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Notes to the readers

The literature department has grown substantially in ihe past eight months. It has
evolved from its founding in 1968 as simply a service with reprints from Our Generation
articles to what it is now : one of the largest mail and retail outlets for radical literature
from North America and Britain. We carry a selection of material from not only the big
new left outlets like New England Free Press but from a lot of very small printing groups
who may publish 2 to 5 items. These items are usually very hard for individuals to get
simply because the problems of distribution in North Amerca are enormous and expensive.

We would like to expand a number of areas with readers' help. One example is Cana­
dian Women’s Liberation material. Right now we carry items from the Women’s Press in
Toronto and 2 excellent short pamphlets on working women from the Working Women’s
Association in Vancouver. Readers with access to additional Canadian women’s literature
could either draw our attention to it, or send us samples.

The same goes for ecology material. We are gathering a certain amount of it at
the office, although we haven’t put together a kit yet. We have some good theoretical
material, all from the United States, by Murray Bookchin and by Liberation magazine. But
we would like material that reflects the current ecological struggles going on right now
in Canada like the Dam the Dams movement and the one against the MacKenzie Pipeline.
We have our own James Bay reprint from vol. 9/1, and would like to add to that with
papers explaining specific projects, or theoretical statements (not news sheets meant for
internal distribution within action groups.) This way we can put together a kit that will
be of real service to specific ecology groups and will help to give Canadians a feeling
of the scope of action within the whole country.

Although we get many orders from individuals for literature, we almost never get
any that will clearly be used for class discussions or for study groups within organizations.
We would like to urge you to think about these uses of the material. For example, the
Ontario Waffle bought 50 reprints of Rick Deaton’s article from Vol. 8/4 for distribution at a
conference, and a concerned reader bought 50 copies of the James Bay article for personal
distribution in the Vancouver area. Reprints bought in this way can either be resold or
given away. (The cost is so little that a single donation from a member of your group can
defray it).

We can’t fill orders of that size for items that we in turn order from groups (besides
you could get a better price directly from them), but we can, indeed that is our intention,
fill large orders from the material we reprint ourselves. For example, we have on hand up
to 500 copies, of the 6 major articles that appeared in the last 2 issues of Our Generation.
We also reprinted this year 1000 copies of the now-famous Rowntree essay “The Political
Economy of Youth’’. These are all essays that haven’t appeared elsewhere in pamphlet
form. We urge you to use them.

And finally, there are the back issues of the magazines themselves. The issues
through volume 6, are scarce and on the whole are available only to libraries at increased
prices. Volumes 7 and 8, however, are still numerous and we have up to 500 copies of
some of them. We are eager for them to be read and used. The contents are described
in the ads in 8/4 and in this issue. The cost is half on large orders which is only a little
more for the whole issue than the reprint cost for one article.

So , teachers, professors, programme chairmen, think about it I
Black Rose Books has just published an excellent book, THE POLITICAL ECONOMY

OF THE STATE. It carries reprints of the articles that appeared in the Our Generation
issue : State and Capital (the one issue of which we don’t have too many left) plus one
new outstanding essay : “On Revolution in the Metropolis’’ by the Rowntrees. This essay
holds 2 years of independent research into the present nature of the United States economy
and its imperialist nature, the role of the American state in this economy, the inherent
contradictions in these two, the role of minorities like youth, blacks, and the chronically
unemployed, and the revolutionary potential of all these contradictions. The $3 charge
for this book was called by the author of one of the essays as “a real bloody bargain . ;
that is, if the research that went into the book had all been paid for and not done on a
volunteer basis, the book would have to cost at least $15. (cont. on back cover)
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INTRODUCTION

A number of essays in this issue of OUR GENERATION
contribute to a new appraisal of the highly controversial topic
of imperialism. What is set out is an analysis of the elements that
underlie the doctrines of power and profit which animate this
form of domination.

"The Driving Force of Imperialism in the Modern Era” by
Paul Mattick, and ’ Contradictions in States with Socialist Consti­
tutions” by Serge Mallet were papers submitted to a symposium
on "Spheres of Influence in the Age of Imperialism” which was
held under the auspices of the Bertrand Russell Peace Founda­
tion and the Vienna Institute of Development. This symposium
was held at Linz, Austria in September 1972 and was convened
by Vladimir Dedijer, Jean-Paul Sartre and Noam Chomsky.

Some seventy papers were submitted on the development of
economic imperialism since the beginning of the nineteeth cen­
tury, and the politics of spheres of influence during the same time.
The meeting also considered many detailed papers on Latin Am­
erica, Asia and Africa, the text of which will be edited into book
form by Professor Dedijer. One of our editors, Dimitrios Rousso-
poulos was invited to the symposium, and we thus had an oppor­
tunity to have access to all the submitted papers. Some of the
outstanding papers have been selected by us and reproduced in
the literature department in the Study of Imperialism Kit.

We had intended to publish in this issue another Linz paper
Lelio Basso’s "Analysis of the Classical Theories of Imperialism”.
This paper we considered a useful background piece which critic­
ally accessed the ideas of Rosa Luxemburg, Nicholai Bukharin,
and Vladimir Lenin. Unfortunately lack of space prevented us
from presenting it here, but it is available in the Imperialism Kit.

Paul Mattick asserts that while capitalism is international
the "contradiction between the national form of capital and its
need for expansion which recognizes no boundaries is intertwined
with the contradiction between its competitive nature and its urge
for monopolization.” Mattick deals in effect with various forms
of imperialism, including those which emerged in eastern Europe.
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This was one of the interesting aspects of the Linz symposium, as
there were also several east European scholars present, and very
frank discussions were held. Martick finally insists that to avoid
world ruination the emergence of anti-capitalist movements in
the advanced imperialist nations and their success is our only
hope.

Serge Mallet deals with the question of Czechoslovakia,
Soviet rationalization and their policy towards the Middle East,
and the nature of the Soviet system and its basic internal con­
flicts. Mallet is recognized as an authority on the whole question
of regional disparities and ethnic minorities in western and east­
ern Europe, and here elaborates on some of the themes he devel­
oped in his book Le Pouvoir Ouvrier, Technologic et bureaucratic
dans les pays socialistes.

Andre Gorz advances the important concept that colonialism
is not simply the external practice of one country against the in­
terests of another. On the contrary, he maintains and rightly that
it is from the first an internal practice. ’'Its victims are not just
the exploited, oppressed, dismembered nations, but the popula­
tions living in the metropoles, in the dominant countries.” Thus
although the super nation-state is the dynamic of imperialism on
the international scale, the State also internalizes this form of
exploitation. One of the best documented illustrations is avail­
able to us by examining Canada. The relationship between On­
tario and Quebec/Maritimes is classic, and is followed only by
the example of central Canada and the prairies. Even internally
these regions have a parasitic relation towards their sub-regions
as with southern and northern Ontario.

An added complication to a simplistic theory of modern im­
perialism so widespread among the Left is examined by Mike
Gurstein in "The Story of the Auto Pact: From Colony to Hin­
terland”. Based on extensive research the paper shows how the
US automobile industry first dominated southern Ontario like a
colony and as an entry to the larger commonwealth markets, and
slowly transformed this relationship to that of an extention of
its hinterland self in Canada. This presents the Left with serious
problems when looking at the auto industry from the outside the
industry. This part of southern Ontario for almost all purposes
is part of the USA, economically and ideologically. Whether
there are any political solutions that can be imposed by Cana-
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dians from outside the industry we very much doubt. Perhaps
only a radical solution is possible — and that from within the
industrial plants, at the point of work or production. This is the
reason why the formulation of a workers’ control strategy is so
outstanding and why we urge a closer examination of the con­
tradictions of capitalism in the realm of day to day life.

This brings us to the major essay which attempts to review
the question of imperialism here, or the ’national question’ and
Canada. Several editors have collaborated on the paper which
after a great deal of debate in both Montreal and Toronto tends to

present rhe views of the editors of OUR GENERATION. It
first critically reviews the formulations on the national question
as represented by the social democratic and the Left-liberal na­
tionalists, from Waffle, rhe New Democratic Party and Eric
Kierans. The essay then reviews the work of the independent
Marxists as represented in the book Capitalism and the National
Question in Canada edited by Gary Teeple. We content that "th*?
primary contradiction is capitalism and that the secondary con­
tradiction is imperialism”. Towards the end of the review essay
we thus pose an open-ended alternative to the current 'anti-im­
perialist ideology’ hovering over the entire traditional Left in
Canada. This ideology make but a partial critique of imperialism
by seizing only upon a few of its fragments, failing to recognize
the colon ialization of our every day lives by the system here and
the world over. At the base of much of the Canadian Left’s think­
ing is a facile analysis of capitalism. Capitalism for these advo­
cates of partial solutions, consists of the sum total of its frag­
ments : sexism, racism, imperialism — thus being defined only
by its most obvious excesses. The traditional Left thus leaves un­
criticized the most basic foundations of our society ; the day to
day process of dehumanization (the exploitation and domination)
the colonialization of producers and consumers alike. Nothing
short of the abolition of present social relations, including the
complete negation of capital and its resulting worship of the
commodity will suffice. This means that imperialism will be
defeated in advanced industrial society only by social revolution.
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THE DRIVING FORCE
OF IMPERIALISM
TODAY

by Paul Mattick

Paul Mat tick has written widely in the
radical press, and is the author oj Marx
and Keynes : the Limits of the Mixed
Economy.
This paper was given at the Bertrand
Russell Centenary Symposium, “Spheres
of Influence in the Age of Imperialism”,
Linz, Austria September, 1972.

V apital is international. The fact that
its historical development paralleled
that of the nation-state did not prevent
the establishment of the capitalist world
market. However, because of political
interventions in defense of one national
bourgeoisie against competitor nations,
the concentration of capital was, and
is, more difficult to achieve on an in­
ternational than on a national scale.
Even capitalist crises, acting as world­
embracing accelerators of the concen­
tration process, needed the additional
measure of imperialistic wars to extend
the national concentration process to
the international scene. This process is
inherent in capital accumulation. The
contradiction between the national form 

of capital and its need for expansion
which recognizes no boundaries is in­
tertwined with the contradiction bet­
ween its competitive nature and its urge
for monopolization. In theory, a com­
petitive economy is thought to flourish
best in a free world market. Actually,
however, competition leads to mono­
polization and the free market leads to
protected markets secured by political
means. Monopolistic competition implies
imperialistic struggles to break existing
monopolies in favor of new monopolistic
constellations. The economic form of
competition takes on political expression
and, therefore, ideological forms, which
come to overshadow the economic
pressures at their source.
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The apologists of capitalism, of course,
deny its imperialistic aspect and see it
as an aberration thrust upon capitalism
by forces external to itself. J. Schumpe­
ter (e), for example, though admitting
that “nationalism and militarism, while
not creatures of capitalism, become 'capi­
talized' and in the end draw their best
energies from capitalism," held none­
theless that imperialism “would never
have been evolved by the 'inner logic’
of capitalism," but found its source in
“precapitalist elements in our social life,"
which were bound to disappear, and
thus “imperialism will wither and die."
As the bourgeoisie, despite all facts to
the contrary, could not admit that its
economic system is necessarily imper­
ialistic, it remained for the critics of
bourgeois society to evolve a theory of
capitalistic imperialism.

THEORIES OF IMPERIALISM
These theories arc mainly associated

with Hobson, Kautsky, Hilferding, Lux­
emburg, Bukharin and Lenin, and,
though formulated around the turn of
the century, are still influential in the
contemporary world. Lenin's 1 (2) theory
of imperialism, in particular, is still held
in high esteem, not so much because of
its exemplary execution, but because of
the legendary quality of Lenin’s name.
In fact, however, his writings on imper­
ialism, more polemical than theoretical
in character, are quite time-conditioned
and contribute little to the comprehen­
sion of present-day imperialism, except
insofar as they make the general and
obvious statement that capitalism implies
imperialism. This is partly so because
even at the time of their appearance
and notwithstanding their strictly “econ­
omic" treatment of imperialism, Lenin
paid more attention to the fleeting poli­
tical aspects of the imperialist imperative
than to its underlying socio-economic dy­

1. The Sociology of Imperialism, 1919.

namics. His book on imperialism was
intended to unmask the first world war
as an imperialist war, which also provi­
ded the condition for social revolution,
since in Lenin’s view imperialism cons­
tituted the “highest" or “last" stage of
capitalist development. This idea was
substantiated by relevant data from var­
ious bourgeois sources, a critical utili­
zation of the theoretical findings of J.A.
Hobson and R. Hilferding, and a rejec­
tion of K. Kautsky’s speculative theory
of super-imperialism as a way toward
a peaceful capitalism. The data and the
theories utilized were themselves bound
up with a particular historical stage of
capitalist development and contained no
clues regarding its further course.

Since all these observers were con­
fronted by the same imperialistic activi­
ties, there is no real distinction between
the descriptive parts of their various
studies. It was only in their interpreta­
tions of the events, due to varying under­
lying theoretical assumptions, that dif­
ferences emerged. Whereas Hobson (3)
explained the competing imperialistic
drives as the result of the underconsump­
tion of the laboring population, which
induces the capitalists to find profit­
able investments abroad, Kautsky (4) al­
lowed for the possibility of a capitalistic
development leading to an integration of
international capital and a joint exploi­
tation of the world in a state of ultra­
imperialism, which would end the era
of capitalist wars. For Hilferding (5), im­
perialism was the result of the emergence
of “finance capital" and its attempts to
overcome its national limitations, a trend
which he saw as the precondition for a
socialist revolution executed by the
state’s expropriation of the highly con­

2. Imperialism : The Last Stage of Capitalism,
1917.

3. Imperialism, 1902.
4. Ncue Ze it. Nr. 5, April 1915.
5. Das Finanzkapital, 1910.

7



centrated capital. Rosa Luxemburg 6 7 (8)
found the origins of imperialism in the
capitalistic need for extra-capitalist ter­
ritories wherein to realize part of the
surplus-value which could not be capital­
ized at home. There was no difference
between Bukharin’s (7) earlier exposition
of imperialism and that of Lenin.

“Underconsumption” relative to pro­
duction is a fact, of course, but one on
which the existence and accumulation of
capital is based and which designates no
more than the production of surplus­
value on which the capitalist system rests.
The “disproportion” between production
and consumption accompanies the whole
of capitalist development, not only its
imperialistic stage, and characterizes ca­
pitalism on a national and international
scale. For non-capitalist territories to be
able to realize the surplus-value produced
in capitalist countries would presuppose
the existence of surpluses in the former
equal to the unrealizable profit part of
the capitalist nations, in which case they
would not be non-capitalist nations and
the problem of profit realization would
not be solved, only generalized. The an­
archy of capitalist production allows, of
course, for difficulties in the sphere of
circulation and therefore for the realiza­
tion of surplus-value, yet the basic con­
tradictions of capitalism are to be found
not in the sphere of circulation but in
that of production. However, Hobson’s
and Rosa Luxemburg’s mistaken econ­
omic explanation of imperialism does not
affect their recognition of the need for
such an explanation, which can be dif­
ferently substantiated as, for instance,
by Henryk Grossmann’s(8) theory of
imperialism, which bases itself on Marx’s
theory of accumulation as determined by
the imminent contradictions of capital
production.

6. Die Akkumulation des Kapitals, 1912.
7. Imperialismus und Weltwirtuchaft, 1917.
8. Das Akkumulations — und Zusammenbruchs-

gesetz des kapitalistischez Systems, 1929.

GROWTH OF COLONIALISM
While imperialism turns into a neces­

sity for capitalism, in the form of colo­
nialism, it started out as a mere oppor­
tunity. The non-capitalist world was sim­
ply there for the taking, which was at
times accompanied by rivalries and wars
between the colonizing powers and at
other times by common agreements such
as, for instance, the division of Africa
through the Berlin Act of 1885. The
exploitation of the colonies was deter­
mined by the changing needs of the co­
lonizers as occasioned by their own de­
velopment, and subordinated the fate of
the non-capitalist countries to the ac­
cumulation requirements of the capitalist
nations. The profit motive is the propel­
lant of capitalism and it may be satisfied
in different ways : through unequal ex­
change relations, or through the direct
exploitation of subject populations, that
is, by commodity exchange, by capital
exports, or by both at once. The greater
the need for profits, the stronger are the
imperialistic tendencies, turning from co­
lonialism to the world at large. While
imperialism has been a part of capitalism
from its beginning it became increasingly
accentuated by the mounting difficulties
of maintaining an accelerating capital
accumulation, and led to inter-imperialist
wars for national privileges in the pos­
session and exploitation of the world’s
markets and resources.

Although the compulsion to imperial­
ism is inherent in capitalism it is the
development of the latter which ac­
counts for its specific manifestations at
any particular time. For Lenin, however,
capitalism became imperialism “only at
a definite and very high stage of capi­
tal development”, a stage which implied
the rule of national and international
monopolies, which, by agreement or
force, divided the world’s resources
among themselves. Following Hilferding,
Lenin associated imperialism with the
emergence of a “new type of capitalism”, 
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brought about by the fusion of banking
and industrial capital. However, this
“finance capital” did not represent a
new type of capitalism but merely char­
acterized a specific and historically li­
mited phase of German capital develop­
ment. Even if this fusion had been a
general occurcnce, it would still not
represent a new type of capitalism but
simply its further concentration and cen­
tralization. For Lenin, however, finance
capital represented “a new social order,
which marks the transition from free
competition to the socialization of pro­
duction.” But since capitalism combines
at all times, not only under monopolis­
tic conditions, the socialization of pro­
duction with the private approbation of
surplus-value, what Lenin meant to say
was, of course, that we were witnessing
the transition from competitive to or­
ganized capitalism. Yet this strange
equation of organized capitalism with
the socialization of production may ac­
count for Lenin’s later concept of so­
cialism as the next step from monopoly
capitalism, that is, as the state-monopo­
ly of production made to serve the whole
of society.

In Lenin’s view, the imperialistic stage
of capitalism was characterized not so
much by commodity exports as by the
export of capital, which allowed the big
imperialist powers, and a part of their
laboring populations, an increasingly
parasitical existence at the expense of
the subjugated regions of the world. In
this way, imperialism explained for Lenin
not only colonialism, the capitalist com­
petition for raw materials, the annexa­
tions of desired territories and the estab­
lishment of spheres of interest, but also
the reformism of the labor movement in
the leading capitalist nations, which pre­
sumably partook in some measure of the
extra-profits of the financial oligarchies.
He perceived this situation as the “last
stage” of capitalism because he expected
that its manifold contradictions would 

lead directly from war to social revolu­
tion on an international scale, thus end­
ing both imperialism and capitalism.

This revolutionary optimism proved to
be premature. Although the First World
War led to the Russian Revolution, im­
perialism was not, as Lenin surmised,
“the eve of the proletarian world revo­
lution.” But without ensuing revolutions,
the imperialistic capital expanded
through a forced restructuring of the
world economy. This was the case after
the first as well as the second world
war, which also involved the de-colo-
nization of previously subjugated na­
tions. Though this changes nothing in
the imperialistic nature of capitalism, it
altered the methods and even motives of
imperialistic activities.

