgeoisie
which were in conflict with imperialism
and local landlord oligarchies.
All this was based on the erroneous
thesis that our countries were semifeudal and that there was a national
bourgeoisie which still could play a re
volutionary role. They could set up
democratic bourgeois regimes which
would permit the accelerated develop
ment of capitalism based on a national
bourgeoisie. W ith this stage the
working class would also develop, as a

Meeting of the Revolutionary Co-ordinating Body of the Masses in El Salvador.
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preliminary stage to beginning revolu
tionary struggle towards socialism.
These conciliatory and reformist
positions were quickly unmasked by
reality.
These old traditional theses soon
began to be questioned, and not simply
in ideological terms. The years follo
wing the Cuban triumph saw the crea
tion of conditions which permitted the
resurgence of popular armed struggle in
almost all countries. New revolutionary
organizations appeared which aspired
to liberate their people and tried to put
their strategic plans into practice.
However, many of these first efforts
failed, because their strategic plans did
not correspond to the new conditions
existing in Latin America. Many of
these failures were caused by the follo
wing factors:
1. The lack of a really Marxist analysis
of Latin American society, and there
fore the absence of a strategic and tacti
cal line corresponding to reality.
2. Petty-bourgeois elitist and short
sighted ideas were not overcome. This
led to disdain for the different kinds of
struggle by the people, so necessary for
mass political struggle. More particu
larly, this led to badly evaluating the
role of the working class as the leaders
of the revolution. They considered
armed struggle as a vanguard struggle
and not the people’s struggle, conside
ring the people’s participation as simple
support for guerrilla action and not as
its principal component.
3. A subjective and unilateral view of
the revolutionary war caused many or
ganizations to commit militarist-style
errors.
4. There was an attempt to apply the
Cuban experience in a mechanical and
dogmatic manner.
5. The political immaturity of revolu
tionary organizations was reflected in
their incapacity to overcome populist
and putschist influences, which led
them in some cases to underestimate
the strength of imperialism and to
believe that it was possible through a
quick struggle to precipitate general
insurrection, when the conditions were
not ripe for it.
6. The intensification of counter
revolutionary action by the enemy on
all levels permitted them to encircle the
guerrilla both politically and militarily,
cutting them off from the people.
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Despite all this, these temporary
defeats for the Latin American revolu
tionary movement were rich expe
riences for the development of a new re
volutionary Marxist strategy in ac
cordance with new historic circums
tances.
It is necessary to see the first ten
years of popular struggle (1960-1970) as
part of the process of acquiring political
maturity and gradual development
which the Latin American revolu
tionary movement as a whole went
through, and not as isolated phenome
non unconnected to (or better still, dis
connected from) the present situation.
Some vanguard organizations which
are active at the present time have
learned the lessons taught by those first
years, namely the cost of the short-term
vision; of the subjective and unilateral
conception of the revolutionary process;
of the elitist and vanguardist idea of
war; and of the underestimation of
Yankee imperialism. Despite the pro
found crisis it is going through, impe
rialism is still very strong and again has
a more ferocious eye on Latin America,
encouraging counter-revolution on all
levels.

hall forces through peaceful means, and
then to use violence at the last moment
only. They therefore gave the struggle
for the demands of the masses into a
narrow political practice, with an
equally narrow content, imprisoned by
bourgeois influence, with short-term pers
pectives and devoid of any strategic revo
lutionary goal.
All this relfected the traditional and
metaphysical concept which saw the re
volutionary process as a series of dis
connected stages which succeeded one
another in a linear fashion. According to
this vision of things, the tasks of each
stage had to be completed before starting
to develop the next.