SO-CALLED SOCIALIST
ECONOMIES

The changes brought about by a series
of depressions and wars led, not to a
confrontation of imperialism and social­
ism, but to the division of the world
into more or less centrally controlled
economic systems and to a widening of
the gap between capitalistically develop­
ed and under-developed nations. It is true
that this division is generally seen as one
between capitalist, socialist and “third
world” countries, but this is a mislead­
ing simplification of rather more com­
plex differentiations between these econ­
omic and political systems. “Socialism”
is falsely but commonly understood as
a state-controlled economy within a na­
tional framework, wherein planning re­
places competition. As such, it is no
longer capitalism in the traditional sense,
nor is it socialism in the Marxian sense
of an association of free and equal pro­
ducers. Functioning in a capitalistic and
therefore imperialistic world, it cannot
help partaking in the general economic
and political power competition and,
like capitalism, must either expand or
contract. It must grow stronger in 
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every respect in order to limit the expan­
sion of capitalism by which it would
otherwise be destroyed. The national
form of so-called socialist or state-con­
trolled regimes sets them in conflict not
only with the capitalist world, or parti­
cular capitalist nations, but also with
each other; they must give first con­
sideration to national interests, i.e. the
interests of the newly-emerged and pri­
vileged ruling strata, whose existence
and security are based on the national
state. This leads to the spectacle of a
“socialist” brand of imperialism and the
threat of war between nominally socia­
list countries.

Such a situation was inconceivable in
1917 and for that reason neither con­
firms nor disproves Lenin’s analysis of
imperialism, or any other made at the
time, but simply makes them irrelevant.
What happened since that time was not
a clear-cut struggle between the oppo­
sing forces of imperialism and socialism,
but the emergence of national-revolu­
tionary regimes in a number of forms of
colonialism. However, because imper­
ialism has been identified with capita­
lism, the anti-imperialist struggles were
waged with anti-capitalist and socialist
ideologies, even though the objective pre­
suppositions for socialism did not exist
in the rebelling nations. What these na­
tions could accomplish, or tried to ac­
complish, was to modernize themselves
by way of industrialization, which had
not been possible within the world
market relations dominated by the great
imperialist powers.

Contrary to Lenin and other Marxists,
the export of capital was not designed
to industrialize the subjugated countries
and thereby increase their profit-produ­
cing capacities, but was limited to their
exploitation as foodstuff and raw mater­
ial producers and as customers of goods
manufactured in the industrial nations.
The profits extracted in this fashion
aided the more rapid accumulation of
capital in the imperialist nations and 

therewith their ability to extract more
surplus-value out of their own laboring
population. The capital concentration
and centralization process divided the
world into developing and stagnating,
into “poor” and “rich” nations, just as
it polarized the classes in each particular
capitalist nation.
THIRD WORLD REVOLUTIONS

Anti-imperialist revolutions were re­
quired to change this state of affairs, but
their successes implied, at best, no more
than the possibility of a more rapid
development. Because of the already
achieved highly monopolized nature of
modern capitalism, this development
could not be initiated on a laissez-faire,
or private-property basis, but demanded
a state-controlled economy in order to
offset the as yet incomplete centraliza­
tion and organization of capital in the
imperialist nations by a stricter, more
effective, centralization in the newly
developing countries. But the state-con­
trolled economy implies, in principle, not
only the nationalization of capital, but
also the exclusion of foreign capital.
Thus it delimits with its own expansion
the international extension of the mono­
polistic private-enterprise capitalism.
Actually, of course, by force of circums­
tances, the economic relations between
the state-controlled and the private-enter­
prise economies are not completely sever­
ed and, where possible, they now involve
the recognition of at least partial mutual
interests rather than complete incompa­
tibility.

The growing number of nations adop­
ting the state-controlled road of devel­
opment weakens the domination of the
world market by the great capitalist
powers and makes their own further ex­
pansion increasingly more problematic.
They are thus forced to attempt to stop
this development, and this the more
so as the state-controlled economy im­
plies the end of the traditional capitalist
class relations. For private enterprise­

10



based capitalists, the state-controlled
economy implies as much as socialism
would, since it deprives them of their
ruling class position. For that reason,
present-day imperialism is not only a
question of the direct or indirect appro­
priation of the surplus-value produced in
other countries, but also an attempt to
arrest the further spread of state-control­
led systems by opposing national-revolu­
tionary movements going in that direc­
tion. However, no capitalist nation, or
combination of such nations, has thus
far had the power to prevent the trans­
formation of hitherto-underdeveloped
countries and — to employ the common
usage — no “socialist” nation, or com­
bination of such nations, has had the
power to defeat the capitalist world.

In this stalemate, which impairs the
expansion of both the capitalist and
“socialist” world, each nation, in cither
grouping, and notwithstanding its needs
for allies, tries first of all to safeguard
its own special interests. There is then
no real but only an opportunistic solidari­
ty between the nations in the capitalist
as well as in the “socialist” camp. In this
situation alliances are formed between
nations of different social structures, and
enmities arise between countries which
were expected to cooperate. This in­
dicates, of course, that nationalism and
imperialism are not opposites but imply
each other, even though the national sur­
vival of some countries may depend on
the imperialism of some other nation.
Under these conditions, the so-called
“third world” countries are not only ob­
jects of the rivalries between different
capitalist nations, not only of those be­
tween capitalism and “socialism” as
such, but also of the rivalries between
the “socialist” nations themselves. “So­
cialism” and imperialism are now so
inextricably intertwined as to negate
Lenin’s thesis that the socialism of his
conception would succeed monopolistic
imperialism.

Lenin’s theory of imperialism as “the
eve of world revolution” was an exten­
sion of his theory of the Russian revolu­
tion to the world as a whole. Just as in
Russia different classes combined under
proletarian leadership to overthrow auto­
cracy, so on an international scale, na­
tions, at various stages of development,
combine under the leadership of the in­
dustrial workers in the imperialist na­
tions against the common enemy —
monopolistic imperialism. Under such
conditions, it would be possible to by­
pass the otherwise inevitable capitalistic
development of semi-feudal countries
and, through their liberation, to integrate
the colonial regions into the emerging
socialist world. It was this theory which,
in Stalin’s view, made “Leninism the
Marxism of the age of imperialism.”
Based on the presupposition of successful
socialist revolutions in the advanced capi­
talist nations, the theory could neither
be proven right or wrong, as the expec­
ted revolutions did not materialize.

DIFFERENT FORMS OF
IMPERIALISM

In Lenin’s opinion, as stated in “Im­
perialism,” the “territorial division of
the whole earth by the great capitalist
powers was already completed”, and the
imperialist war was waged for the re­
division of the world, including the ter­
ritories of the imperialist powers them­
selves. Actually, the war weakened the
colonial powers and in the course of
the second world war deprived them of
their colonies and special spheres of
interest. Colonialism, that is, the direct
political-military control of markets and
raw materials, proved to be only one
historical form of imperialism, which
could be replaced by more subtle me­
thods of domination. The monopolistical­
ly-determined international “division of
labor” which incorporated colonization,
continued to determine the economic
conditions of the colonial countries even
after they had gained their political in­
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dependence. Their continued economic
dependency forced them to maintain or
re-establish commercial relations with
the great powers, which for the latter
are no less lucrative than those enjoyed
under colonial conditions. Independence
brought new ruling elites into being
whose interests are vested in the main­
tenance of the prevailing world-market
relations. In this way the fruits of im­
perialism can be gained with smaller
expense, even though there is now less
security with respect to investments than
there was before because of the danger
of further revolutionary developments.
To maintain the status quo, it is then
essential for the capitalist powers to
assist all collaborating national govern­
ments in the former colonies, and to
prevent the rise of governments which
would be unwilling, or unable, to con­
tinue the existing relationships. This is
largely done by economic means but also,
if necessary, by military interventions.

The end of colonialism has thus led
only to neo-colonialism through which
the dominating powers exercise their
control of dependent countries via their
own national governments. However, im­
perialism as neo-colonialism is no longer
the exclusive privilege of the capitalist
world, and in a somewhat modified form
appears in the “socialist” part of the
world as an aspect of the continued com­
petition between these different socio­
economic systems and for its own sake
as well. To be sure, there are small capi­
talist nations which flourish without en­
gaging in imperialistic activities. But such
nations, operating within the frame of
the capitalist world market, partake
nonetheless, albeit indirectly, in the im­
perialistic exploits of the larger imper­
ialist powers, just as — on the national
scale — many small sub-contractors pro­
fit from the business given to them by
the large prime-contractors producing for
the war economy. Not all capitalist coun­
tries can expand imperialistically. They
find themselves more or less under the 

control of those nations which have this
opportunity, even if the control restricts
itself to the economic sphere. It is for
this reason that some European obser­
vers see in the recent expansion of Am­
erican capital in Europe a form of neo­
colonialism and others press for a more
integrated Europe able to act as a “third
force” in a world dominated by imper­
ialistic powers.

THE INDOCHINA WAR

The great power blocs which were
formed in the wake of the second world
war are now beset with various dissol­
ving tendencies, and the imperialist
world remains in flux. It is often as­
sumed that all capitalistic activities are
directly determined by their immediate
needs to make profit and to accumulate
capital and when such obvious reasons
are not directly discernible, the critics
of capitalism are somewhat at a loss to
account for the rationale of imperialist
aggression. In the case of Indochina, for
example, the apparent absence of impor­
tant incentives for American interven­
tion has been a troublesome fact, which
was seemingly mitigated by the recent
discovery of offshore oil potentials,
which were supposed to explain, at least
in part, the war. It should be clear,
however, that the Indochina war was
there, and would be there, without this
discovery, and explanations must be
found in other than some definite but
isolated capitalistic interest. It will also
not do to speak of an “industrial-mili­
tary complex” conspiring within the Am­
erican system to serve particularistic in­
terests in disregard of those of society
as a whole. While it is true that imperia­
lism is economically motivated and spear­
headed by groups particularly favored
by it, such explanations fail to do justice
to the complexity of the problem by fail­
ing to consider the fundamental contra­
dictions of capital production.
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In capitalism, on a social level, neither
the production nor the accumulation
of capital is a consciously-controlled pro­
cess. Each capitalist entity, be it the en­
trepreneur, the corporation, the conglo­
merate or the multinational enterprise,
necessarily limits its activities to the
enlargement of its capital, without re­
gard to, or even the possibility of having
regard for, social needs and for the
course of social development. They are
blind to the national and international
social consequences of their relentless
need to enlarge their capital. Their
enormous weight within society deter­
mines social policies and therewith the
policies of government. They know what
they are doing, but not where it will
lead them ; they cannot comprehend the
consequences of their activities. War
may be initiated not because of some
definite economic expectations, such as
possession of specific raw materials, en­
try into new markets, or the export of
capital, but because of past economic
policies whose consequences were not
forseeable. This is quite clear, of course,
in the case of imperialistic activities in
defense of capitalist property which
stands in danger of being expropriated,
or has been expropriated, in nations
which try to gain, or regain, some mea­
sure of independence in economic as well
as in political terms. This explains recent
interventions such as those in Guatema­
la, Cuba, the Dominican Republic, the
Congo and so forth. It is not clear with
respect to Indochina, where American
interests are minimal and their possible
loss of no consequence to her economy.
Yet, this intervention, too, was the un­
foreseen outcome of past economic and
political developments, even though it
cannot be related to any immediate and
specific economic need or opportunity
on the part of American capitalism.
There is only one way to secure the
capitalist market economy and that is
through the continuous expansion of ca­
pital. It is this expansion which is the 

secret of its prosperous stages of deve­
lopment, just as a lack of expansion
results in periods of depression. For
American capital, the last depression,
that of 1929, did not lead to a new
period of prosperity but to an era of re­
lative stagnation, which was overcome
only through transforming the economy
into a war economy, that is, the growth
of production not by way of capital ac­
cumulation, but through the accumula­
tion of the national debt and production
for “public consumption” such as is
required by war and preparation for
war. Even the war failed to restore a
rate of capital expansion sufficient to
assure the full utilization of productive
resources and the available labor power.
The government found itself forced to
continue to support the economy by way
of deficit-financed public expenditures
which, by the nature of the capitalist
system, are expenditures which are non­
competitive with private capital and are
therefore largely military expenditures.

Military expenditures are, of course,
a deduction from the national income
and can neither be capitalized nor con­
sumed in the usual sense of the term. A
steady growth of expenditures for war
is possible only at the expense of capital
accumulation and living standards. It is,
therefore, no solution for the problems
caused by an insufficient rate of capital
expansion ; rather, it makes it more
difficult to achieve a solution. Capitalis­
tically, war makes “sense” only if it can
serve as an instrument for bringing about
conditions more favorable for a further
expansion and extension of capital. But
war or no war, short of an accelerated
rate of private capital expansion, there
is only the choice between a deepening
depression and its amelioration through
the further extension of non-profitable
“public expenditures”. However, where­
as war might eventually yield the precon­
ditions for an American penetration into
East Asia and elsewhere, and its present
expense be recompensed by future pro­
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fits, public expenditures for other pur­
poses do not have such effects. Experien­
ce shows that war does open up possibi­
lities for further capital expansion. From
a consistent capitalistic standpoint a suc­
cessfully-waged war is more “rational”
than a steady drift into capitalistic de­
cline, as manifested by an increase in
government-induced production outpac­
ing the expansion of private capital.

Even if the “mixed economy” has
found acceptance as a probably unavoid­
able modification of the capitalist sys­
tem, the “mix”, that is, governmental
interventions in the economy, are sup­
posed to be only such as benefit private
capital. To keep it that way, interferen­
ces in market relations must be limited
on the national as well as on the inter­
national level. Just as internally a gene­
ral expansion of government production
would spell the certain end of capitalistic
property relations, so the extension of a
state-determined social system of produc­
tion within the world economy points
toward the contraction of the free-enter­
prise economies. It is thus as important
to contain the spread of state-controlled
systems of production as it is within
each private-capitalist nation to restrict
governmental interventions in the econo­
my. Both these necessities are interrelat­
ed. With more nations adapting the state-
controlled form of capital production
and therewith limiting the expansion of
private capital, insufficient expansion of
the latter calls forth more intensive go­
vernment interventions. To halt the trend
toward state-capitalism in the market
economies requires the containment and
possibly the “roll-back” of already-estab­
lished state capitalist systems. But, while
at home the capitalists control their
governments and thus determine the kind
and degree of the latter’s economic in­
terventions, they can only halt the dread­
ed transformation abroad by either gain­
ing control of the governments of other
nations or by imperialistic interventions.

There is, then, no special reason for
America’s intervention in Indochina,
apart from her general policy of inter­
vening anywhere in the world in order
to prevent political and social changes
that would be detrimental to the so-cal­
led “free world”, and particularly to its
dominating power. Like an octopus, Am­
erica extends her suckers into all the
underdeveloped countries still under the
sway of capitalistic property relations to
assure their continued adherence to the
free-enterprise principle or, at least, to
the world-market relations which made
them appendages of Western capitalism.
She tries to rally all pro-capitalist forces
into various regional alliances ; arms and
finances the most reactionary regimes;
penetrates governments and offers aid
— all to halt any social movement
which might strive for the illusory goal
of political and economic self-determina­
tion. Because self-determination is not
a real possibility, the United States re­
cognizes that attempts to attain it could
only result in leaving the orbit of West­
ern capitalism to fall into that of the
Eastern powers.

Separately, none of the small nations
which experienced American interven­
tion endangered the United States hege­
mony in world affairs to any noticeable
extent. If they were hindered in their at­
tempts to rid themselves of foreign do­
mination and of their collaborating rul­
ing classes, it was in recognition of the
fact that their national-revolutionary ac­
tivities are not accidental phenomena,
but so many expressions of an as yet
weak but world-wide trend to challenge
the capitalist monopolies of power and
exploitation. They must, therefore, be
suppressed wherever they arise. In this
respect, the present differs from the past
in that past imperialistic interventions
took place in order to create empire, or
to subject other nations to the over-rule
of expanding foreign capital, whereas at
present they serve to prevent the des­
truction of capitalism itself.
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THE D’ENTENTE

For this reason the imperialist impera­
tive is more demanding than ever before;
while, at the same time, anti-imperialist
activities find their accentuation in a
developing world-wide economic crisis.
The recovery of European and Japanese
capitalism implies the return of their
imperialistic potentialities, and the di­
verging national interests between China
and Russia are additional elements sim­
mering in the cauldron of contradictory
capitalist, imperialistic and nationalistic
aspirations. ‘‘Peace” is no longer secur­
ed by the ‘‘balance of terror”, exercised
by the great atomic powers. Indepen­
dence has proved to be no solution for
the permanent crisis conditions of ncwly-
formed national states. But national as­
pirations can assert themselves only
through separate rivalries of the great
imperialist powers, just as these powers
exercise their foreign policy options via
the various national rivalries. Any small-
scale war has thus the potentiality of
issuing into a new world war. The ex­
plosive situations in India, the Middle
East, Indochina, and elsewhere, involve
issues at once nationalistic and imperial­
istic, affecting in one measure or an­
other the economic interests of all na­
tions. To avoid a new world conflagra­
tion, and yet to safeguard and expand
the nationally-organized capitals and
their profitability, brings about a feverish
diplomatic activity in search of favor­
able political-military combinations
which form one aspect of capitalist
competition.

The recent deliberations in Peking
and Moscow revealed clearly that wars
of national liberation can be waged only
within the framework of overriding big­
power interests, in which the latter are
the decisive elements. For example, the
situation in Indochina is what it is
because neither Russia nor China has
been willing to risk a world war to
drive the Americans out of Southeast 

Asia, just as they were equally unwilling
to allow the United States to become the
unchallenged power in the Pacific. Al­
though it is asserted that nothing but
the wish to pacify the world accounts
for the various diplomatic moves of the
imperialistic powers, this general desire
does not affect the actual national or
imperialist interests, and the economic
pressures at their base, which turn the
‘‘search for peace” into so many pre­
paratory steps toward a new world war.

A Chinese-American rapproachement
has nothing to offer the Russians except
the possibility of undoing such a strange
alliance by way of accommodation with
the Americans at the expense of Russian
ambitions, not only in the Pacific but
on a global scale. With this overture to
China, the American administration finds
itself in a position to exploit the frictions
between Russia and China for its own
imperialistic ends, even though each of
these powers remains, by virtue of its
different social structures and economic
systems, in opposition to the United
States. However, both the Stalin-Hitler
pact and Russia’s alliance with the anti­
fascist powers during the second world
war show that different socio-economic
systems may unit for a specific common
goal without, therefore, losing their basic
incompatibility. As with all other na­
tions, it is the overriding need to secure
and aggrandize the national state in the
imperialistic environment which deter­
mines Chinese foreign policies. If at one
time this required an anti-American at­
titude, at another time it may well lead
to an alliance with the former enemy.

Because capitalism and nationalism
cannot cease being imperialistic, it is
their prolongation, in no matter what
modified form, which raises the spectre
of new wars, even in the various at­
tempts to avoid a new holocaust. Since
the ‘‘uneven development” of the great
powers is the cause and effect of the
concentration and centralization process
of capital accumulation, as well as the 
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basis of imperialism, its detrimental ef­
fects upon the peace of the world could
only be removed through the abolition
of both capitalism and nationalism. /\nd
though this pressing need expresses itself
in a continued integration of the world
economy, this integration itself appears
in the form of an intensified imperialism.
As matters stand at present, the proba­
bility of avoiding new imperialistic wars,
either as national liberation struggles un­
der the tutelage of one or another of the 

competing imperialist powers, or as the
out-come of a newly-arising economic
world crisis involving the imperialist
powers themselves, is rather low. To
avoid the threatened destruction of the
world requires the emergence of anti­
capitalist movements in the advanced im­
perialist nations and their success in res­
tructuring the world economy in accor­
dance with the real needs of their popu­
lations through the transformation of
their own societies.

THE DECOLONIZATION
OF QUEBEC Henry Milner

In recent years, Quebec has produced a
popular and powerful movement united
by aims fundamentally opposed to the
status quo of this province. The move­
ment is characterized by a strong
separatist, left-wing ideology, and a
broad representation from labour and
professional classes. This volume
presents a radical and comprehensive
analysis of the movement and its roots
in the economic, social and historical
conditions of Quebec. It is sympathetic
to the movement’s goals, and as such is a
unique contribution to the present
debate on Quebec’s future.
McClelland and Stewart Ltd./The Canadian Publishers
Available at good bookstores everywhere. $3.95
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COLONIALISM AT

HOME AND

ABROAD

by Andre Qorz

Colonialism is not an external practice
of monopoly capitalism. It is from the
first an internal practice. Its victims are
not just the exploited, oppressed, dis­
membered nations, but the populations
living in the metropoles, in the dominant
countries.

This is the thesis I would like to ex­
pound here. This thesis may be surpris­
ing or shocking ; it runs counter to sim­
plified explanations which are all too
easy and all too widespread. In fact, it
is usual these days to divide the world
roughly into two camps : that of the
imperialistic, highly developed nations,
on the one hand ; and that of the domin­
ated and exploited nations on the other.
It is usual today to view the problem of
the coming decades as the problem of
the emancipation of those nations which
represent 54% of the world population
but which share in only 16% of the
wealth produced in the world The rich
nations and the “proletarian peoples” are
set in opposition to one another in a ra­
ther facile manner as if they were both
monolithic blocs. This conception of a
global antagonism may be useful and
natural for people who are engaged in an 

armed struggle against the troops of an
imperialist power. But it is a conception
which in the long run threatens to turn
against the very people who promote it.

First of all, there is a danger that the
division of the world into imperialist
nations and oppressed nations will en­
courage a belief in the possibility of a
national unity of peoples in struggle
against imperialism. This belief in “na­
tional democratic States” was in high
repute in the U.S.S.R. during the last
phase of the Algerian War. Since then, it
has been played down. For although cer­
tain wars of liberation — in North
Africa, South Asia, the Caribbean have
been, at certain moments national wars
in which the bourgeoisies participated
as co-leaders, subsequently it has rapid­
ly become apparent that once national
independence had been obtained on the
legal and formal level, the newly liberat­
ed nations very quickly became divided
within themselves over the question of
the content that should be given their
independence. And the national bour­
geoisies, even when they had played a
major role in the liberation struggle.
came to make alliances with the former 
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external enemy against their domestic
class enemy and to relinquish a substan­
tial portion of national independence in
their class interest. In Africa most parti­
cularly, all the newly emancipated na­
tions have fallen back into the political
and economic dependence of imperial­
ism, except for those notably Egypt in
which national liberation led ultimately
to the establishment of a socialist-orient­
ed State.

The division of the world into imper­
ialist and oppressed nations has the fur­
ther disadvantage of cutting the world
revolutionary movement in two. It is
easy to reply that the working classes of
the developed capitalist world are not,
today, revolutionary, and that unity with
them is of little concern. This thesis may
have a tactical and circumstantial truth
and efficacy. However, in a long-range
strategic perspective it is untenable. It
is tantamount to a final burial of the
chances for socialism in the advanced
capitalist world; it tends to erect a
universe in which the so-called rich peo­
ple would all be found on one side of
the barricade and the others on the op­
posite side, and in which socialism could
be extended to the developed nations
only as the result of a v/orldwide con­
flict.

This is why it seems to me important
to emphasize that the frontiers between
development and underdevelopment, be­
tween dominant economic powers and
dominated populations, between colo­
nizers and colonized, do not pass simply
between nations; that these frontiers
exist also within each nation of the capi­
talist world. The problem of the unity of
the world revolutionary movement
should not be posed only in terms of
political/ideological solidarity with anti­
imperialist movements; it must also try
to show a concrete convergence and
solidarity between the interests and
struggles of underdeveloped and develop­
ed peoples. This can best be done, I be­

lieve, through a critique of the monopo­
listic model of development — for this
type of development reveals that colo­
nialism is not just an external practice of
modern capitalism but also an internal
practice going on within the imperialist
country itself and continuing, without a
break, beyond this country’s own fron­
tiers.

This fact is starting to be perceived in
the U.S. by the American “new left,” as
it has been called : This “enw left” arose
out of moral indignation at racial op­
pression and poverty in the U.S.; very
naturally it was led to connect the strug­
gle against poverty and oppression at
home with the struggle not only against
the manifestations of American imper­
ialism, but against the economic system
itself which is the basis of imperialism
abroad and of poverty within the U.S.

The fact that monopoly capitalism is
incapable of finding solutions to its in­
ternal problems employment (or unem­
ployment) , education, the balanced deve­
lopment of the national economic
“space,” disparities in income, inequality
of opportunity, conservation of natural
resources, collective services and social
infrastructure, etc. — this fact is funda­
mental for any critique of the new forms
of economic imperialism. For this fact
not only shows that the anti-imperialist
•struggle abroad has potential allies with­
in the imperialist country — provided
that this struggle fights imperialism in
the name of an alternative model of
development and civilization — it also
shows that neo-colonialism is incapable
of solving problems in the dependent
countries, since exactly the same sorts
of problems continue to be unresolved
in the dominant countries themselves. I
would begin, then, by recalling several
facts concerning the U.S. and other ad­
vanced capitalist countries.

The United States, then, presents cer­
tain features characteristic of a dualistic
economy, with social and regional contra­
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dictions which recall the relations be­
tween dominant economy and dominated
economy. The internal development of
the United States has on the whole been
directed from the urban poles of the
eastern part of the country, with its in­
dustrial concentrations and financial dy­
nasties. The power of the New England
bourgeoisie over the development of the
economy long was unchallenged. Oil
strikes (Texas) or public underwriting
of bases of private accumulation (crea­
tion of military industries in California)
have been necessary in order for other
great industrial and financial poles to
emerge at the other end of the country.

The existence of several poles of deve­
lopment, centers of decision-making, and
seats of economic power, has not in the
lleast, however, produced a balanced
development of the nation’s human and
natural resources. On the contrary. The
geographical concentration of the process
of capitalist accumulation has necessarily
gone hand-in-hand with the relative —
or even absolute — improverishment of
other regions. These latter regions have
been used by the industrial and financial
centers as reservoirs of labor, of primary
and agricultural material. Like the colo­
nies of the great European empires, the
“peripheral” regions have provided the
metropoles with their savings, their lab-
ro-power, their men, without having a
right to the local reinvestment of the
capital accumulated through their activi­
ty. Thus, no new activity came to take
the place of the miners’ work, for exam­
ple, when the coal-beds were exhausted
or became unprofitable. In this way,
whole territories have become zones of
unemployment and poverty, or regions
emptied of their substance to the point
of no return that is, to a point where,
lacking a sufficient proportion of youth­
ful inhabitants as well as industrial and
cultural centers, these regions cease to
have the capacity for development. Some­
times they revert to desert or wasteland.

Because of this quasi-colonial type of
development, the structural crises of old
industires (textiles, copper, coal, iron,
shipbuilding, etc.) and of agriculture
are expressed in dramatic regional crises.
And nowhere are these crises resolved
by the readaptation of activities in line
with local resources and needs. This
process of reconversion would be pos­
sible only if the regions and their com­
munities possessed an economic and
political power of initiative. The latent
potentialities and the economic and
the human optimum of a region could
be mobilized, only if the region had a
real autonomv, had elected assemblies,
and above all if the economic centers
of decision-making were subject to a
democratic and popular power of orien­
tation and control—which is obviously
incompatible with their private manage­
ment.

The policy of poles of industrial
development which has been adopted in
most capitalist countries is undoubtedly
advantageous from the standpoint of
large private groups, but not from the
noint of view of the economy as a whole.
The pole is generally a big or middle-
sized ci tv on whose peripherv the State
at the expense of the collectivity, lavs out
industrial zones in which private indus­
try will then be “induced” to establish
itself bv fiscal allowances, subsidies, gifts
of land, buildings, roads, etc. The indus­
tries installed are most often subsidiaries
of indipeneous or foreign monopolies.
Their activity does not tend towards the
development of the region but towards
the establishment of exnort industries
oriented towards alreadv developed re­
gions things such «s assembly workshops.
heaw industries in the first processing
stage, subcontracting plants.

These industries, established in accor­
dance with a calculation of “middle­
term” profitability, stimulate migrations
towards the “nole” from tens of kilome­
ters around. The rural population which 
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flocks in is not hired only — or even
principally — in industry ; an important
proportion flows towards parasitical and
tertiary activities, increasing the number
of bistrots, of petty worthless traffickers,
of middle-men who interpose three, four,
ten speculative transactions between the
producer and the consumer of food pro­
ducts or the latest consumer goods. The
industrial “pole,” instead of raising the
regional society to a new internal equili­
brium. instead of diversifying and en­
riching local activities, human relations,
and regional culture, thus causes a de­
terioration in — indeed a destruction of
the regional culture, a sub-proletarianiza­
tion of the population, the creation of a
mass of vagrants. This population will
know the frivolities and perversions of
industrial civilization but none of its ad­
vantages, in educational matters in par­
ticular.

The proliferation of speculative ac­
tivities. especially in the areas of com­
merce. land, and real estate — and the
cost of the urban infractructure, of ur­
ban services, of the losses of agricultural
production, will ultimately amount to
far more than what a progressive and
balanced development of the region in
terms of needs would have cost.

It is a fortiori absurd, not to say crim­
inal. to distribute “affluent” goods, or
allow them to be distributed, in countries
which are in the initial stage of their in­
dustrialization. The sudden appearance
of the technical gadgets of advanced in­
dustrial civilization in the hands of a
privileged minority, native or foreign,
necessarily has a corrupting effect on the
Andalusian. Calabrian or Mexican peas­
ant. This corrupting effect is exerted on
a popular mass which is discovering the
results and by-products of the technical-
scientific praxis in which these inven­
tions originate. These foreign by-pro­
ducts — in the eyes of the mass which
receives them in such a direct, unmediat­
ed fashion — have an appropriately 

magical character. The time-lag between
the civilizations which abruptly confront
one another is so great that no means of
passage from one to another can be
imagined. The only way of obtaining the
by-products of the technical-scientific
civilization, for the Andalusian laborer
for example, is money ; but no labor will
be able to get him the necessary money.
In a flash, all his needs become perverted
and mystified into money needs.

Moreover, in the metropoles them­
selves a comparable effect takes place
among poorly-educated adolescents in
poor neighborhoods. Their reaction is
violence and the taste for violence; and
violence is not just an immediate, des­
perate negation of the social order and
its privileges, but also a magical mode
of appropriation — by consumption/des­
truction — of the surrounding civiliza­
tion. The immediacy of violence is the
spontaneous response to a civilization
which portrays itself as consuming and
not as creating. Violence is the truth of
a civilization which has cut off the con­
sumer from the producer, the producer
from the product ; which has uprooted
the individual from any human, natural
life-situation ; which has Quantified —
that is. has reduced to reified relation­
ships the relation (in work) between
man and his tools and man and nature,
the relation (in his habitat) between
man and his environment, and the rela­
tion between men.

In underdeveloped countries, thus it is
of primary importance — as Rene Du­
mont, Frantz Fanon and Mao Tse-tung
have all emphasized, each in his own
way — to base a strategy of develop­
ment not upon poles of growth and upon
the injection of advanced industries into
a rural setting, but upon a whole series
of transitions aimed at a qualitative and
quantitative development of human re­
sources. One of the great lessons of the
Chinese Revolution — a lesson which is
today being recognized by Polish Yugos­
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lavian and Soviet economists — is that a
healthy, solid agriculture which is able
to ensure its own expanded reproduction,
is an essential condition for long-range
development.

Industrialization should never give
rise to the pillage of the rest of the eco­
nomy. It should, on the one hand, prog­
ress from below — that is, be accom­
plished in terms of the needs of the
majority of the population, which is
rural, under the control of agricultural
working communities and at their in­
itiative, by the creation of local indus­
tries which complement agriculture ; and
it must, on the other hand, take place
from above only insofar as the creation
of modern industrial complexes near big
cities contributes to the elevation of the
level of agricultural productivity and that
of the local industries complementary to
agriculture. In other words, large-scale
industry will be a stimulus for the whole
economy and will result in balanced
development only if it begins by provid­
ing other sectors — the agricultural
sector, to start with — with production
goods which raise the productivity and
capacity for accumulation of each sector.

For example, between the extremes re­
presented by the wooden plough drawn
by men or animals and the mechanized,
automatic plough, there is a whole series
of intermediary stages that have to be
taken into account — not only in order
to maintain full employment, but also
because a national culture can be forged
only through the elevation of culture into
labor by the appropriation of nature, and
not by the brutal destruction of the tra­
ditional relations between labor and na­
ture.

I do not mean by these remarks that
development has to be completely self-
sufficient. It should be autonomous.
which is something quite different. And
this autonomy does not in the least ex­
clude recourse to foreign technology nor
even to loans, gifts or, under certain 

conditions, foreign investments. Autono­
my of development means that the im­
pulse for growth comes from within the
society, is founded on the development
of its own material resources and human
energies. It does not mean that the devel­
oping society must, on its own, go
through all the historical and technical
stages which have in the past led from
an essentially agrarian economy to an
industrial, mechanized and automated
one. If this were true, then the chasm
separating the developed world from the
underdeveloped world would continue
to grow rather than being closed.

Nevertheless, even though foreign aid
and even foreign investment should be
sought, these in themselves are incapable
of resolving the problem of development,
as much from a quantitative as from a
qualitative point of view. They can con­
tribute to balanced development only un­
der the following conditions :

1. That foreign aid or investment is
placed within the framework of an over­
all plan for the economy and is held
strictly to respect the objectives of that
plan ;

2. That the foreign technical person­
nel charged with the implementation of
aid programs is placed under the ad­
ministrative and technical control of the
beneficiary country, which obviously pre­
supposes the existence in this country of
competent technical personnel trained in
several foreign schools and industries and
who are thus able to evaluate the com­
parative advantages of the existing tech­
niques of different countries and to com­
bine them in optimum ways. A multi-na­
tional aid program is always preferable
to aid from only one large country ;

3. That the resources are “normaliz­
ed” so that they are not tributaries of
the techniques and raw materials of the
country providing them ;

4. That, in the case of private aid, the
facility is provided according to the sys- 
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tern of rental-sale — that is, following
amortization and normal remuneration
of the capital involved, the facility be­
comes the property of the beneficiary
country ;

5. That techniques of foreign origin
(licenses and patents) also become the
property of the beneficiary country fol­
lowing amortization, that they can be
developed and modified during the amor­
tization period and can be exploited with
no restriction whatever.

There is no need for yet another de­
monstration that foreign investment, par­
ticularly North American investment,
has never had the aim of stimulating the
process of industrialization and develop­
ment, and that it has not in the least had
this effect. 1 will limit myself to men­
tioning certain aspects of the new econo­
mic imperialism, basing my remarks on
the remarkable study by the Pakistani
economist Hamza Alvali.1

I believe that the situation and pro­
blems of the working-class and socialist
movement in the advanced capitalist
countries concern and interest the peo­
ples of the whole world. This is why
the retarded development of this move­
ment is doubly unfortunate. For the set­
back' and misfortunes sustained by the
Western working-class movement over
the last decades: its frequently low level
of internationalist consciousness; the
fact that capitalism has not, up to now,
been destroyed in any developed country
and that its defeat is not in sight in any
such country — all this explains, in
large measure, the division of the world
revolutionarv movement, the impatience
and skepticism of certain anti-imperialist
forces repardins the European workers’
parties All this .too, makes a centralized
anti-imperialist strategy on a world scale
an impossibility.

Today, there can only be a number of
strategies with a hish degree of auto­
nomy — as tends to be confirmed by the 

recent tricontinental conference in Ha­
vana and by the creation of an organ of
F.S.M. (Federation Syndicale Mondiale
— World Labor Federation) for West­
ern Europe. However, the necessity for
autonomous regional strategies does not
in the least mean that the fragmentation
of the anti-imperialist forces has to be
accepted. Quite the contrary : the diver­
sity of strategies only makes their coor­
dination more necessary. It is likely that
the Vietnam war would never have be­
come so large, nor have taken the course
it had, if it hadn’t been for the Sino-
Soviet conflict. Each region of the world
is related to the problems, difficulties
and struggles of all the others.

Nationalism, which is the spontaneous
reaction to this situation of dependence,
is obviously neither an adequate res­
ponse nor, above all, an appropriate one.
For each country, the attainment of de­
mocracy and internal autonomy takes
place through the conquest of its real
sovereignty, but this sovereignty can no
longer be attained on a national basis
in the face of monopolies whose strategy
is international. Moreover, the desire for
national sovereignty may have a political
and economic content which is just as
reactionary as servility to the dominant
country. Specifically. anti-Americanism
— in the case of Gaulist France, Franco’s
Spain, Pakistan, etc. — may reflect the
conflicts of two imperialisms, of un­
equal strength but equally disastrous, be­
tween which there is little to choose; it
may onlv be a matter of using their rival­
ry to achieve freedom from the domina­
tion of both.

These remarks bring me back to my
starting point. Nationalism may be a
positive, progressive, legitimate reaction
from the cultural point of view, but it is
a completely inadequate ideological base
for a fight against imperialism on the
economic and political plane. In fact, it
may even enable imperialism to play off
its subject countries against one another, 
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to profit from the traditional rivalry of
the weak and oppressed, to create op­
pressors which dominate their neighbors
to the advantage of the imperialist power
and which compensate for their own
humiliation by taking it out on those
that are weaker.