In El Salvador
In our country, after the massacre of
1932 (in which more than 30,000
workers, peasants and brave leaders
like Farabundo M arti, Luna and
Zapata were killed) the left-wing orga
nizations stopped considering THE
TA KING OF POWER BY THE
PEOPLE in their strategic plans. This
was especially true of the Communist
Party of El Salvador (PCS). They
considered that the strength of the class
enemy was too great, and did not cor
rectly evaluate the revolutionary poten
tial of the people. They believed that the
people were too weak, that they were
unorganized, without the consciousness
or will to take power, and that this ob
jective was therefore too distant.
During the decades following 1932,
the PCS fell into conservative positions
which gave in to the bourgeoisie. Even
when they envisaged the necessity of
reinforcing and developing forces so as
to bring about a gradual change in the
balance of power, they considered it in a
mechanical fashion. They did not plan
the taking of power; they divided the
process into stages that were separate
from each other. They planned to mars
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"The traditional leadership under
stood the marshalling o f forces as a
process linked exclusively to peaceful
action by the masses to develop their
struggles to defend their demands and
participation in elections (when per
mitted by the regime) fo r immediate
goals only."
"Not having a clear perspective for
seizing political power, the mass strug
gle by peaceful means only is not linked
to clear revolutionary goals and is
really at the service o f the interests o f
other classes, and more particularly of
the so-called “progressive" bour
geoisie. ”
"It was considered that the so-called
progressive bourgeoisie could come to
power with the help o f the conscious
forces o f the people, later establishing a

democratic regime which would replace
the military 'pro-oligarchy and pro
imperialist' tyranny. This would ac
complish the bourgeois-democratic
reforms necessary to weaken the econo
m ic and p o litic a l pow er o f the
landowner-oligarchy. In such a manner
the mass struggle was not consciously
linked to a really revolutionary objec
tive, but directed towards a change
from the military tyranny to a bour
geois government which would establish
greater democratic margin fo r manoeu
vring, permitting legal conditions that
would favour the development o f the or
ganization and open struggle o f demo
cratic forces, including those o f the left.
These efforts were clearly demons
trated in the political struggles o f 1944
and continued to dominate the political
strategy o f the left in the following
years." (Taken from “ BASIC M A T E 
RI AL FROM THE FPL")
However, after the revolution in
Cuba, many erroneous theses which
had become dogma for the PCS were
proven wrong by reality. This brought
about the development of ideological
struggle within the left and cleared the
way for the development of a new stra
tegy more in keeping with reality in our
country in the present historical period.
The necessity of including the basic
element of the goal of the people taking
power was understood. The necessity of
adopting this as the strategic objective
of revolutionary forces was understood.
The second change was to see the need
to resolve the problem of the FORMS
of struggle, and the BASIC MEANS to
achieve the objective of taking power.
Basing themselves on the study of the
situation in the country, subjected for
many years to a criminal military
tyranny which daily developed its re
pression and political domination, they
concluded that given conditions in the
country during the past years, and given
the future events secured to point to, the
only way for the people to seize political
power was through armed struggle.
"These two elements represented a
significant advance in the strategic ob
jectives o f revolutionaries. However,
they were only words; in practice, the
conception o f the basic means to mars
hall forces remained unchanged."
(same source)
Although it is true that armed strug
gle was recognized as the decisive
means of taking power, the erroneous
conception that this was not a way to
develop forces for the revolution was
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also adopted at the same time. In fact,
it was considered harmful, because the
opportunists thought that armed strug
gle would prevent the large masses from
taking part in struggles for their de
mands, endanger the people’s democratic
liberties, provoke political repression
by the regime and lead to the destruc
tion of the popular movement. Conse
quently, only peaceful means were to be
used during this long period; armed
actions were to be avoided, since it was
argued that the conditions to permit it
were not present. Thus armed struggle
was put off until later, as a form of
struggle to be used only during the
actual taking of power through popular
armed insurrection.
To sum up, armed struggle was
considered valid for a strategic period
after the so-called period of marshalling
of forces; and to accomplish this preli
minary stage, it was considered ne
cessary to carry out a series of basic
tasks considered to be preliminary steps
without which it would be impossible
and inappropriate to begin armed strug
gle (which was only to be developped
when a revolutionary situation existed,
in our country.)
According to this way of looking at
things, before beginning armed struggle
it was necessary to:
1. organize the working class in the city
and country;
2. create trade-union unity;
3. organize peasants;
4. create the worker-peasant alliance
which would be the base for the pro
gressive alliance of forces; and
5. organize the different popular
sectors.
And during this long process of orga
nization and mobilization and develo
ping the people’s consciousness, it was
considered prejudicial to wage armed
struggle.
The Cuban revolution proved that
many of the basic theses of the tradi
tional strategy did not correspond to
the present historical period; they were
dogmatic and, far from contributing to
the development of Latin American and
Central American revolution, had in
fact become a stumbling block.
What did the Cuban Revolution really
prove?
1. "That it is not necessary that all ob
jective and subjective revolutionary
conditions (characteristic o f a revolu
tionary situation) exist to begin armed
struggle. That it is necessary that some
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objective conditions exist, as well as a
sufficient number o f subjective ones (es
pecially, the existence o f a series o f re
volutionary organizations, and an ac
ceptable degree o f consciousness and
willingness to fight)".
2. "That armed struggle, linked to
several kinds o f struggle, particulaly
mass political struggle, accelerates the
creation and development o f the organi
zation and revolutionary consciousness
o f a large part o f the people. It is much
more efficient than mass political strug
gle by peaceful means alone."
3. "That armed struggle is an essential
aspect, necessary fo r the development
o f the forces and that it accelerates the
change in the balance o f military and
political strength that is required for the
triumph o f the revolution. " (Basic Ma
terial of the FPL).
However, despite the fact that their
dogmatic projects were contradicted by
practice, the traditional organizations
continued unchanged, shutting themsel
ves off from reality in their old ways of
looking at things, which had led them to
become an appendix of the bourgeoisie
and to fall into deep right-wing oppor
tunism which paralyzed the people’s re
volutionary struggle.
The ideological and political struggle
within the PCS and the union move
ment, which lasted more than ten years,
led inevitably, to a break away from
them (PCS) by the most advanced ele
ments, who were most coherent and
consistent in their defence of the peo
ple’s interests. This happened a few