The real terrain on which political au­
tonomy and self-determination of the pro­
cess of development might be recon­
quered is the political-economic terrain.
But on this terrain, the struggle can ef­
fectively be waged only through a coor­
dination of the efforts of several nations
on the same continent, and even of those 

on different continents. This coordina­
tion itself will lead to ilberation only if
its objectives and themes of struggle
also speak to the hearts and minds of
those forces within the developed capi­
talist world which are fighting against
the monopolistic model of development,
against the myth of “affluence” and the
“consumer society,” against internal co-
lonalism. Imperialism cannot be defeat­
ed on its periphery unless it is also at­
tacked in its metropolitan positions.

(Reprinted in abridged form from
Liberation, November, 1971.)
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WHY FOOD PRICES ARE HIGH

Total food prices rose 42.5% from
1961 to July of 1972.

The prices farmers received for their
produce rose by 25.4% during the same
period.

That 25.4% increase was wiped out by
a rise in the farm production costs of
40.2%.

This means in reality farmers lost 14.8%
in income from 1961 to July of 1972 due
to increased costs.

While farmers were making less money
to meet those rising costs, the economy was
booming.

Canada’s Gross National Product increas­
ed steadily.

The National Farmers Union did some
research into the cost of producing one
bushel of wheat four years ago.

If farmers in 1968 were going to earn
the poverty level as established by the Eco­
nomic Council of Canada, they must re­
ceive between $2.35 and $2.65 per bushel
of wheat produced in Saskatchewan. This
would represent an approximate 8% return
on their investment or just enough money
to cover the interest payments on the money
they borrowed to keep farming.

The highest price Canadian wheat ever
fetched on the world market was $2.24 per
bushel in 19181

The Wheat Board sells wheat at a whole­
sale price mainly to overseas buyers. How­
ever the price wheat is sold for is not the
price the farmer receives. In 1968 Number
I wheat sold for $1.94 per bushel. After
deducting shipping, cleaning and other
costs, farmers received 1.70 per bushel.

Suddenly last year wheat prices climbed
dramatically after hiring a low of $1.68 in
1971. At rhe end of July 1972 the price
reached $1.70 per bushel. One month later
the price jumped to $1.84. By the end of
September the price leaped up to $2.31
per bushel Throughout October and Nov­

ember consistently high prices prevailed.
Just by some strange coincidence, Cana­

da suffered through a federal election dur­
ing that period of high prices.

A farmer who can’t cover his cost of pro­
duction is called unviable and in the spirit
of the Task Force must be ’rationalized”
off of his land. The farmer really has only
two options for survival: buy more ex­
pensive machinery or buy more land there­
by owing the banks more money.

The natural question of why doesn’t the
farmer get a fair price for his produce
arises. Here lies the crux of the dilemma.
The food industry is probably one of the
most profitable in this country.

The price of farm-produced foods in­
creased by $2.8 million between 1961 and
1970. The corporations received 64% of
that increase.

The list below shows the return on ca­
pital employed for the year ending in 1971.

Canada Packers 7.63%
Canada Safeway 8.73%
General Foods 10.30%
Oshawa Group(IGA) 5.03%
Steinberg’s 4.78%
weighted average 6.99%

Between 1968 and 1971, the five com­
panies made a total profit of $173.2 mil­
lion. This represents a 23.3% increase in
profits for the period.
Canada Packers 68-72, 24.7%

from $8.1 to 10.1 million
Canada Safeway 68-71, 25.3%

from $12.0 to 15.0 million
General Foods 68-72, 36.2%

from $6.8 to 9-2 million
Steinberg’s 68-71, 47.8%

from $6.4 to 9.5 million
Don Humphries, CUP

Thanks to Statistics Canada, federal Department
of Agriculture, National Fanners Union, NDP re­
search, Harold Bronson and especially Don Mitchell
who knows more about agriculture than anybody in
this country.

increase,

increase,

increase,

increase,
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CONTRADICTIONS WITHIN

STATES WITH SOCIALIST

CONSTITUTIONS

by Serge Mallet

Serge Mallet is a French sociologist and
political analyst, contributor to Nouvelle Ob-
scrvateur, and active with the socialist Left.
This paper was given at the Bertrand Russell
Centenary Symposium, “Spheres of Influence
in the Age of Imperialism”, Linz, Austria
September, 1972.

It was translated by John MummS, Andr6
Cardinal and others.

During the Cabris conference, or­
ganized in September, 1970 by the
journal L’Homme et la Societe, Franz
Marek asked the difficult question re­
garding a situation such as occurred in
Czechoslovakia for the world perspec­
tive on the development of socialism :
a Marxist must ask himself, what is the
real nature of the social system esta­
blished in the Soviet Union ? The second
question follows immediately : what
relationship does the U.S.S.R. have with
those socialist countries that make up
its sphere of influence ?

To these two questions political
answers are, for the most part, over­
simplified, and do no more than confirm
prejudices that were adopted around the
period of 1968 or earlier.

Those parts of the working class
movement that disapproved of the So­
viet intervention were still trying to
hold their special relationship to the
Soviet Union. (I think especially here of,
not only the Communist parties of
Western Europe, but also of certain
Trotskyist views or leftwing social de­
mocrats) Those parties considered the 
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Soviet intervention in Czechoslovakia as
a “serious error” whose consequences
would be rapidly erased.

From the point of view of their own
political development, they could hard­
ly have adopted any other attitude since
their own capacity for political growth
is tied to their need to keep the Soviet
model. Western public opinion forced
them, on the other hand, to publicly
criticise the Czech situation. It is ob­
vious that the recent Prague events were
used by the Pompidou propaganda ma­
chine in France preparing for the par­
liamentary elections of 1970. The Prague
events also destroyed the credibility of
the “democratic proclamations” included
in the unity pact between the Socialists
and the Communists. (The “democratic
proclamations” were insisted upon by the
Socialists as the price for an electoral
alliance with the Communists.)

In Italy and in Spain the image of
Soviet tanks in Socialist Czechoslavakia
weighs heavily on the Communist parties
of those countries in spite of more
rigorously critical positions taken by
them. Both of these parties which ap­
pear to be the principle political oppo­
sitions in their respective countries have
been held back by useless and limiting
alliances with the Center or moderate
Right in order to prove their democratic
committment. There was a time when
in order to prove their intention of not
operating as the Soviets did, Communist
parties were satisfied to seek alliances
with liberals; since Prague they feel
obliged to go even further by approach­
ing the “enlightened capitalists” of Ita­
lian Christian Democracy. The Italian
CP is currently considering the possibili­
ty of an eventual governing alliance with
these groups. This attitude has provoked
permanent conflicts with its own con­
stituency, of which the most important
and serious result will be the emergence
of the Communist trade unions as an
autonomous political and social force
outside the Communist party.

SPAIN

In the same way the Spanish CP sees
the overthrow of the Franco regime only
through an alliance with moderate Mo­
narchists and the liberal wing of Opus
Dei, the most monopolistic elements of
Spanish capitalism. But the CP is paying
for this political opportunism with a
continuing split between itself and the
most revolutionary elements in the na­
tional minorities such as the Basques
and the Catalonians. It is these two
groups that are in the vanguard of op­
position to Franco, and are the groups
inside Spain which have genuine mass
support. The Basque and Catalonian
churches, hierarchy included, have the
luxury of being to the left of the CP and
the working class. In short, the more
the Communist parties of Western Eu­
rope, which are serious contenders for
political power — and this is the case
in France, Italy and Spain — hold to
their special relationship with the Soviet
Union and the legacy of its state system,
the more they are forced to seek right­
wing alliances, which raises the question
of how seriously they want to come to
power.

And they are the ones in fact who
have difficulty answering the arguments
of their adversaries. Once the CP comes
to power or plays a leading role, what
will prevent even a minority faction from
using the “Breznev Doctrine” and ap­
pealing for Soviet tanks when difficul­
ties arise ? Or put another way, what
would be the nature of state relations
between a France governed by a Com­
munist-Socialist alliance, and the Soviet
Union ? The same question could be
asked of Italy or Spain. The Soviet
Mediterranean fleet could arrive very
quickly at Marseilles or Malaga.. What
would be the nature of economic and
commercial relations ? Would they be
between equals or not ? The Communist
parties of Western Europe reply, cor­
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rectly, that France and Italy are power­
ful countries, heavily industrialized. But
this was exactly the case of Czechoslo­
vakia in 1948, and this did not prevent
the development of a one-sided relation­
ship with the USSR. (How much more
vulnerable were backward agricultural
countries like Poland and Bulgaria !)
And further, would a Communist-Socia­
list government accept peacefully being
voted out of office, or would there in­
evitably follow a serious deterioration in
internal and external relations, leading
to an appeal for the “Fraternal aid” of
the Soviet Union, and permitting at the
same time a beginning of the process
of unequal integration such as Czechos­
lovakia has witnessed.

Therefore the decisive question re­
garding the change to socialism for those
countries of Western Europe where
exists a powerful Communist party is
the real nature of the Soviet Union and
the nature of its relationship with its
neighbors of the Socialist camp. How­
ever these fears were expressed over
and over again in clear and public terms
by the leaders of the Western Communist
parties to the Communist party of
the USSR BEFORE the intervention
in Czechoslovakia. These questions
were asked again at the announcement
of each series of political trials, but
the leadership chose to ignore them, pre­
ferring to run the risk of a split with
these parties.
SOVIET RATIONALIZATION
At the time of the invasion, the main
Soviet defense was the prevention of
Czechoslovakia’s becoming the training
ground for German-American imperial­
ism. It was the only one of the Soviet
arguments that has any credibility ; this
credibility spread beyond the Soviet
sphere of influence to the Gaullists, for
example. The armed intervention of the
Soviet forces in Czechoslovakia, as de­
plorable as it is in terms of the Leninist
doctrine on nationalities, could be jus­

tified in terms of Stalin’s restricted mili­
tary intervention just prior to World War
II. This intervention, for example into
the Baltic countries and Eastern Poland,
the Western Ukraine and parts of Fin­
land, was a preventive strategic opera­
tion to protect the Soviet Union.

Since the German-Russian pact, and
the German-Polish pact, this argument
no longer exists. Strange that the West­
ern Communist parties have not used
the normalization of relations between
the USSR and West Germany to tell the
USSR that the Soviet military occupation
is no linger justified ! They did not do
it because they knew very well that they
would not be listened to, but that instead
the argument would be considered a
rupture between the USSR and the other
Communist parties, although under other
circumstances the argument would have
been considered a principled one.

Continued Soviet occupation and in­
ternal repression in Czechoslovakia des­
pite the normalization of relations with
West Germany with the de jure recogni­
tion by West Germany of the Oder-
Neisse Line, and the existence of East
Germany (only a few months after
August, 1960), show that the Soviet
intervention was not determined by any
foreign policy, but rather by considera­
tions of national defense. National de­
fense also played a large role in the
Soviet aggression of 1939 even if even­
tually these interventions became an­
nexations, and as early as 1945 a policy
of forced Russification in the Baltic
states and Bessarabia was developed. We
cannot deny either the preoccupation
with national defense of certain Soviet
generals like Youkov whose initiative led
eventually to the invasion into Hungary
in 1956, although the repression of the
workers’ councils and the physical liqui­
dation of the Communists around Nagy
showed that after all internal preoccupa­
tions were more important. (The non­
Communist element that participated in
the Hungarian revolt escaped the re­
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pression or got away with a few months
in jail.) But the strategic factor was
only part of the problem with Czechos­
lovakia. It was essentially due to some
internal logic within the Soviet state that
the tanks of Marshall Gretchko broke
the hopes that the Prague Spring raised
in the non-Communist countries.
THE MIDDLE EAST

To the detriment of the long-term
Soviet interests, I recall that I publicly
warned the left-wing supporters of Nas­
ser, two years ago, against the internal
consequences of their unconditional sup­
port of the Soviet intervention in Czech­
oslovakia as I warned them of the poli­
tical danger of the take-over by the
Soviet technicians of the military equip­
ment of the Arab armies of Machrek.
They paid twice : they were forced by
the Soviets to abandon the Palestinian
resistence movement which lost them
their popular support, and which further
made it easy for the right-wing nation­
alists to eliminate them from the political
scene.

Ali Sabri was imprisoned for not
resisting the Soviet technicians ; in ad­
dition the Soviet Union lost fifteen years
of work in the Arab world because of
the departure of the Russian technicians.
The take-over of Sadat that led Egypt to
leave the positive neutralist camp and
realign itself with the capitalist Western
world was possible only because the
Soviet Union, even in her relations with
allies as unreliable as the Arab nation­
alist movements, could not get rid of her
complex of being a great power. None
of the Arab leaders ever believed in the
disinterested motives of their great Soviet
ally. The tanks of Prague re-inforced
among them this conviction that the
existence of Soviet military bases on
their territory constituted a danger that
had to be stopped one day. That day
was never chosen, and even if Iraq is
celebrating today its acquisition of Rus­
sian MIGs, a gesture it criticised the 

Egyptians for, it is a fact that the depar­
ture of the Russian technicians from
Egypt is. the first big blow to the Soviet
zone of influence.

Can’t the mistrust of the Arab leaders
be explained by the fact that those lead­
ers who never had close rapport with
Marxist ideology only saw the Soviet
Union as the powerful Czarist empire
interested in having a foot in the Medi­
terranean, and that they could use to
get rid of the British influence and stop
the American one ? Couldn’t the Arab
leaders take a completely different course
if they felt that the Russian influence
was too great ? Didn’t the non-Marxist
Sadat then succeed in doing what the
Marxist Dubchek could not even im­
agine ?

What can we learn from this progres­
sive elimination of the Soviet influence
in the Arab countries. What can we learn
from the impotence of the Russian diplo­
macy in having any influence in Black
Africa, and of the gigantic errors made
by the representatives of the USSR in
Guinea, the Congo, in Tanzania, as in
Egypt or in Syria ? It is beyond all stra­
tegic calculation. The present nature of
the Soviet state, the nature of the politic­
al class that it has created is such that it
cannot any more than the U.S. hide the
fundamental imperialist character of the
relationship that it develops with the
small nations.

Throughout Western Europe the USSR
still benefits from the ideological effects
of her revolutionary past. Like a dead
star, the light of the Red Kremlin still
illuminates, albeit weakly, working class
consciousness. A country that has just
entered world history cannot be sensi­
tive to this dead star. Whether it turns
its eyes toward Red China, or tries to
create new revolutionary ideologies, it
can only take the Soviet Union for what
it has become. Such a country can only
hold tactical and short-term alliances
with the Soviet Union.
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THE NATURE OF THE SOVIET
SYSTEM

However, it is simplistic to merely list
these phenomena and then conclude that
the U.S.S.R. has evolved towards a re­
turn to capitalism. The nature of its
social system has not changed since
1925-35, although the growth of the
productive forces and the stabilization of
the international situation make the
social consequences of some of these
characteristics more visible today.
Whereas the privileges of the bureaucra­
tic class were limited to extra tea or
coffee during the famines of 1923-27,
now they are likely to be more spacious
apartments, country houses, or “priv­
ate” cars.

In 1956, Mao Tse Tung recognized
the existence of what he called “contra­
dictions in the heart of the people,” and
stated that “socialist societies also de­
velop through a contradiction between
productive forces and productive rela­
tionships.”

To refresh certain memories, these
“April theses” of Mao Tse Tung were
some of the most important politico-
theoretical texts used by the “revisionist”
Polish and Hungarian intellectuals as
support for their radical criticism of the
Stalinist model. A few extracts will
show how these texts were relevant to
their situation.

“Certain naive ideas seem to suggest that
contradictions no longer exist in a socialist
society...

“A socialist society also develops through a
contradiction between productive forces and
productive relationships. In a socialist or com­
munist society, technical innovations and im­
provements of the social system inevitably
continue to take place ... Contradictions such
as those between progress and conservation,
the advanced and the retarded, the positive
and the negative, are produced constantly in
changing conditions and different circum­
stances .. . One contradiction leads to an­
other ; when old contradictions are resolved,
others appear...

“Thus there will be a struggle between
people even though its nature and its form
must be different from those of class societies.
From this point of view there is nothing
strange about the existence of contradictions
between the individual and the collective in
a socialist society ...”(•)

Analysing these texts, Pierre Naville says
“Thus, this somewhat entangled framework
involves two types of contradictions: first,
within the system of production, those who op­
pose the workers, and second, within the sys­
tem of social forces, those who have some
control over the means of production oppose
those who do not. These two contradictions
express the same relationship, however; in the
first case, it occurs within the framework of
the system of production, and in the second
case, it occurs within the system of property.
Thus consumption and control are the two
aspects of a double social antagonism.

“But what becomes of this explanation when
the political, juridical, and economic power
of the capitalist bourgeoisie are largely abo­
lished ? If we are to believe Mao Tse Tung
and the Chinese communists, it remains valid,
with one difference: the contradictions it
reveals will not stay antagonistic. They can
be surmounted, little by little, by an appro­
priate programme and control of their evolu­
tion. They do not engender a revolutionary
situation.

“There are two methods of analysing these
’non-antagonistic contradictions’. The first
consists of defining them formally but some­
what vaguely : the new against the old, the
individual against the collectivity, the incor­
rect against the correct, the bad against the
good. However, these characteristics are some­
what removed from Marxian methods of anal­
ysis. The second manner, which is preferred
by Russian economists, consists of characteriz­
ing the (non-antagonistic) contradictions in a
more concrete way. having to do with work,
income and profession: farmers/workers, in­
tellectuals/manual workers, urban/rural, pro­
ductive/non-productive people.

“But both methods avoid the question of
how these (non-antagonistic) oppositions or
(•) Quotations from the “People’s Journal” of

Peking, of April 5, 1956. Cited by Pierre
Naville In “la Bureaucratle et la Rdvolutlon,”
Ed. Anthropos. Paris, pp. 273-74.
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distinctions are linked to the more general
and fundamental opposition between produc­
tive forces and productive relationships, which,
according to Marx, must have an antagonistic
nature.”

Naville has to conclude that “it is difficult
to understand what is meant by a contradic­
tion (even a non-antagonistic one) between pro­
ductive forces and productive relationships.”

Since then, Chinese thought has evolv­
ed at least as much as the practice. The
contradictions have become so “non-an­
tagonistic” that today Chinese thought is
being called upon to aid the awakening
of the Russian revolutionary movement
against the “new capitalist class which
has usurped power”. But let’s stay for
the time being with our theoretical
enquiry.
BASIC CONFLICTS IN THE U.S.S.R.

The U.S.S.R. represents, compared to
other socialist countries, an extreme
form of bureaucracy. This difference has
always been recognized by the soviet
theoreticians who consider this to be
precisely “the proof that the U.S.S.R. is
the most advanced form of socialism”.
.And the social contradictions which
arise, openly or not, are the result of
this “unresolved antagonism” between
productive forces and productive rela­
tionships. That is to say between pro­
ducers and collective owners of the
means of production.