months after the war with Honduras
and the 1969-70 elections, in which the
PCS unashamedly supported Sanchez
Hernandez’ and the Salvadoran bour
geoisie’s policy of aggression, which
called on the people to get ready to con
tribute to this fratricidal war.
This break was a historic event which
was to have a profound influence on the
new path taken by the El Salvador revo
lutionary movement.
In 1970, clandestine political and mi
litary organizations began to be set up
in our country (FPL and ERP — Peo
ple’s Revolutionary Army), and with
them came an upsurge in the people’s
armed struggle (revolutionary guer
rilla). This marked a qualitative leap
forward in the development of the revo
lution in El Salvador and in Central
America.
During the last six years, practice has
been showing the validity or erroneous
nature of the tactics and strategic objec
tives of each of these two organizations.
This has been a step forward in the
theoretical and practical development
of the strategic objectives in El Sal
vador, as well as in the political matu
rity and leadership capacities of these
revolutionary organizations, particu
larly the FPL.
•
(Translated by P R O L E T A R I A N
U N I T Y from the first chapter of the
pamphlet, ?Que son las — FPL — "Fa
rabundo Marti"? no. 2, published by the
FPL in Spanish in El Salvador in
January 1976)
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Books in review

Interventions critiques
en economie politique

Analysing
the current crisis...
The fifth issue of the Quebec journal
Interventions critiques en economie poli
tique (Critical comments and analyses
political economy), now available, is
almost entirely devoted to an analysis
of the current crisis and its basic mecha
nisms. Interventions critiques has been
published three times a year for two
years now by a progressive Montreal
collective. The journal wants its ana
lyses to serve the struggle of the labour
movement. This is why it tackles econo
mics by criticizing bourgeois political
economy, which is how it got its name.
In the latest issue, the collective
defines the subject of its study in this
way: “The crisis is not just an abstract
concept for learned theoreticians, it is a
very tangible daily reality. It accounts
for and determines many activities, in
cluding the fightback of the labour and
popular movement.”(') The journal
offers almost a dozen articles on this
subject, as well as some articles on
current affairs, education, art, etc.
The articles worth m entioning
include one by Louis Gill, written at the
request of the Secretariat d'action poli
tique of the CNTU, entitled “ L’economie capitaliste en crise, quelques ele
ments de reflexion” . This document has
the merit of being easily accessible and
sets out mainly to explain the basic me
chanisms of the capitalist crisis, illus
trating them with recent examples of in
flation, overprodution, unemployment,