As in the capitalist system, in socialist
societies, it is the secondary conflicts
produced by these social contradictions
which tend to erupt most vigorously :

1) Conflicts between monopolistic
state industrial production and the peas­
antry who still form the numerical major­
ity. (This, for example is the point of
departure for the Hungarian uprising of
1954-56). The peasantry often first ex­
press themselves through the wave of
new students who come from the peas­
ant class. (To what extent is the Cultur­
al Revolution in China a reflection of
this ?)

2) Conflicts between the rising tech­
nocratic sector, which wants to ration­
alize the economy and render it more
flexible, and the political bureaucracy
which attempts to conserve absolute
control over the productive apparatus.
This, of course, was the conflict that
underlay that “springtime in Prague”.

3) Above all, conflicts between the
nationalist tendencies of the bureaucra­
cies of the socialist states — reflecting
closely the feeling of national oppression
felt by the masses towards the Soviet
State. (It sometimes happens that the
national revolt organizes all sectors of the
society against Soviet control and that
a part of the controlling bureaucracy
uses the national revolt in order to gain
concessions from the Soviets, ie. that the
national question is used to mask inter­
nal divisions . . .).

4) The same aspect in another frame­
work can also be seen. National mi­
norities, or more exactly, nations for­
cibly integrated into the Russian State,
struggle to obtain their independence,
whether this results in a national so­
cialism or something else. Although the
struggles are still severely controlled,
they will probably explode through the
decades to come.

But don’t these secondary contradic­
tions mask the principal contradiction
between producers and directors of the
apparatus of production ?
THE DEMAND FOR WORKERS’
COUNCILS

Here it must be remembered that
there is a constant factor in all the
revolts which occurred in the socialist
countries : whether these revolts were
the initiative of liberal intellectuals and
technocrats — as in Czechoslovakia, or
whether their base was always the
nationalist movement — as in Yugo­
slavia in 1948 or Hungary in 1956;
whether the movement was directed by
the controlling national bureaucracy and 
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was organized against the soviet bureau­
cracy without the appearance of open
internal splits (Albania, Rumania), or
finally, whether it directly expresses the
discontent of the working class itself
(Berlin 1959, Poznan 1956, Gdansk
1970), every movement protesting
against the system of centralized State
socialism results in the setting up of or
at least the demand for, workers coun­
cils. And it is at this moment that the
Russian tanks appear.

This means that the principal con­
tradiction lies in the question of control
of the productive apparatus. It is a
social contradiction in the sense that
in practice it opposes the sector of so­
ciety which monopolizes the surplus
value against the producers. (The mo­
nopolizing sector is composed of diverse
social groups with sometimes antagonis­
tic interests. To take an example from
the U.S.A., there is the army on the
one hand, and the managers of the
consumer society on the other, who
often have a slightly more “liberal”
conception of planning.)

The difference between the U.S.S.R.
and the developed capitalist countries
is that the U.S.S.R. does not have any
buffer classes — middle classes carrying
on a relatively autonomous economic
activity. Agriculture, commerce and
services are equally collectivized, and
the promotion of each individual depends
on the famous “nomenklatura”. On the
one hand is the central political bureau­
cracy and on the other a single homo­
genous class of workers without res­
ponsibilities, without the power to
participate in decision-making.

“The result of the revolution is de­
termined by the fight between the two
essential social classes ; the working
class and the bureaucracy. State owner­
ship of the means of production is just
another form of ownership depending
on the social groups to whom the State
“belongs”. In a nationalized economy, 

the only people who can influence the
bulk of the economic decisions, and thus
the means of production themselves, are
those who participate in the decisions
of the public authorities or those who
can influence them. Political power is
Jinked to power exercized over the
process of production and distribution.
Who holds power in our State ? Only
one party, practically a monopolistic
one . . . The working class does not have
the chance to organize and form other
parties. Thus it lacks the power to
formulate and diffuse programmes of
struggles for the realisation of different
methods of dividing the national income.
In short, the working class lacks the
power to formulate and disseminate
political concepts other than those of
the United Polish Workers Party . .

“This Party-State is a power elite, free of
all control by the society and taking all
economic and political decisions completely
independently ... (•)

The absence of homogeneous social
groups prevents the crystallization of
any serious economic opposition and
explains the fact that the only manifes­
tations of opposition are those of in­
dividuals grouped together by ideological
decision. For example we might mention
the religious groups, and the importance
which the police attach to them since
to some extent the Churches represent
the only form of opposition possible, as
they were in the centralized monarchies
of the 17th and 18th centuries.

However these groups are no longer
accorded any legitimacy and are seen
as “erratic deviancies” ; the soviet police
have officially adopted this point of
view : the “deviant” belongs in a psy­
chiatric hospital and not in a prison.

Furthermore, it is for this reason that
in spite of the pressures exerted by in-

(•) Points of view of Modzelewski and Kuron
cited in Pierre Naville, op. cit., pp. 28Sk. 
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dustrial managers, there is little chance
to see firms obtain a minimum of
independence. The downgrading of
Kosygin, who has long been seen as
the voice of the technocrats certainly
seems to support this contention.
CZECHOSLOVAKIA

The evolution of the situation in
Czechoslovakia showed how the loosen­
ing of centralized planning created the
conditions for the appearance of a
structured workers opposition based on
the demand for workers’ control. Under
decentralized planning the profits of the
firm and the real functions of State
power are clearly revealed.

This leads us to examine the ap­
parently capitalistic forms that the
Czechoslovak movement may have taken
and the quick transformation from the
“re-establishment of market mechanisms”
to workers management.

Judgements on the re-establishment
of market mechanisms and the return
to resale prices are generally seen in
the West from the point of view of
the existing capitalist systems. Con­
sequently, one is happy or suspicious
according to one’s opinions of this
system.

However, if we consider that we are
dealing with another type of social
system — and Kuron and Modzelewski’s
description strongly reminds us of “the
ideal Asiatic mode of production” as it
is described by Wittfogel for example
— then it would be logical and ine­
vitable under these conditions, that the
process of creating socialism in Czech­
oslovakia would first have to enlarge
the sphere of influence of the market.
There does not exist an historical exam­
ple which develops beyond the Asiatic
mode of production without the previous
growth of market relationships. Thus
this development can appear as regres­
sion. One of the fundamental difficulties
that we encounter is that we rather 

naively limit ourselves to the idea that
there are only two possible modes of
production : capitalism and socialism.
We continue to project our old “Eun>
peo-centricism.”

While the phenomenon that is cur­
rently developing in the U.S.S.R. and
other socialist countries is of a different
nature, it is still true that the transition
process raises problems for the move­
ments that develop in these countries.
The forms of liberation and the tran­
sition to a socialist society, that is, the
struggle against the exploitation of man
by man, does not necessarily take the
same forms as in capitalist societies.

Indeed, we know that one of the
necessary, but not sufficient, conditions
for the liberation of man in a de­
veloped capitalist mode of production
is obviously the suppression of the
private possession of the means of
production. But if the exploitation of
man continues, even when the private
ownership of the means of production
has been abolished, it is clear that there
are other steps to liberation. This can
lead the liberation movement in socialist
countries to adopt forms that may seem
to be capitalist but that when considered
in their context may be completely dif­
ferent. For the moment, let us leave the
problem open.

Concerning the modes of production.
Marx and Engels have often explained
that at a certain stage in the develop­
ment of the productive forces, the
transformation from a primitive mode
of collective production to individual
exploitation of land is a progressive
development.

In my book, Le Pouvoir Ouvrier(,),
I have dealt at some length with the
contradictory process that seems to me

(•) Le Pouvoir Ouvrier, Technologic et bureau­
cratic dans les pays socialistes, Anthropos
Paris, 1971, pp. 44-85.
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to have been present in the dialectic
during that “springtime in Prague”;
how the more experienced Czech tech­
nocratic managers had largely replaced
the Soviet technocrats and sought to
create the conditions of a more varied
development that corresponded more
closely with individual demands of the
new and enlarged dominant classes. The
technocratic milieu that produces the
“economic reformers” in the U.S.S.R.
as well as in the other socialist countries,
still comes from a political-bureaucratic
social background. The development of
this technocratic milieu is due more to
functional differentiations than class
differentiations. On the whole, the re­
formist technocracy expresses the in­
dividualist aspirations of the new
directing groups. Its reformist character
is exercised within the directive ap­
paratus which it seeks to influence.

The Soviet Union seems to have
remained at the stage of the conflict
where the antagonism that exists be­
tween the “old guard” and the new has
not come out into the open. The weak­
ness of public opinion, the conformism
of the press, the undoubted influence
of the army which is called to arbitrate
in the name of national defence, are
many of the factors which prevent the
surfacing of this conflict. Perhaps most
important of all, is the extraordinary
solidarity that the directing groups have
in their sense of responsibility for a
world empire. The imperial conscience
has always succeeded in smoothing over
the sharpest social contradictions, as
long as the empire was solid.
REGIONAL DISPARITIES AND
ETHNIC MINORITIES

Quite probably, there is only one way
that the internal conflict, which to
paraphrase Mao Tse Tung we will call
the “contradictions within the people’s
leaders”, can be expressed in the po­
litical arena and involve the masses.
As centralized as the Soviet bureaucracy 

may be, it is forced to work through
a number of regional outposts. The
economic disparities between the various
republics are extraordinary ; the public
differences that exist between the rich
and poor republics within Yugoslavia
are infinitesimal when compared with
these differences in regional develop­
ment in the Soviet Union. These dif­
ferences are not simply due to the model
of a developed center and underdeve­
loped hinterland, but rather to at least
four types of historical situations :

(1) First of all, we find regions that
are very advanced in comparison to
Russia itself. This is the case for
countries that have come under the Sov­
iet Union’s influence more recently and
that already had a greater economic and
cultural development. These countries
were generally in contact with the more
developed Western countries. This is the
case for the Baltic republics. Local sen­
timent there, as in Catalonia, Euzkadia
and Croatia finds it difficult to accept
political constraints imposed by a big
country that is less developed than the
little country that is more developed.

This is also the case, although for
different reasons, in Siberia’s “new
world” where the “nationalist” reaction
is not based on an ethnic base but
which also rebels against the centralizing
hold of Moscow in the same way the
English colonists of America rebelled
against their metropolis.

The danger here though is less im­
mediate because of the proximity of
China.

(2) Secondly, there is the Ukranian
problem. This is a large, rich republic
that provided the basic requirements of
Soviet industrialization between 1920
and 1940. The Ukraine fed the urban
populations of Russia with its meat and
wheat to the point that its best land,
once the breadbasket of Europe, was
almost exhausted.
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It provided hydro-electric power from
its great rivers and the iron and carbon
from Donetz. Thus it finds Russification
difficult to accept since the essential
decision-making powers are taken away
and given to a “new class” which is
mostly Russian and always concentrated
in Moscow. It was certainly largely to
satisfy the Ukranian peasantry that
Kruschev relaxed the pressure on the
agricultural collectives. The Ukraine
problem greatly concerns the Soviet
directors. The first demand put forth by
the Soviet delegation at Cernia was the
cancellation of Slovak radio progra­
mmes in Ukrainian and later the reduc­
tion of the broadcasting area for Slovak
radio stations, (this language being very
close to Ukranian).

(3) Thirdly, there is the problem of
the Asiatic-Moslem countries which, due
to Soviet aid, have experienced rapid
economic and cultural development but
which has created an ever-growing de­
pendency upon Russian development.
Influenced by pan-Arabic propaganda,
the Soviet republics, with Sultan Galier,
have laid the groundwork for a Tu­
ranian-Arabic socialism and have
created a national class of intellectuals
who have been expressing more and
more strongly their desire to see the
famous “doctrine of nationalities” put
into effect. The problem of the Moslem
Tartars of Crimea, whom the Soviet
government deported to Central Asia
and has refused to repatriate, has not
only served as a rallying point for
“liberal” Russians but has also been the
focus of considerable public opinion in
the Turanian republics.

(4) Finally, among the internal na­
tional contradictions, we must mention
the large Jewish population which is
very influential in scientific and cultural
milieux but which is deprived of any
autonomous cultural expression. Jews 

who wish to assmilate, probably a
majority before World War II, have
been becoming increasingly rare. The
Jews however, are less of a problem
for the dominant Soviet class both
because it can use the strong anti-semitic
sentiment which is equally throughout
the U.S.S.R. and because of the safety'
valve of Israel.

Thus, unless there is a radical revision
of the centralizing policies of the
U.S.S.R., and of their essentially Russian
character, there is the strong possibility
that we shall see the national contra­
dictions break out before any social
contradictions. It is difficult to see how
the continual build-up of a professional
army, already the greatest “private” en­
trepreneur of the country, facilitates the
return to the “Leninist doctrine of na­
tionalities.”

The successive crises that have shaken
Eastern European nations of the U.S.S.R.
(apart from Russia), the deterioration
of Soviet-Arab relations and the growth
of the Chinese influence in the eastern
republics have severely shaken the in­
ternal stability of an imperial system, in
which the centralisation of economic and
political power prevent any serious con­
cession to the nationalist tendencies.

Nevertheless, since the social structure
of the non-Russian republics is not dif­
ferent from that of Russia itself, it is
likely that any social movement within
a national framework will take the form
of the revival of workers and peasants
soviets, as it did in Hungary, Poland
and Czechoslovakia. This is the only
conceivable political expression in a
society of homogeneous producers. In
return, the impact of such national
movements may then — and only then
— generate the development of a
workers’ opposition of the same nature
in Russia itself.
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THE NATIONAL QUESTION
IN CANADA

A Review Essay

Part I
The Social Democrats
and the National
Question in Canada

H. Milner
with B,R. Lemoine

The most recent surge of Canadian
nationalism has its primary roots in in­
tellectual events of the sixties. Symboli­
cally it begins perhaps with the publica­
tion in 1965 of George Grant’s Lament
for a Nation — a bitter denunciation of
the continentalism of the political and
economic rulers of Canada. Walter Gor­
don became the second victim of the
Liberal contientalists (according to
Grant, Dief was the first) who found
even his mild mid-sixties economic na­
tionalism intolerable. (Eric Kierans is
the third).

It was just at the end of Walter
Gordon’s political career that the Wat­
kins Report on foreign ownership, which
Gordon had commissioned, was releas­
ed. While it could not save Gordon, the
report became the first major public 

portrayal of the effects of American
economic domination on Canada. In fact
the economic analysis on this issue since
1968 when the report came out, serves
mainly to update and to add detail and
weight to the work of the report itself.
It is little wonder that Watkins remains
the chief economic spokesman of nation­
alist groups, though of course, he has
changed his political colours in the in­
terim.

Politically at least, Grant’s tone of
lament for a nation he saw dying appear­
ed justified. Intellectually, Canada be­
came, beginning with the centennial per­
haps, an “in thing” : There were study
groups to explore Canada’s real history
Registration in courses in Canadian poli­
tics, history sociology, economics, what­
ever, soared at the universities. Creigh­
ton was quoted left and right ; Innis
was ressurrected. But politically, apart
of course from the Bobby Gimby CA-
NA-DA sort of centennial chauvinism,
the national question was not posed. The
Tories, Grant and Creighton’s ertswmile
heroes had pretty much rejected the
accidental anti-continentalism of John
Diefenbaker replacing it with the Wasp
metooism of Stanfield. But it was me-
tooism vis-a-vis the Liberals — conti- 
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nentalists par excellence. In other words
there was no political outlet for na­
tionalists on the Center and Right. The
Creightons were stifled. On the other
hand, there was the Left...

The left side of the Canadian parlia­
ment is occupied by the NDP. The
NDP, like its predecessor the CCF, has
not been unconcerned about the national
question, nor, however, has it let its
concern translate itself into clear policy
commitments. For one thing, the found­
ing achievement of the NPD had been its
successful winning over of the labour
bureaucracy, and the national question
has not been dear to the hearts of this
group. Apart, however, from leaders and
supporters, the NDP has, like all liberal
democratic parties of the left, a great
many intellectual sympathizers and
spokesmen. It is this group of people,
expressing the growing intellectual fer­
ment, who constituted the nationalist as
well as far left group within the NDP
soon to be known as the Waffle.

Just how was socialism or social de­
mocracy to be related to the national
question ? Gad Horowitz, among, if not
the, most articulate writers on this ques­
tion, laid the ground-work for the an­
swer in a seminal essay published in
1966, entitled “Conservatism, Liberal­
ism, and Socialism in Canada.”

“Canadian socialism is ... unamerican
in the sense that it is a significant and
legitimate political force in Canada, in­
significant and alien in the United
States... When Socialism was brought
into the United States, it found itself
in an ideological environment in which
individualism had long since achieved
the status of a national religion ; the
political culture had already congealed,
and socialism did not fit. American
socialism was alien not only in this
ideological sense, but in the ethnic sense
as well; it was borne by foreigners from
Germany and other continental Euro­
pean countries. These foreigners slough­
ed off their socialist ideas not simply
because such ideas did not “fit” ideolo­

gically, but because as foreigners they
were going through a general procet’
of Americanization ; socialism was onJy
one of many ethnically alien character­
istics which had to be abandoned.
A British socialist immigrant to Cani-a
had a far different experience. TE-
British immigrant was not an “alien"
in British North America. The EngEsh-
Canadian culture not only granted legi­
timacy to his political ideas and ab­
sorbed them into its wholeness; it ab­
sorbed him as a person into the Englisb-
Canadian community, with relatively H--
tle strain, without demanding that he
change his entire way of life before
being granted full citizenship. 1 ”

For Horowitz the relationship be­
tween nationalism and socialism is not
intrinsic, it is tactical : within the na­
tional culture of Canadians lies a poten­
tial class consciousness foreign to the
American — and hence continental —
political culture. The results have taken
form in the present reality of the two
countries ; as Horowitz put it more
recently.

“If the United States were socialist, ar
this moment, we would be continent-?-
ists at this moment. If the possibilities
of building a socialist society were
brighter in the United States than in
Canada, or as bright, we would not
terrified by the prospect of absorpdoc.
We are nationalists because, as social­
ists, we do not want our country to
be utterly absorbed by the citadel of
world capitalism. 2 ”

It was the presentation of the “Waffle
Manifesto” to the NDP national con­
vention of 1969 and the resulting na­
tional publicity which made it a cause
celebre, that changed what had been
an essentially intellectual endeavour
into a potentially political one. The ma­
nifesto was signed by many of the
leading party intelligentsia ; it had been
the work of Mel Watkins, Jim Laser
and others — the same Watkins of the
Watkins report who had moved left —
in fact to the left wing of the NDP.
As an academic rather than a represen­
tative of Bay Street, Watkins drew the
final conclusion that Gordon could and 
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woud not. The reason the old parties
ignored the national question was be­
cause continentalism was in the in­
terest of the class they represented. The
Canadian Bourgeoisie profited from
continentalism. As E.P. Taylor put it :
“Canadian nationalism : how old
fashioned can you get !” (We will in­
vestigate this question per se below.)