inwRVcfrtTions
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etc. It is an article which is very useful
for those who want to familiarize
themselves with the fundamental me
chanisms of the crisis.
Another well-documented article by
C. Deblock and J. Charest, “ La nouvelle politique monetaire canadienne” ,
is very pertinent in this period of mone
tary instability. The article is a good re
futation of monetary theories which ad
vocate restricting the mass of money in
circulation as a solution to the crisis. As
the authors point out in the conclusion:
“The Bank of Canada has given itself
the historic mission of putting an end to
inflation, even if the immediate conse
quences of its policies may be to push
the economy into the swamp of stagna
tion.... The only problem is that the
central banks, regardless of whether
they are headed up by Keynesians or
monetarists, have never, despite all
their good intentions, prevented crises,
waste and the resulting deprivation.”^)
Finally, we should mention the
article by Pierre Paquette on “ Le labyrinthe petrolier” , which sketches the
evolution of the oil market, especially
since the oil crisis in the early seventies.
The article also presents conclusions —
which could have been more fully deve
loped — on the question of oil in
Canada and the rivalries to which it has
led.
In closing, we have to congratulate
the journal for having devoted so many
pages to previously unpublished articles
and new research in the Field of econo
mics. We eagerly await the next issue,
which will deal with capitalism in
Quebec.
•
1. Interventions critiques en economie poli
tique, La crise, no. 5, spring-summer
1980, p. 5
2. Ibid, p. 150

Interventions critiques en econo
mic politique, N o. 5.
Available soon at the L’Etincelle and
Spark bookstores.
Subscription rates: regular ($10.00);
sustaining ($15.00); com m unity
groups ($10.00); institutions ($20.00);
abroad ($20.00).
Send your subscriptions to:
Centre multi-ethnique St. Louis,
3553 St. Urbain, room 320,
Montreal, Que.
H2X 2N6
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Principles of communism
(Engels)

I’ni\i m il' or

Economics and politics
in the era
of the dictatorship
of the proletariat (Lenin)

Two short articles
that have much
to say
“The problem is that, as a reader of
your paper, I don’t have time to read all
that was written by these men and by
the different communist parties in the
world, in order to be able to follow and
participate in the debates.”
This comment, published in the
August 5 issue of the newspaper IN
STRUGGLE!, is undoubtedly re
presentative of the feelings of many
readers who would like to participate in
an informed way in the debates on the
origin of revisionism.
Principles o f communism is a short
article that in just a few pages gives us
an over-all picture of the evolution of
society and the historical goal which it
is up to the working class to achieve.
Written in 1847 by Engels, Principles
o f communism was the basis for the
Manifesto o f the Communist Party,
written a few months later. This ex-'
plains the awkwardness of its presen
tation, due to the schematic, questionand-answer form in which the article is
written. But — and it is perhaps pre
cisely because of the schematic way it is
written — Principles o f communism
has the merit of bringing out the back
bone of the scientific Marxist analysis
of history. The way in which Engels
presents the tasks of socialism is parti
cularly illuminating today, when these
tasks have been abandoned by the socalled socialist countries of Eastern
Europe, with the exception of Albania.
“ In fact, the abolition of private pro
perty is the shortest and most signifi
cant way to characterize the trans
formation of the whole social order
which has been made necessary by the
development of industry, and for this
reason it is rightly advanced by commu
nists as their main demand.” (question
14)
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This position of Engels is certainly
the best known of the principles of com
munism. But it is significant that Engels
speaks of it as “ the shortest way to cha
racterize” this transformation, and not
as the entire transformation. He also
specifies that the new social order
“will... abolish competition and replace
it with association” and that it will esta
blish “communal ownership of goods”
(ibid). In short, not only does socialism
mean the abolition of the private ow
nership of the means of production (fac
tories, land, transportation facilities,
etc.), it also means the establishment of
new social relations between people, re
lations which are no longer based on
competition, but rather on association.
This also means that “ the distribution
of all products according to common
agreement” will replace the market
regime. And with these three aspects of
socialist construction, the division of
labour itself is pul into question.
“ The existence of classes originated
in the division of labour and the division
of labour as it has been known hitherto
will completely disappear.” (question
20
It is important to see that there is an
indissoluable link between the “com
munal operation of production” and the
creation of “ entirely different kind of
human material” , “ human beings with
many-sided talents and the capacity to
oversee the system of production in its
entirety.” (ibid)
It is in this way that socialism will eli
minate the antagonism between the city
and the countryside. And it is in the
same way that it will transform the
family as it exists today, based on “the
dependence of the wife on the husband
and of the children on their parents” ,
(question 21)
On the level of political strategy,
Principles o f communism is also very
revealing. We can see that, taking into

)
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account the universal character of pro
letarian revolution, Engels already saw
how in the less developed countries
there was a need for revolution in stages
characterized by the “ political rule of
the proletariat” , (question 18) But at
the same time Engels considered that it
was in the more developed countries,
and especially in England at the time,
that conditions were most favourable
for revolution. And yet history has
shown that it is in the less developed ca
pitalist countries, and notably Russia,
that revolution has First broken out.
On this point, a short article by
Lenin, Economics and politics in the
era o f the dictatorship o f the proleta
riat, written in November 1919, is a
very useful complement to Engel’s
article — and this in two ways. First,
because it exposes the particularly
sharp nature of the difficulties encoun
tered in building socialism in a country
where small commodity production is
dominant and creates, almost sponta
neously, the conditions for the rebirth
of capitalim. One of the paradoxes of
our era is that because of the develop
ment of imperialism and the resulting
corruption of a narrow stratum of the
working class in the developed coun
tries, it is in the dominated countries
that revolution breaks out. But it is also
in these countries that the economic
basis for building socialism is weakest.
This is undoubtedly an objective factor
which has to be taken into account if we
are to understand the failure of socia
lism in Eastern Europe and China.
But above and beyond the specific
characteristics of the situation in
Russia, Lenin’s article pinpoints
Engel’s scientific conception of socia
lism as the “ period of transition”
between capitalism and communism,
that is as a period of confrontations
“between capitalism which has been de
feated but not destroyed and commu
nism which has been born but is still
very feeble” . This means that the final
victory is far from guaranteed and that
“the class struggle waged by the over
thrown exploiters against the victorious
vanguard of the exploited, i.e., the pro
letariat, has become incomparably
more bitter” .
Principles o f communism and Econo
mics and politics in the era o f the dicta
torship o f the proletariat are not recent
articles. But, as we have seen, they deal
with some of today’s burning issues.
Available* in English and French, pu
blished by Foreign Language Press,

Peking, and for a very modest price,
these are two articles which will help
everybody participate fully in the
debate on the political line for the
victory of communism.
•
* At the Spark and I’Etincelle booksto
res, for $0.30 and $0.20, respectively.

What is ('IP? It is a non-profit organization
distributing progressiu* films, videotapes
and slideshows about struggles in Canada
and around the world.

AVAILABLE
FOR RENTAL
On Canadian and American
imperialism — The struggle
of the American people
against the draft
and the Vietnam war.
Four Americans

Usa 1968 — 20 min — 16 mm — b & w —
English (Newsreel)
Four Americans daily denounce U.S. imperia
lism and the role played by the United States in
the Vietnam war. Four young men who said
'no' to the imperialist war and deserted.
Mill-in
USA 1968 — 12 min — 16mm — b & w —
tnglish (Newsreel)
There is an impromptu demonstration on New
York's Filth Avenue on Christmas Eve 1967 to
remind shoppers of the Vietnam war.
Anti-draft in Boston
USA 1968 — 60 min — 16 mm — b & w —
English (Boston Draft Resistance Group)
The daily work of an anti-military service action
group which works against the draft with people
in Boston and near military recruitment centres.
Ranking Brigade
USA 1968 — 16 min — 16 mm — b & w —
English (Newsreel)
This is another film about the U.S. people's op
position to the Vietnam war. The film was shot
during a peaceful demonstration in Washington
organized by a women's group. Their slogan: the
Vietnam war and the domestic crisis.
Canada, an imperialist country
Canada 1978 — 15 min — colour slideshow —
English (MLOC IN STRUGGLE!)
Canada has developed as an imperialist power by
exploiting the majority. A handful of big Ca
nadian financial magnates dominate the econo
mic and political life of the country. They use the
Canadian State to defend their interests within
the country and to get their piece of the pie in the
inter-imperialist battles to redivide the world. In
the past, the working class has won great victo
ries. The current struggle of the international
proletariat against imperialism will also be victo
rious.