This took Watkins to the NDP and
to socialism, but it didn’t quite bring
the NDP to Watkins and economic
nationalism. The youth and intellectual
wing of the party was quite attuned to
a description of the status quo as follows
from the manifesto :

“American corporate capitalism is the
dominant factor shaping Canadian
society. In Canada, American economic
control operates through the formidable
medium of the multi-national cor­
poration. The Canadian corporate elite
has opted for a junior partnership with
these American enterprises. Canada has
been reduced to a resource base and
consumer market within the American
empire.
The Amrican empire is the central
reality for Canadians. It is an empire
characterized by militarism abroad and
racism at home 3.”

It did not, however, go over big with
the leadership and vocal rank and file.
The Waffle Manifesto, which was really
a sort of latter day political conclusion
to the Watkins report, became the basis
for a party (or Movement) within a
party — the Waffle. The Waffle has
played an important role in educating
the Canadian people on the national
question, but it has failed in general,
to turn this education into the creation
of a political force outside the intel­
lectual community and the NDP.

The last 5 years have seen increasing
investigation of American domination
of Canada. Kari Levitt’s important work
which was published in book form as
“Silent Surrender”, the work of Gonick,
Taylor and others in DIMENSION,
articles by Wafflers such as Watkins 

and Laxer, and anthologies especially
that of Lumsden in 1969 added com­
pleteness to the analysis. The most-up-
to-date figures were provided by the
“leaked” Gray report to the federal
cabinet published by Rotstein in CA­
NADIAN FORUM. Furthermore oc­
casional case studies began to be
attempted of the auto pact for instance.
Another area was non-renewable re­
sources, especially those producing
energy, and it grew to be the most
important locus of the nationalist thrust.
Cultural imperialism was not omitted
either; Matthews and Steele docu­
mented the “Americanization” of the
universities, and were part of a group
who took upon themselves the cul­
tivation of Canadian literature and
culture. In much of this work there is
little distinction to be found between
the center Liberal position and that of
the social democratic left ; many share
the same criticisms based on data pro­
vided by the same analysis. However a
short description of the positions of the
relatively few but influential Liberal
nationalists is warranted.

It is thus rather difficult to distinguish
the spectral differences between the
liberal and social democratic positions
on the national question. We could add
some reasons for this. To begin with,
we have the transient nature of the me­
tropole in the Canadian situation ;
Canada has served as hinterland area for
France, Britain and the U.S.A, in that
order — obviously a rather unusual
situation if one compares the situation
with the various third world countries.

A second major source of difficulty
in defining the Canadian liberal position
is the singular absence of an acceptable
historical definition of the Canadian
power structure. It would certainly be
easier to interpret the philosophical
position of the various ruling strata in
Canada if these were scientifically
delineated as to their economic and
political role and power.
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The lack of a clear distinction bet­
ween the liberal nationalists and their
social democratic counterparts on the
national question is very evident in a spe­
cial issue of THE CANADIAN FORUM
where a representative group of liberal
and social democratic economists and
other intellectuals were asked to present
their respective concepts of an industrial
strategy for Canada in answer to the
problem defined by the Gray report.
In general, the authors offer a collection
of technocratic solutions which attempt
to answer the limitations of the Gray
report. Most of these technocratic mo­
dels for a new industrial strategy
involve the innovative use of federal
fiscal and monetary policies, high
priority, is given to industrial reorga­
nization and manpower policies to go
with it. Unfortunately none of these
models for change is presented within
an original perspective ; everything is
oriented towards greater productivity
and more consumption. There is no
“vision” in the liberal strategy for
ensuing Canadian economic indepen­
dence ; and the “just Society” is not
clearly perceived. Even the preoccupa­
tion with natural resources, which they
share with both the social democratic
and socialist Canadian left, is seen
simply as a weapon in bargaining with
the U.S.; the ecological dimension is
absent. The limitations of the liberal
path to national independence is most
clearly seen in the proposal for an
industrial strategy put forward by Abe
Rotstein and Viv Nelles, both editors
of the Canadian Forum.

"Our modest proposal is to begin the
decentralization of economic planning
and the fortification of business in it,
through the creation of Industry
Councils for each sector of the eco­
nomy. Businessmen themselves would
be brought together to state their own
long-range goals for their particular
industries, including the survival of a
Canadian business sector, and to con­
sider strategies of improving pro­
ductivity, employment and export per­

formance. In our minds such councils
would initiate the process of busin* 1 >
thinking in national terms once again.
and at that stage the co-ordination c-f
public and private planning would u
least be theoretically possible’’.*

“Modest proposal” is clearly an under­
statement ; business is given the central
role in economic planning ; there is n?
mention of cooperatives, trade unions.
or citizens committees. Should we have
expected anything more, radical or
innovative from the editors of a ma­
gazine which is so closely identified with
the Committee for an Independant Ca­
nada which itself recently proposed a
plan for the Canadianization of Inter­
national unions as its first major con­
tribution to the struggle for Canadian
independence ? It is significant that the
C.I.C. proposed a program for the
nationalization of unions before pre­
senting detailed proposals for the so­
cialization of Canadian industry: one
more reason to question the desirability’
of a national liberation strategy in con­
centration with the liberal nationalists.

Only Eric Kierans among the better
known liberal nationalists seems to be
capable of an opening to the left. Per­
haps this is due to the variety of ex­
perience Kierans has been exposed to
— academic, business and political, and
to the activist approach he has favoured
in all three. There is an obvious link
between Kierans’ direct protest to the
American government against certain
imperialist economic policies while he
was a member of the Quebec govern­
ment, in contravention of acceptable
diplomatic protocol, his open opposition
to the Trudeau government’s economic
policies, and finally his role as an active
advisor and consultant to the NDP
governments in Western Canada.

On the question of natural resources
Kierans certainly shares the concerns of
Canadian socialists and social democrats.

“A nation’s natural resources are nc<
past production. They are the wealth
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of its soil and waterways. As such,
they cannot be viewed in the same
light as current production, to be dis­
posed of at will by the factors that
created the new goods and services.
They are a trust received from the
past, to be husbanded by the present
and to be passed on to future genera­
tions. A generation that deliberately
squanders a nation’s natural wealth to
enhance its own standard of living, to
live high off the hog, will have much
to answer for. A government that
deliberately pursues a policy of selling
off the natural wealth of its people to
achieve short run gains in GNP breaks
forth with its own future. It reveals,
by the forced sale of its assets, its
inability to devise the set of objectives
and policies that will increase output
and distribute it more equitably on an
annual basis”. 5

And on the limitations of the Gray
report and liberal economics generally :

‘‘It is only in the context of an overall
mix of economic policies and a de­
claration of basic economic objectives,
that one can draft an economic policy.
Such a policy comes after a society
has defined its major purposes and
priorities. It cannot come before. Once
a society’s ends are stated, the trust of
its industrial policy can be determined ;
those aims dictate the emphasis,
whether it be civil or military efforts,
a rising standard of living, concentration
of wealth and industrial might, tech­
nologies that improve the environment
or conquer space.”
‘‘An industrial policy will be meaning­
less unless there is a definition of what
Canada is, what are its aims, where it
is going and how it proposes to get
there. An industrial policy, a screening
board and a Canada Development
Corporation are, no doubt, useful —
but they are only the fringes on top.” 6

The above quotes clearly indicate the
philosophical and ideological framework
in which Eric Kierans drafted the re­
commendations to government to na­
tionalize the three large mining compa­
nies functioning in that province. These
proposals are not too different from the
program being carried out in Chile in
the area of non renewable resources.

In essence, then, the case of Kierans
shows the close relationship between
the nationalists of the center and the
social democratic left.

On the whole, the major work of
the left-nationalists has been the docu­
mentation and analysis of the Ameri­
canization of the economy of Canada.
The Gray report cleared up any re­
maining doubts about the facts. The
Canadian economy is roughly half
American owned. Furthermore, in the
manufacturing and heavy industry sector,
where there are high profits and a
particularly important impact on the
very shape of the Canadian economy,
the proportion goes up almost to two
thirds. And even further, within manu­
facturing and heavy industry, it is the
highly profitable, highly technological,
capital intensive sectors where American
ownership is most pronounced, in se­
veral cases at or near 100%. Add to
that the fact that this relationship is
one that is growing and has been
growing; add as well that opposition
to it, nay even recognition of this
problem, is stimied by cultural domina­
tion on the part of American media and
intellectual frameworks, and the do­
mination of organized labour by Ame­
rican oriented bureaucrats (see below),
and the situation becomes more than
critical, it becomes desperate.

Without going at all deeply into the
economics involved, we can sum up the
major consequences for Canada of the
present economic condition as outlined
in the different works of the social
democratic observers.

1) Our economy is based and depen­
dent on primary industry : non-renewa-
ble resources are mined, cut down, or
whatever and then sent to the U.S. for
processing. This results in the fact that
we export mainly raw materials and
import mainly processed ones — the
classical pattern of economic under­
development. It means that we fail to 
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develop the economic infrastructure in
manufacturing leaving ourselves open to
depression when the resources are
depleted. Finally, primary industry of
this sort provides few jobs per dollar
investment, hence causing unemployment.

2) Our economy became inefficient
because it is generally structured to
serve the needs of continent-wide in­
dustrial concerns. This results, in many
cases, in the production of items not
directly suited to the Canadian market,
in over-production, in higher costs. A
documented occurence is one where the
multinational overcharges its Canadian
subsidiary for the materials or com­
ponents of production it purchases
there-hence artificially decreasing profits
in Canada, raising prices, and with­
holding taxes from the different levels
of Canadian government. These kinds
of practices make branch plants in
Canada almost impossible to regulate
according to Canadian law.

3) Because branch plants import
technology, the economic domination of
Canada, has, as the science Council has
shown, the effect of discouraging R and
D of any kind in Canada, resulting in
unemployment among scientists and en­
gineers, the brain drain, and a lack of
sufficient resarch into Canadian needs.

4) Canadians are more and more
excluded from any influence over the
major corporate concerns that shape its
future. It is, for example, impossible
to buy shaves in many of the major
Canadian branches of large American
corporations; they are 100 per cent
owned by the parent and only shares
for the parent are sold. This also has
the effect of directing much of Canadian
investment outside of Canada.

5) Politically our governments exer­
cise little control over the multinationals
whose, political sensitivites must be
primarily tuned to Washington. Hence
political pressure from D.C. will result 

in the loss of Canadian jobs — e g-
through D.l.S.C. Furthermore branch
plants fall under American law and th**
has led in some cases to Canadian
foreign trade policy effectively vetoed
by American owned corporations that
dominate the relevant sector of the
economy.

In sum the facts are clear. Econo­
mically Canada is effectively a colony
— a prosperous one to be sure — but
still a colony. The economy of no other
comparable country is as completely
dominated from outside its borders-
Unfortunately, the weaknesses of the
work of social democratic nationalises
are also apparent. First, is its inability'
to find sufficient popular roots outside
of intellectual circles*  . The second is
its essential economism, i.e. it has made
economics the central issue, so that the
consequence of American control is
only economic — dollars and cents.
Even where the cultural aspect of im­
perialism has been raised by Matthews
and Steele, it has tended to be in num­
bers and jobs, i.e. 80% U.S. professors
here, 60% there, — quota demands.
In this way it has neglected the socio-
psychological level of cultural nationa­
lism ; there has been no English Cana­
dian Parti Pris to spell out the reality
of the Colonisd as it applies to Canada.

The conclusions drawn from their
economic analysis by the social-demo­
cratic nationalists bear close examina­
tion. These, we should add, are never
spelled out anywhere nearly as clearly
as are the effects of economic domina­
tion. These conclusions are :

1) Canadian nationalism is not in the
interests of the bourgeoisie; hence it
must come from below.

2) There is a visceral, though not
articulated, national anti-continentalism
that can be found among ordinary Ca-
* For further throughts on this, see Walter

Johnsons piece in the Discussion Section
of this issue.
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nadians and this nationalism can be
tapped to achieve 5 and 4 below.

3) The political instrument of this
drive and the political education that
must go with it is to be an NDP party
reformed from without and within (or
some other national left wing party if
the NDP ultimately proves unamenable).

4) The administrative instrument of
the reassertion of Canadian national
sovereignity is the Canadian state
through nationalization. (On this point
they are often vague ; typical is Mel
Watkins : “We will advocate that the
only sensible alternative to foreign
private ownership of the Canadian
economy is Canadian public ownership,
a Canadian economy owned and con­
trolled by Canadians for Canadians.” 7)

It is our position that the argument
stated in points one and two is essen-
tially correct : the bourgeoisie as we
shall argue below, is continentalist, and
there is a visceral nationalism among
Canadians which expresses itself par­
ticularly on issues of non-renewable
resources, water, fuels. The question is
whether one can accept points 3 and 4
based on these facts.

We might put this question in this
way :

1) Can Canadians be mobilized NA­
TIONALLY, i.e. ‘ad mare usquam ad
mare’, on the national question ?

2) Is the Canadian national state an
instrument which will lend itself to the
creation of ‘‘an independent socialist. . .”
If not, then how else ?

Any response to these questions must
begin with the question of Quebec —
though this is one that Canadian na­
tionalists would too often rather avoid
seriously considering.

On the Quebec issue, it appears,
there is some dissagreement among En­
glish Canadian nationalists. The official
Waffle position calls for self-determina­
tion for Quebec but takes no position
on the desirability of an “independent 

socialist” Quebec. This permits Waffle
types to be divided among those who
support the liberation struggle and those
who keep alive a pan-Canadian vision
with Quebec adding appropriate colours
to the national rainbow. With this
second view we have no sympathy
whatever, for not only is it contradictory
to the principles of left nationalism, and
unrealistic in view of Quebec’s reality,
it is essentially condescending. As long
however as “self-determination” remains
the official line this kind of position
will remain legitimate.

Let us, however, attribute to the left­
wing Canadian nationalist a view of
Quebec like the first one posed. He
accepts that Quebec too must develop
its own struggle for national indepen­
dence through socialism and hopes that
some kind of alliance can be worked
out between left nationalists of each
nation. Then the next step is a rather
demanding and treacherous one, yet the
Canadian nationalist on the left must
take it. We have not as yet, however,
seen much evidence that this step has
been seriously undertaken anywhere.
What is required is that if Quebec is
to be taken seriously, and not merely
rhetoricallv, as a sovereign nation, then
the existing nation of Canada, in its
political institutions, in almost every
aspect of its reality, must be negated
and transcended : the federal system
of 10 provinces including Quebec, the
bilingual nature of Canada, the geo-
graphically-based myths : and most im­
portant of all. the institutions of the
central government, parliament, bureau­
cracy and judiciary in Ottawa.

All of these as well as other political
institutions have been structured to
perform certain functions and a major
one among them has been preserving
Canada, as it was set up, that is keeping
French Canada down and in. As long as
one sets one’s sights on capturing these
institutions one is likely also to confirm
the status quo. Parliament is not merely 
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an instrument, it has a certain reality
based on its real functions ; the same
is true of the federal bureaucracy. Any­
one wishing to take over these institu­
tions is likely to continue to perform
these same functions.

This process has shaped our central
institutions not only in relation to Que­
bec but to other regions as well. Class
voting has generally been weaker
federally than provincially because quite
often regional rather than class repre­
sentatives are sent to Ottawa ; this was
the case in 1972 (In Quebec this has
become a clear cut rule). Other factors
have added to this process of regiona­
lization.

1) The constitution has placed in the
hands of the provinces jurisdiction over
two important areas.

a) Social welfare widely defined : as
this area becomes more and more
basic, the provinces come closer
to the people and Ottawa, though
it has attempted to preempt this
field, more distant.

b) Resources: as American domina­
tion of the economy increases it
will be on the question of re­
sources that this issue will be
fought out, and resources are
under provincial jurisdiction.

2) The increasing American influence
has had its basic impact on the federal
level of government especially the bu­
reaucracy. What we see is a greater
degree of coordination of the U.S. and
Canadian federal bureaucracies, espe­
cially in the areas of finance, trade, tech­
nology, foreign policy, and defense. The
predominance of the American political-
economic structure leads to the creation
of a continentalist ethos and culture at
this level, making it unamenable to
national considerations.

3) Opinion polls have shown that
there is popular attachment to the cen­
tral government slightly greater than to 

the provincial governments everywhere-
except in Quebec. Nevertheless these
same polls show that the attachment to
the federal government is more sym­
bolic than practical and that most
Canadians look to the provinces for
pragmatic purposes in the forms of
concrete actions. One might conclude
that it is the provinces that are seen
more and more as the scene of real
action and the central apparatus as an
interesting but essentially irrelevant and
externally dominated United Nations.
With the trend toward regional integra­
tion in the Maritimes and the West,
such sentiments appear likely to in­
crease. This tendency goes hand in hand
with what might be the most lasting
contribution of the New Leftism of the
sixties — a fundamental distrust of
large, impersonal and distant organiza­
tions whether they be private or stare­
run and a willingness to place trust in
the people in their own communities
and regions to know what’s best for
themselves.

M.I.S.C. (the Movement for an In­
dependent Socialist Canada) recently
changed its name back to the Ontario
Waffle. The implications of this change­
based on the admission that M.I.S.C.
was a “non-starter” — should be seen
in light of the points made above. Per­
haps Quebec is not alone ; perhaps the
nationalist mood and thrust should be
a regional one, that the preservation of
the Canadian nation lying paradoxically.
not with its national institutions but
with its regions. Perhaps the new slogan
of the Left in Canada should be “Two.
Three, many Quebecs”.

We might hypothesize all this as
follows : supposing that a government
were to come into power in Ottawa and
prepared to use the federal state to
preserve our economic sovereignity.
could this come about. Perhaps na­
tionalization would still. allow further
continental integration, given the close­
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ness of the Canadian federal apparatus
to the continental structures of power.
The previous question, that of the instru­
ment of mobilizing Canadians, poses
itself here. Canadian social democrats
will contend that the assumption of
power by left nationalists will only come
after the success of a major campaign
of political education on the socialist
alternative to foreign domination ; hence
the national institutions could be thus
transformed. We suspect that even here
the national ARENA will not do for
this kind of campaign — especially given
the contemporary role of Quebec. Con­
sider this contradiction :

As long as Quebec remains capitalist,
it will fight, through its provincial and
federal political hierarchy, any attempt
on the part of Ottawa to acquire greater
powers even if these are in the realm
of Canadian economic self-determination.
Furthermore, the representatives of the
dominant classes in Quebec will always
direct nationalist feeling toward Ottawa
while taking a disgustingly-cap-in-hand
attitude before the bankers of Wall
Street. This was tnie of the rural
oriented conservatism of Duplessis and
is equally true of the urban, technocratic,
slightly progressive, Bourassa. This does
not mean that Quebecers are Yankeep-
hiles. What it means is that as long as
socialists are not in power in Quebec,
anti-continentalism will not enter the
political fray. And in Quebec the so­
cialists are, practically to a man, in-
dependistes. Hence, within Canada,
Quebec will continue to have a power­
ful continentalist influence; on the
other hand, were Quebec independent,
there is potential for an anti-imperialist
alliance. This same pattern may be seen
in the total lack of support from Que­
becers of Canadian nationalist-left
parties and the resultant impact of
Quebec on the political party constel­
lation of Canada.