Send money orders to the following
adress:
May First Distribution, 1407 d’lberville, Montreal, Quebec, Canada,
H2K 3B1, or to one of THE SPARK
and L’ETINCELLE bookstores, or
contact the person distributing the
newspaper.

Available at L’Etincelle and The Spark bookstores
L'Internationale syndicale rouge, D. Losovsky (Masper o ) ................................................................................ $10.50
Iran, le maillon faible, Behrang (Maspero): an analysis of
the situation in Iran before the revolution.......... $24.05
Luttes de classes et devalorisation du Capital, D. Magaline
(M aspero).................................................................... $16.65
Unite et lutte, Amilcar Cabral (Maspero): textes by
Amilcar C a b r a l............................................................$8.50
Critique de Malthus, K. Marx and F. Engels (Maspe
ro) .................................................................................. $7.50
Voyage d’un naturaliste — de la Terre de Feu aux Gala
pagos, C. Darwin (M aspero)......................................$7.40
Histoire de la Palestine, Lorand Gaspar (Maspero)$7.50
Le quotient intellectuel, Michel Tort (Maspero): a criti
cism of I.Q. testing ....................................................$5.50
Crimes de guerre chinois au Vietnam, Le courrier du Viet
nam ................................................................................ $0.25

LETIIMtELLE
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Periodicals published by the Marxist-Leninist
Organization of Canada IN STRUGGLE!

Les Hoas au Vietnam — Tome II, Le courrier du Viet
nam ................................................................................ $0.50
La faillite de I’agression chinoise, Hanoi 1979 . . . . $0.25
Le rapport Hite, S. Hite (Laffont): an inquiry into female
sexuality...................................................................... $21.40
Teaeh-in sur l’avortement, Service aux etudiants du Cegep
de Sherbrooke..............................................................$3.00
Va voir maman... papa travaille, F. Dorin (Laffont): a
novel about relations between men, women and chil
dren .............................................................................. $14.20
La nouvelle chanson chilienne, J. Clouzet (Seghers): an
analysis of songs in the recent history of Chile . .$13.05
El lute — Dans la gueule du loup, E. Sanchez (Seghers):
the story of militant anti-fascist in S p a in ............ $19.65
La science, Fart et la classe ouvriere, A. Bogdanov (Mas
pero, 1977, 291 p . ) ....................................................$14.80
Marxisme et revolution sexuelle, Alexandra Kollontai,
(Maspero, 1979, 284 p.) ............................................$7.50

• IN STR U G G LE !, central organ of the Organization, published weekly in English
and French and distributed across Canada. The newspaper IN STRUGGLE! also
publishes supplements on current political questions as well as communist educa
tion pamphlets designed to give Marxist-Leninist principles as wide an audience as
possible.
• P R O L E T A R I A N UNI TY, the Organization’s theoretical journal published every
two months in English and French.
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A partial list of places where PROLETARIAN UNITY is sold

•
•
•
•

•

This is only a partial list. Help us complete it by informing us about where PROLETARIAN UNITY is sold in your area.
•
Book V illa
185 K in g East
H a m ilto n , O n ta rio

VANCOUVER
Spartaeus Bookstore
3 i I West H astings
Vancouver, B.C.

W indsor
U niversity
Bookstore
U n ive rsity o f W indsor
W indsor, O n ta rio

Le Bouquineur
de Vancouver Ltee
1222 Robson
Vancouver, B.C.
F riendly G rocery
C orner 3rd Avenue & V ic 
to ria
Vancouver, B.C.
S tar W eekly News
C o rn e r 2nd A venue
C om m ercial D rive
Vancouver, B.C.
O ctopus Books
C om m ercial D rive
Vancouver, B.C.

ONTARIO
M cM a ste r U nive rsity
H a m ilto n , O n ta rio

and

O ctopus Book
837 Bank Street
O ttaw a, O n ta rio K1S 3V9

MONTREAL
M e tro Joliette
M o n tre a l, Que.
C a rre fo u r V arietes
3270 Rosemont
(corner St. M ichel)
M on trea l, Que.
Tabagie Grech
1559 Jean-Talon
M o n tre a l. Que.
Tabagie du Coin
1800 M o n t-R o ya l
M o n tre a l, Que.
L ib ra irie Lencrier

1499 l.a u rie r E.
M on trea l, Que.
Kiosque Pine
C orner P in e/S t. Lawrence
M o n tre a l, Que.
Tabagie Perreault
C orner St. D enis/
M o n t-R o y a l
M on trea l, Que.

L ib ra irie Hachette
550 Ste. C atherine E.
M o n tre a l, Que.
V a ri-M a g
826 Ste. C atherine E.
M on trea l. Que.
M e tro Beaudry
1255 Ste. C atherine E.
M on trea l, Que.

L ib ra irie R affin
6722 St. H ubert
M on trea l, Que.

L ib ra irie Faubourg
135 I Ste. C atherine E.
M ontreal, Que.

Kiosque M o n t-R o ya l
C orner M o n t-R o y a l/
St-Denis
M on trea l, Que.

L ib ra irie Deom
1773 St. Denis
M ontreal, Que.

Varietes C ham bord
1280 G ilfo rd
M ontreal. Que.

Chercheur de tresor
12 Ste. C atherine E.
M ontreal, Que.

L ib ra irie Opuscule
C orner G ilfo rd /S t. Denis
M on trea l, Que.

M e tro St. Laurent
C orner M aisonneuve/
St.L.uwrence
M on trea l, Que.

Varietes Frontenae
2500 Frontenae
M on trea l, Que.

L ib ra irie Caron
251 Ste. C atherine E.
M ontreal, Que.

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Programme and Constitution o f the Marxist-Leninist Organization o f Canada IN
STRUGGLE!, April, 1979.
The Third Congress o f the Marxist-Leninist Organization o f Canada IN STR U G 
GLE!, including the Political Report, the Programme, the Constitution, and other
documents, 3rd trimester 1979.
For the Proletarian Party, October 1972.
Against Economism, concerning the Comite de solidarity avee les luttes ouvrieres
(C.S.L.O.), September, 1975.
Towards the unity o f Canadian Marxist-Leninists, Fight the sectarianism o f the
CCL(M-L), July,’ 1976.
The tasks o f the Canadian Marxist-Leninist movement today, (IN STRUG
GLED second anniversary speech, May 1975), March 1977.
The unity o f the Marxist-Leninist Movement passes by the Intensification o f the
Struggle Against Opportunism, communique from IN STRUGGLED Central
Committee, April 1977.
Against Right Opportunism in International Questions, Declaration of the Ca
nadian Marxist-Leninist Group IN STRUGGLE! on the occasion of the Third
National Conference of Canadian Marxist-Leninists held in Montreal September
9, 10 and 11, 1977, September 1977.
No revolutionary party without a revolutionary program. On the tasks of Ca
nadian communists in the present situation, February, 1978.
For the unity o f the Canadian proletariat. Brief notes on the present conjuncture,
April, 1977.
Manifesto Against Bill C-73 and Wage Controls, March 1977.
Uphold the revolutionary unity o f the workers o f all nations and national minori
ties in Canada. Fight against national oppression, March 1978.
Men and women o f the proletariat: one enemy, one fight, March, 1978.
The goals and work o f Canadian communists in trade unions today, May, 1978.
The CPC(M-L) a revisionist organization o f agents-provocateurs, June, 1978.
The CCL(M-L), the voice o f social-chauvinism in Canada, February, 1979.
Who is manipulating the unions?, June 1979
Manifesto for the labour movement, Dump McDermott! Dump the bourgeois
policy in trade unions!, September 1979.
Religious war or people's revolution in Iran? Behind the headlines, January 1980.
To all Quebec workers, No to renewed federalism! No to sovereignty-association!,
February 1980.
Quebec has the right to choose! February 1980.

All documents are available in English and French. The Organization’s Program
me and Constitution are also available in Protuguese, Italian and Spanish.
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211-22 Price: $2.00
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EN EL SALVADOR

Theoretical and political journal
of the Marxist-Leninist Organization
of C anada IN STR U G G LE!
No. 22 (vol. 4, no. 4), October-November-December 1980