Could we not say the same for other
regions of Canada ? Could we not 

suggest that Canadians are class con­
scious and potentially open to the
implications of outside domination of
their economy and society, but that such
class considerations are not expressed,
at least not primarily, on the level of
federal politics ? Could we not add that
even to the extent that they are ex­
pressed they do not have any effect on
the content of federal politics due to
the continental orientation as well as
the circumscribed role of the political
institutions of the national government ?
If this is so, then what strategy for the
left in Canada ? At this stage any de­
finite answer on our part would be
exceedingly presumptuous.

We might suggest at the very least,
that among the required tasks of social
democratic nationalists in Canada are
now : 1) to come to terms with the fact
that Quebec is a different nation ; 2)
to begin a thorough critique of the role
and function of the political institutions
of Canada. Kari Levitt, for example,
has recently raised just this call :

“Ultimately the ‘foreign investment’
issue raises for reappraisal the function
and character of the whole Ottawa
establishment. By this I mean not only
the federal bureaucracy or public ser­
vice, but the whole show, including the
so-called national political parties. Since
Canada left the orbit of the British
Empire and trading system, and moved
into that of the United States, federal
authority has waned, and provincial
authority has grown. Yet, it seems that
Ottawa continues to be modelled on
the better traditions of British Colonial
Administration. It is an honest, com­
petent bureaucratic, centralizing ad­
ministration, containing an old boys
network in the best English tradition,
putting up a valiant fight to pretend
that nothing has really changed ; that
the mandarins and submandarins are
in control of the economic life of this
country. 8

and 3) to redirect cultural nationalism
from quotas in universities and govern­
ment grants to Canadian publishers to
the more profound lack of discovering
Canadian working class culture.
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Finally, we cannot obscure the re­
gional realities of Canada as a whole
and what this reality contributes to a
strategy on the national question. But
before consideration of this strategy as
such, it would indeed be valuable to
clarify the most recent and important
theoretical statements of this question
and the strategic implications that fol­
low. The nationalism of the center and
social democratic left has been surveyed.
It is worthwhile to move a bit further
left to examine this question.

Part II
Canadian Independence
and the Marxist Left

D. Roussopoulos
“When the revolution is far off, the
difficult task of the revolutionary or­
ganisation is the practice of theory.
When the revolution begins, its difficult
task is more and more the theory of
practice.”

Anonymous

The relationship between US im­
perialism and Canada raises the ques­
tion of the relationship between the
development of Canada since its found­
ing as a national-state and its socio­
economic system. These two aspects are
part of the same process. A complete
analysis of colonialism and imperialism
north of the 49th parallel cannot in
turn be separated from the question of
the relationship of Canada to Quebec
on the one hand, and the relationship
of these two principle cultures within
their territories to other racial and
ethnic minorities. In other words, the
pattern of exploitation and domination
has many overlaping features. All are
interdependent, one feeding on the
other. This system of relationships
cannot be abolished without a whole­
sale sweep from the bottom to the top.

What has the Canadian Marxist
to say about all this ?

. We will not deal here with the mul­
titude of Marxist-Leninist sects whether
they be the Stalinists, Trotskyists or
Maoists. With the exception of an issue
of PROGRESSIVE WORKER produced
in Vancouver devoted to “Independence
and Socialism in Canada — A Marxist-
Leninist View” which represents a so­
phisticated view of this position, our
efforts in getting the positions of the
other vanguard parties of the workers
bore little fruit. We can only come to
the conclusion that they do not have a
developed position on imperialism and
the national Question in Canada. We
do not deal either with the “arrivistes’”
or “nouveau-marxistes” in Ian Lums­
den’s confusing book, Close the 49th
Parallel — The Americanization of Cana­
da. Instead we choose to deal exclusive­
ly with the best of the independent
Marxists.

In an edited collection of important
writings, Capitalism and the National
Question, by Gary Teeple,9 a number
of essayists assert some basic positions
with which the editors of this journal
can only agree. The book has the natural
weaknesses of any collection of essays
and it is noted by the editor that not
all the contributors necessarily will
agree with either the entire contents of
the book, or some of the basic positions
taken by himself or his colleague Tom
Naylor with whom Teeple shares a
great deal. But the book in the sum
total of its parts does clearly put for­
ward that : Canada is not now and has
never been an independent country;
Canada does not now and has never
had an independent ruling class; Ca­
nada has no independent trade union
movement; the country’s social pro­
blems are the basis upon which any
independence movement must be bui^ .
These social problems must be set in
their cultural setting which entails an 
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understanding of the specific cast of
these problems in Canada.

In his contributions to the book
Teeple maintains that Canada “has the
political trappings of independence but
not the reality because politics under
capitalism are ultimately subordinate
to the amassing of capital by individuals
and corporations, the most powerful of
which in this country are American’’.
Teeple further maintains that there is
no Canadian ruling class as such, dis­
tinct from American capital. The cap­
italist group here is basically an
extension of US multi-national cor­
porations and has no collectively ex­
pressed desire of its own to establish
anything different.

“Most of the large concentrations of
capital today,” he writes, “perform
complementary (or at least non-con-
tradictory) roles in relation to US
capital — the form of which is more
powerful because it dominates the
sphere of production, while Canadian
capital prevails largely in circulation,
that is, in transportation, communica­
tion, retailing and finance. The
Canadian capitalists who accumulate
the capita! in the area of “circulation”
invest it in turn in sub-imperialist
activities, e.g. the Caribbean, Brazil.
This is a privilege they are accorded
by metropolitan US imperialism.
“The central fact of the Canadian
ruling class before and after Confed­
eration was, and is, its foundation in
mercantile capital. (A thesis attributed
to Naylor — the editor.) This form
of capital is accumulated in the process
of circulation of goods ; that is money
is made by buying and selling articles
(raw materials or manufactured goods)
— not by producing the article, this
latter process being the basis of in­
dustrial capital. It is this central
characteristic of the Canadian ruling
class which explains why, even to the
present time, Canada has not become
the industrial nation with a large
population that it might have been.
The point is, as Marx argued, that
‘wherever merchant’s capital still pre­
dominates we find backward con­
ditions’.”

This thesis is supported with an im­
pressive argument found in Tom Naylor’s
“The Rise and Fall of the Third Commer­
cial Empire of the St. Lawrence’’.

In it he contends that,
“ ... conventional liberal studies have
failed to give explicit consideration to

the peculiarities of the Canadian cap­
italist class and Marxist studies have
misinterpreted its character. By com­
prehending this class as a mercantile
one, accumulating wealth through cir­
culation rather than production, one
realizes that the dominance of a few
staple trades leads not to independent
capitalist development, but to the per­
petuation of colonialism and under­

development. Canadian Confederation
results not from the inability of the Ca­
nadian boureeoisie to find a new depend­
ency. The National Policy was one of
mercantilism, of consolidation and ex­
pansion within a strong state structure.

Naylor’s Harold Innis-inspired thesis
which is offered as a neo-Marxist
perspective clashes with the traditional
Marxist thesis Unequal Union, by
Stanley Ryerson. Ryerson suggests that
Confederation was the result of a drive
by growing industrial capitalism to
harmonize tariffs among the various
British North American colonies : in
other words that there was a direct
lineage between the old mercantile and
the new industrial ruling class. Naylor,
on the other hand, writes, “Finance
capital emerges, not from industrial
capital, as usually supposed, but from
merchant capital, through the pooling
of merchants’ resources and their de­
velopment of a banking structure, and
through the earnings of the entrepot
trade. Corporation capital in its Amer­
ican form thus merged industrial capital
and finance capital never became a
potent force on its own.”

Teeple sees the ‘new national cons­
ciousness’ as a product of certain sec­
tions of the middle class professionals.
He asserts that without fundamentally
challenging the established order, “com­
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promise and accomodation will be used
to mitigate the nationalist complaints of
professors, teachers, artists, lawyers,
engineers, government functionaries, and
other technocrats... But what has not
been so subject to appeasement is the
struggle between labour and capital —
in the main, American capital.”

What is important to underline here
is that both Teeple and Naylor make
clear repeatedly that there is no inde­
pendent capitalist group either English-
or-French speaking which has national
interests as a class that are in contra­
diction with those of the US power
elite and ruling class, or with their
multi-national corporations. Although in
the last few years since the Canadian
centennial celebrations many people
have been caught up with “a feeling of
being Canadian”, the process of inte­
gration into the American empire is so
far advanced that nothing short of a
social revolution can reverse the tide.
The previously mentioned middle-class
professionals do not have the stomach
for initiating such a struggle as a group
nor do the Canadian capitalists feel
their interests clashing enough with
those of the Americans to justify allying
themselves however cautiously with any
radical departure from the status quo.

Unlike Quebec where the awakening
and active resistance of a small group
of cultural workmen had an enormous
impact in a society which was isolated
by its language, the problem in Canada
is quite different. In the broad cultural
world we find a tremendous tension
between regions in Canada. The small
beach-heads established in Toronto and
elsewhere among publishers, artists,
writers, playwrights are in continual
competition for the “too little, too late”
handouts that some provincial govern­
ments and the federal state offers. And
on the whole cultural workmen in Ca­
nada are so deeply colonialized that
they simply grumble a bit, and accept.
In Quebec on the other hand we had 

a period of tremendous social conflict
during the early 1960’s ; when large
sections of the student population were
mobilized, a full blown terrorist cam­
paign was underway, and militant
minorities were pressing in the streets
with all sorts of direct action. The
climate into which the small minority
of English Canadian middle-class pro­
fessionals, and the Quebec cultural
workmen cried out was dramatically
different. *

Teeple goes on to say, “Any profound
challenge to the domination of capital,
domestic and foreign, must begin, as it
has in Quebec, in the organised sector
of the working class, because this sector
has the means — at present poorly used
— to organise and raise consciousness
of the class which creates wealth but
does not benefit from it.” “That struggle
in the context of the ‘national’ bound­
aries of Quebec gave rise to a ‘common
front’ of unions and articulated class
consciousness in the face of American
capital and its administrators in Que­
bec.” This needless to say is facile
substitutionalism. The forced inter-action
between the CNTU and QFL in Quebec,
not to mention the CEQ, plus the ab­
sence of a long-established social de­
mocratic party like the New Democrats
converges into a particular set of factors
underlining the origins of the Common
Front. In Canada the powerless strata
of the wage-earning population cannot
wait for some similar change at the top
of the trade union pyramid to say and
do the things that its counter-part is
doing in Quebec. We shall return to
this later.

Nevertheless, the primacy placed by
Teeple and Naylor on mass actions in
the context as thev analyze it. places
the “social question” well ahead in im­
portance to the national question in

* see Patrick Coleman’s review of T/ie
Shouting Signpainters by Malcolm Reid, in
OUR GENERATION, Vol. 8, No. 4.
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Canada. By the social question we mean
that people’s desire for social justice is
much stronger than any national cons­
ciousness which concerns itself with
mere symbolism or problems estranged
from people’s daily lives. Only when
the solutions to social problems are
impeded by the presence of imperialism,
is it logical and necessary to add the
national context. This happens to be
the case with reference to almost all
social problems in Canada today. But
this approach to imperialist domination
is far wiser and less likely to degener­
ate into jingoistic chauvinism or to
national liberationism which postpones
the abolition of a class society and cap­
italist relations of production for the
distant future.

One implication of this primary em­
phasis on people’s social problems and
the condition of their daily lives is that
there can be no ‘first stage’ coalition
with the few nationally-conscious cap­
italists. This latter view is usually
propounded by Marxists, and is sup­
posed to encourage more individual
capitalists to seek their fortunes with
the nationalists, and at the same time
show still other industrialists or business­
men an alternative to US domination.
This is the ‘national liberation front’
idea. It is a strategy used in “third-
world” colonics. Thus national libera-
tionists here appeal to ‘all Canadians’
and are convinced that once the dynamic
of nationalism spreads we can begin the
break of US control. It is, then, contend­
ed that another “stage” emerges after vic­
tory when the working-class settles its
accounts with Canadian capitalists.

We are leary of abstract ‘stages’ of
development for coalition movements. If
the analysis presented by Teeple/Naylor
for instance is a correct one, namely
that there is no independent Canadian
group of capitalists that have funda­
mental differences with the American
way of doing things, then the social 

struggle of ordinary people is the most
important hope we have. This class of
people must start its own liberation
from the bottom of society (and in some
instances have begun to do so), without
formal alliances with privileged indi­
viduals and elites at the top of the
power pyramid. The powerless class in
Canada has no one to rely on but itself,
and its weapons are creative social
conflict, class struggle, and mass mo­
bilisation, along the lines of an extra-
parliamentary opposition. This is a clear
rejection of the national front strategy,
whose core idea is collaborationist no
matter how ‘temporary’, consisting of a
coalition of various national interest
groups and a multi-class approach that
puts the growth of nationalism first,
and “national independence” before
social revolution.

What has been the background to
popular struggle for social justice in
Canada ? Volumes can be written but
unfortunately Canadian historiography is
blinded by the recording of what various
elite or amorphous social forces did and
did not do, rather than accounting for
popular struggles. “The People’s History
of Cape Breton” or Jack Scott’s forth­
coming “Class Struggles in Canada,
1789-1899” represent the kind of ap­
proach to history which is most mean­
ingful. In another fine essay in Cap­
italism and the National Question,
Roger Howard and Jack Scott in “In­
ternational Unions and the Ideology of
Class Collaboration” add more evidence
to the perspective of placing the social
question first, and how from this po­
sition it relates to the national question.
The authors deal with the fight for
socialism, and the struggle between
classes within the concrete setting of
the all-pervasive influence of the re­
actionary American trade union orga­
nisation, the AFL-CIO’s presence in
Canada. The relationship between the
form and the content of the social
struggle has two aspects and is squarely
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stated. (1) There is a need to break
organisationally from the American
unions, and this must be done because
a full social mobilisation of the working
people of Canada must be based, and
can only succeed, in the context of the
historical experience and capacity of
this class set in the particular cultural
topography in which it has developed
and functions. (2) Howard and Scott,
whose essay is superior to that of Lip­
ton’s in the same book, state,

“It is clear that a total break, orga­
nisationally and ideologically, with the
internationals is a necessary first step
towards the building of a movement
that will serve the real interests of
Canadian workers. If the organisational
change is not accompanied, or preceded,
by ideological change, there will be no
possibility of permanent transformation ;
for it is in the field of ideology —
the policy of class collaboration — that
labour and especially its ‘left’ section,
suffers the greatest defeat.... American
unions fight furiously for control of
Canadian locals and, in recent years,
have spent millions to defeat efforts
to establish an independent Canadian
movement. John L. Lewis once claimed
for instance that the United Mine
Workers of America poured $1,124,000
into Nova Scotia up to 1920 to prevent
the creation of a Canadian union.”

With the rise of industrial unions
”... the leaders of the AFL, in fact,
co-operated with the government and
employers in destroying industrial or­
ganisations, such as the Knights of
Labor, IWW and One Big Union. This
situation was to continue until grass­
roots pressure led to the organisation
of the Congress of Industrial Organisa­
tions.”
‘The AFL started out as an organisation

based on principles of exclusion, and
was bitterly opposed to industrial
unionism, especially as it was repre­
sented by the Knights of Labor”.
“Antagonism developed and the AFL
appointed John Flett as their paid or­
ganizer in Canada, charging him with
responsibility for quenching the flames
of revolt. At the TLC (Trades Labour
Council) convention of 1901, President
Ralph Smith dealt with the growing 

crisis, saying: ‘I think it is of vast
importance that this Congress should
adopt some method of increasing its
own usefulness. There ought to be a
Canadian Federation, for, while I
believe that unionism ought to be
international in its methods to meet
the necessity of combatting common
foes, this usefulness is only assured
by the strength of national unions. A
federation of American unions repre­
sented by national unions, each working
with the other in special cases, would
be a great advantage over having local
unions in Canada connected with the
national unions of America.’
“The pro-internationals element was at
a disadvantage at the 1901 covention.
To avoid defeat on the issue, they adopt­
ed the tactic of tabling Smith’s recom­
mendations for an independent Canadian
federation until the Berlin (Kitchener),
Ontario, convention scheduled for 1902.
This gave the AFL organizer Fleet and
his colleagues another year to mobilize
support.
“Following his report on anti-AFL sen­
timent in Canada, P.M. Draper, general
secretary of the TLC, appealed to the
1901 AFL convention for additional

funds to be assigned to Flett, and warn­
ed that ‘a very strong feeling’ in favour
of national unions was growing in Ca­
nada. The convention delegates res­
ponded by voting $300 to finance Fleet’s
activities, and a convention committee
commented, ‘It is to be regretted that...
there seems to be a tendency toward
severance among our Canadian brothers.’
Flett and others busily whipped dele­
gates into line for the 1902 convention,
while international executives put pres­
sure on Canadian branches. J.H. Wat­
son, BC vice-president of the Trades and
Labor Congress, complained : ‘what do
we find ? Canadian organizers paid by
the American Federation of Labor or­
ganizing members of local unions and
drawing their charter from a foreign
country. But Flett’s (and the AFL’s)
concerted and well-financed campaign
proved unbeatable. Even Smith failed
to get delegate nomination from Na­
naimo, BC, branch of the United Mine
Workers, whose district he represented
as a member of Parliament. Instead, he
was delegated by a Vancouver local
union.
“A study of the 1902 convention pro­
ceedings suggests that the Canadian in-

48



dependent group realized that defeat
awaited them. Only a token fight was
offered ; and, after a one-day debate,
the delegates passed a constitutional
amendment which shaped the destiny of
the Canadian Labour Congress from
then until present. The amendment

read : ‘in no case shall any body of
working-men belonging to any trade or
calling at present having an internatio­
nal or national union be granted a chart­
er. In the event of an international or
national union of the trade or calling
of the unions so charted being formed,
it shall be the duty of the proper officer
of the Congress to see that the said
union becomes a member of said inter­
national or national union. Provided
that no national union shall be re­
cognized where an international union
exists’.

“That ‘international’ meant ‘American’
was made very clear in 1912, when
British-affiliated unions were expelled.
The congress elected the AFL organizer,
John Flett, as president, and he went
begging to the American masters in a
resolution : ‘Resolved that as the Trades
and Labor Congress of Canada has
placed itself squarely in accord with
the principles of international unions,
and as such action will reveal the loss
of revenues... it is the opinion of the
Congress... all federal labor unions
and central trades and labor councils
should be instructed to take immediate
steps to make such arrangements with
the American Federation of Labor’.

“The question of charters was referred to
the Executive Council, which met with
Flett and Draper in Toronto on 25
April 1903. Council minutes show how
these two colonials represented Canadian
interests : ‘President Flett and Secretary
Draper said they were willing to concede
the issuance of charters to the AFL.’
The request for the right to issue char­
ters was withdrawn without even a re­
ference to the Congress which had pass­
ed the resolution. The line of capitula­
tion was clearly drawn, and from this
point on a long list of American-support­
ed functionaries would attack indepen­
dent unions as dual organizations.

“The evidence points to a deliberate
plan of conquest plotted by the Ameri­
can unionists, and the record of the AFL
in Latin America tends to support this
thesis ...”

Quoting at length from the Howard/
Scott essay is justified because of the
little known origins of the domination
of American unionism in Canada. But
we also want to quote at length to out­
line the resourcefulness and tremendous
capacity of the working people of Cana­
da. During the period when American
unionism sought to control the labour
movement here the One Big Union emer­
ged. It is important to note that the OBU
arose during a period of social conflict.

“The most significant attempt to create
an independent Canadian trade union
movement was the organization of the
One Big Union. It was called into exis­
tence during the upsurge of labour ra­
dicalism by 1921-22. But during this
short period of activity, the One Big
Union raised some of the central issues
involved in the development of an in­
dependent movement.

The impetus for the organization of
the OBU arose from the dissatisfaction
of the more radical union leaders (al­
most entirely Westerners) with the pre­
vailing policies of the international lab­
our movement. These dissatisfactions
centred around two interrelated themes :
class collaboration and trade union or­
ganization.
The issue of class collaboration came to
a head when the conscription bill was
introduced into the House of Commons
on 1 June 1917, the day the US Con­
gress adopted a draft conscription law.
Prior to the war, the TLC had denoun­
ced the impending conflict as a struggle
between the capitalist classes of various
nations in which the working class had
no stake. Even after the declaration of
hostilities and the shock of the disin­
tegration of international labour soli­
darity, the TLC opposed conscription
either completely or within the context
of the demand for ‘conscription of
wealth’ (i.e., nationalization of industry)
if conscription of manpower were legis­
lated. But with the passage of the con­
scription bill and the wholehearted sup­
port given to the war by the AFL, the
leadership of the Canadian movement
wavered.
At the TLC convention of 1917, the
radicals proposed a national general
strike to block conscription. But the
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TLC executive rejected this proposal on
two grounds. ..

The first objection was because it
would break the law, and the executive
did not want to oppose the Federal gov­
ernment.

And the second objection was this :
“It is just as well, at this time, that I
should point out that the organized
workers of Canada stand in a position
that has no parallel in any other coun­
try of the world. This Congress can
only exert its moral influence in the
enforcement of decisions, and the eco­
nomic power to support legislative de­
mands is not vested in our movement,
but is under the control of international
officers of our representative unions.
When the executive council of the Am­
erican Federation of Labor reaches a
decision, members of that council, being
heads of powerful international trade
unions, can use their influence effective­
ly. The same applies to the parliamen­
tary committee of the British Trade
Union Congress, but in Canada we can­
not use our economic power without the
sanction of the heads of our interna­
tional unions... In cases where our
decisions are at variance with decisions
taken by the American Federation of
Labor regarding important national is­
sues, it is difficult to secure that sym­
pathy, that support in the exercise of
our economic powers, as we otherwise
would receive if the executive of the
Congress were composed of powerful
economic organizations. As a delegate
put it: ‘President Gompers had com­
mitted the workers of the United States
to conscription; therefore, a general
strike was not feasible.’ ”

This issue, and the question of labour
leaders participating in government bo­
dies, plus the issue of industrial versus
craft unionism moved the radicals to
organize the Western Labour Conference
in Calgary during March 1919. One of
the most important debates centred
around political activity.

“Although it did not go as far as the
IWW stand of rejecting all political
activity, the conference did reject the
narrow parliamentarian view of politics.
In the words of one delegate : ‘Power
in politics is not found in Parliament

but in the country prior to the election.
Politics only exists where there are
classes, and any action taken by a class
in defense of its interest is political
action. Hence you cannot define any
particular action as political, but any
action . .. used to control political power
in order to use it for the benefit of
that class — that is political action, and
it matters not what method it takes.’ The
founders of the OBU considered on­
going education in class consciousness
ro be more significant than occasional
election campaigns and allocated one-
third of its monthly dues to the general
executive board for that purpose.”

Howard and Scott then proceed to
discuss the defeat of the Winnipeg Gen­
eral Strike by the combined forces of the
Canadian ruling class and its government
on the one hand, and the American Fe­
deration of Labor on the other. The au­
thors also criticize the policies of the
Moscow Communists in undermining the
internal solidarity of the OBU by adop­
ting the policy of the US Communist
leader William Z. Foster which was one
of working within the AFL and not
founding separate trade unions. These
people still maintain this permeationist
“boring from within” position today in
Canada, as do the Trotskyists and the
New Democratic Party. We do not
support this position. On the contrary,
libertarian socialists have never shied
away from the task of building new insti­
tutions or new organizations from the
bottom up as the occasion determines,
especially when bureaucratic degenera­
tion has set into the established ones.
There we ioin those who would urge the
creation of new independent associations
of producers in Canada. This is not sim­
ply a call for independent national or
nationalist unions, but rather for new
unions within a framework of revolu­
tionary syndicalism.

We wish to use the same criteria con­
sistently. To urge the creation of natio­
nalist trade unions in and of itself is to
urge a dangerous half measure. It’s the
previously mentioned ‘first stage of de­
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velopment’ approach again. The working
people, both unionized and non-union­
ized, when they are prepared to move,
will see through this ‘intermediate’ objec­
tive. Again as in all other questions the
social content of the conflict must come
first, and not the form.

Howard and Scott sum up by saying :
“But necessary as it is as a preliminary
step in the direction of more important
developments, the switch from interna­
tional to independent Canadian unions
will not, of itself, result in any funda­
mental transformation of the unions
from organs of class compromise to
weapons of revolutionary class struggle.”

They go on to add,
“The roots of the crisis in the unions
are internal, not external, and are em­
bedded in the class-collaborationist po­
licy which is built securely into what
has become the main activity and proud
achievement of the labour movement —
the union contract, the signing of which
is a fundamental act of compromise
with the class enemy.”

Finally the authors do well to warn
us that,

“It would be a serious mistake to equate
the union movement with the working
class. The bulk of the working popula­
tion is not in the organized union move­
ment.”

Ending the book, Teeple has an essay
called “Liberals in a Hurry : Socialism
and the CCF-NDP”, and Naylor, adds
an appendix on the same question called,
“The ideological foundations of Social
Democracy and Social Credit.’’ These
essays contain many important insights,
including some dealing with the origins
of the CCF. When we hear certain na­
tionalists in Canada rally against various
‘American ideological influences on the
Left’ while at the same time upholding
the NDP as a genuine Canadian inven­
tion, they should be reminded if they
are at all aware of it, about the disas­
trous influence of British fabianism on
the CCF and later NDP.

Teeple ends his essay by challenging
the stream of socialist orthodoxy on the
question of State-ownership of the means
of production. He rightly takes on this
powerful myth, not only to demonstrate
the vacuous nature of CCF/NDP social­
ism but also to bring in the more ge­
nerous vision of Marx. We shall deal
with this later.

With reference to Waffle, Teeple
again rightly suggests :

“The Waffle, however, is due some
credit for helping to develop a con­
sciousness of the colonial nature of
Canadian society. Although, this left
wing has attempted to link the struggle
for independence from the United States
with socialism, these two struggles are
linked only in name because the Waffle
has not moved beyond democratic libera­
lism.”

To summarize this collection of es­
says : Canada is not now and has never
been an independent country; it does
not have now and has never had an in­
dependent ruling class; it has no indepen­
dent trade union movement, and the few
efforts attempted in this direction were
crushed, with the collusion of certain
sections of the so-called Left. Finally any
independence movement has to be based
on a radical analysis of the day to day
problems of the working people : name­
ly the primacy of the social question is
the only genuine basis for struggle
against foreign domination, and for col­
lective self-determination. Further solu­
tions to these social problems must not
be sought in vague abstractions but with­
in the cultural backdrop out of which
they arise which entails an understanding
of the specific cast these problems in
Canada assume. The impossibility of
finding solutions for some of our social
(economic, political, cultural) problems
in a thoroughly colonized society under
the domination of US imperialism will
make the relationship between the social
and national question clear. All this is
implicit in Capitalism and the National 
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Question and a logical extension of its
arguments.

Well and good. Much beyond this
point, the book arouses all the disap­
pointments that most collections of es­
says generate. The book brings together
the work of some of Canada’s outstand­
ing independent Marxists, a relatively
rare event on the Canadian Left. For
instance, there is a very competent treat­
ment of the class structure in Canada by
Leo Johnson which is recommended al­
though its relationship to the national
question is unclear.

Nevertheless, the book collectively de­
monstrates the limitations of Marxism in
Canada, and even more the abject pover­
ty of the socialist project. It is stunning
to us for instance, that although the book
is called Capitalism and the National
Question in Canada, there is in fact no
thorough discussion of contemporary ca­
pitalism. In other words capitalism in
Canada is in no way situated in the
general development of international cap­
italism, and the array of contradictions
in which its contemporary form is emer-
sed. There is no discussion of the nature
of the productive process in Canada, and
the relations of production. There is no
thorough discussion of the nature and
present crisis in the meaning of socialism
today, or what a socialist programme
should include in Canada. There is no
discussion of the Canadian Left, outside
of the NDP. And finally there is no dis­
cussion of a revolutionary strategy or
alternative, namely how and with what
new principles can we get from here to
there.

Even a bare outline of some of the
missing discussions is imperative for our
part if we are going to take seriously the
present discussion of the social revolu­
tionary project. To begin with, we mav
be reminded that in an earlier section of
this critical review essay, we stated that
it is incorrect to pay attention to Cana­
da’s ossified “federal” political super­

structures. In effect the different princi­
pal regions of Canada, and in some cases
the provinces are more genuine geo­
political units than the federal one, and
that any revolutionary movement must
first and foremost be rooted in this re­
gionalism. This means that movement
building will have the quality of regional
authenticity. Different regions having
different urban/rural relationships will
mold a different shape on the movement
there than elsewhere. The political eco­
nomy of the regions and the level of its
development will contribute in particular
ways to the strengths or weaknesses of
the movement.

This means that when we speak of
putting social problems in their cultural
cast, we mean placing them in their loca-
list setting, taking into account the parti­
cularity and history of the popular strug­
gles, popular aspirations, and quests for
social justice of the region in question.
What we are admitting here is reality :
namely that the west coast ; the prairies ;
northern Ontario ; southern Ontario;
the Maritimes ; and the North have
much more of a cultural reality to them,
than the vague abstraction called Canada
held together by a powerful centralizing
state with its mystified but socially im­
potent political institutions. Indeed there
are probably cultural sub-regions within
these larger land masses we just mention­
ed, as Acadia, or Cape Breton in the Mar­
itimes. Any movement solidly rooted in
such organic areas becomes virtually im­
pregnable against outside assault, espe­
cially if it is also based on a popular
revolutionary consciousness which is it­
self inter-laced with the daily lives of
the people of the area. Any federation
based on these genuine units, co-ordinat­
ed over the years from the bottom up is
more likely to be organic and meaning­
ful.

But in order for this rich diversity not
to degenerate into balkanism or frag­
mentation, the decentralised and loca­
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lized social struggle envisaged here must
be of a libertarian nature. Not only
would it otherwise be reactionary and
bankrupt, it would also not work, and
this would allow for the complete
triumph of U.S. imperialism. The kind
of social struggle which is seen here as
necessary is identical to a libertarian
socialist revolution, for this is the only
way it can survive and flourish. Such a
mass movement based on small autono­
mous units blended into local and re­
gional cultures, eco-systems in fact, will
not only be self-reliant but will imple­
ment large-scale coordination on a more
egalitarian and effective way. Such a re­
volutionary movement would be more of
a reflection of the future liberated socie­
ty, than any vanguard political party rul­
ed by ‘democratic centralism’ and its con­
sequent military discipline which inevi­
tably leads to Stalinism. What in effect
is foreseen here is the exact opposite of
the traditional ‘revolutionary’ group’s
view of social struggle.

The only realistic defence for areas
north of the 49th parallel, is by a people
with a high consciousness of solidarity
and mutual aid, capable of struggling
city by city, community by community,
street by street. The actual means of
defence are several, and need not be dis­
cussed here. All potential enemies would
know that any attempt at conquest would
meet with total resistance.

But what are the conditions in our
society which are laying the basis for
the emergence of such a movement ?
What is meant more precisely by the
social question in the light of this per­
spective ? At this point we wish to offer
a number of theses.

(1) THE CHANGES UNDERGONE
BY CAPITALISM DURING THE
LAST FIFTY YEARS SHOW
THEMSELVES PRIMARILY IN
THE INCREASING CONCEN­

TRATION OF BOTH CAPITAL
AND BUREAUCRACY.

Monoplies, trusts, cartels, multi-natio­
nal corporations abound in countries of
“private capitalism”. During this same
period of development the State has be­
come the main economic factor and coor­
dinator in these countries. *

This process of concentration has led
to certain changes in the economy. The
failure to recognize these changes ac­
counts for the shallowness of much that
passes as ‘marxist analysis ? today.

The increase in the mass consumption
of commodities has become an essential
feature in the smooth functioning of
capitalism. “Commodity fetishism” has
become an irreversible aspect of this
kind of society. The old forms of capital­
ism as characterized by economic depres­
sions, massive unemployment, and gener­
al stagnation must be put aside (see
analysis in editorial of OUR GENERA­
TION, Vol. 6, No. 4, “Towards an Extra-
Parliamentary Opposition”). Neo-capita-
lism generates expansion of both produc­
tion and consumption for the sake of
consumption, interrupted by minor fluc­
tuations. This ‘ideology of growth’ is ob­
tained at the cost of an increased scope
of exploitation and alienation of the pro­
ducers in the course of their work. La­
bour discipline is bought especially in
key industries, at the workplace in ex­
change for certain wage concessions. In­
creases in wages on the whole now ap­
proximate increases in productivity of
labour. This means that the proportion
of the total social product going to the
workers and to capitalists remains cons­
tant.

• See OUR GENERATION, Vol. 8, No. 4,
for an analysis of the economic role of the
State in Canada and Quebec, and THE
POLITICAL ECONOMY OF THE STATE
published by BLACK ROSE BOOKS for
additional information including an analysis
of the role of the State in the U.S. economy.
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(2) THE SOCIAL STRUCTURE HAS
CHANGED WITH THE
GROWTH OF BUREAUCRACY

The modernizing of capitalism has
meant the "rationalization’ of human
activities. The bureaucratisation of all
spheres of social life becomes a dominant
feature of our type of society. In the
process, inherited individual wealth is
not the only criterion whereby influence
can be gained either in the economy or
the State.

The “traditional” ruling class based
on the ownership of heavy industry, man­
ufacturing, bank, insurance, is forced to
share, on an increasing scale, the func­
tions of administration and management
both of the economy and of society at
large, with a growing bureaucratic stra­
tum. This has already happened in Can­
ada during the last fifteen years and
has brought persons into the power struc­
ture whose ideology is part and parcel
of Canadian liberalism grounded in the
“Pearson Years”. In Quebec the situa­
tion is somewhat different as this stra­
tum developed much later on. *

This stratum, in Canada or in other
advanced capitalist societies, has become
an indispensable part of the smooth func­
tioning and ‘efficient’ operation of the
economy and shows deep, irreversible
changes in its structure.

The bureaucracy has some of its roots
in the workplace. The concentration of
capital and the ‘rationalization’ of pro­
duction from outside create the necessity
for a bureaucratic apparatus in the facto­
ry. office, or institution. The function of
this apparatus is to ‘manage’ the labour
process and the labour force and to 

• See “Classes Sociales et ideologies nationa-
listes au Quebec, 1760-1970” by Gilles Bour­
que and Nicole Laurin-Frenette, where they
deal with the split between the ‘technocratic
faction’ and the ‘neo-capitalist faction’, re­
viewed in OUR GENERATION, Vol. 8,
No. 2.

coordinate the relations of the enterprise
with the rest of the economy.

The bureaucracy also finds roots in
the increasing number of persons invol­
ved in the higher reaches of State acti­
vity such as public corporations and state
economic agencies. This is a result of the
profound changes that have taken place
in the economic role of the State.

The bureaucracy finally finds its roots
in the political process of parliamenta-
rianism and in the trade union organisa­
tions. In order to channel people, and
to better integrate them into the existing
social order, a special political apparatus
is necessary. This apparatus participates
to an increasing degree in the day-to-day
management of society, by muffling con­
flicts, and seeking modifications of this
or that demand from below.

The growth of this bureaucratic and
technocratic stratum has profundly alter­
ed the internal structure of the ruling
class. New elements have had to be in­
corporated into this minority, and privi­
leges have had to be extended. In a
word, hierarchical relationships have
been realigned. This stratum is not a
homogenous social formation in Canada.
It has developed to varying degrees in
various regions of the country. It is im­
portant to note that this managerial bu­
reaucracy is not based on any fundamen­
tally new mode of production or new
pattern of the circulation of commodi­
ties. It is based rather on changes in the
economic basis of capitalism’s need for
survival. Historically such developments
usually appear at the end of an era.

(3) CAPITALIST SOCIETY IS BAS­
ED ON CLASS DIVISIONS

The social relations at the workplace,
in an economy of artificially enforced
scarcity based on a centralizing technolo­
gy remains the basis of class society. In 
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all societies the world over these social
relations are capitalist relations ; that is,
they are based on wage labour. Human
beings are obliged to sell their labour
like a commodity for money. This makes
working persons into objects by selling
their labour to someone else in order to
survive. Their labour, bought and sold at
will by a small minority is the only
thing valued by capital, because it alone
can produce more capital. The rest of the
human is incidental. Those who buy and
sell labour power own most of the
wealth that it produces and thus control
in one way or another society as a whole.
Those who are forced to sell their labour
power to the highest bidder available,
are powerless as individuals.

Working people in factory or office
constitute less than half of the total ex­
ploited population of Canada. Neverthe­
less, should they stop working the econo­
my would grind to a halt. Therefore the
tension at the workplace, the point of
production, dominates directly the whole
organisation of the economy and indirec­
tly the whole of society. The organiza­
tion of work is becoming more and more
bureaucratized and is taking the form of
an increasing division of labour, of time
and motion studies, and a tendency to
speed-up the work process. The condi­
tions of the workplace which are not
unlike a military operation are subjected
to the ruthless will of capital, personified
in the bureaucratic managerial apparatus.
As a consequence of new forms of both
exploitation and domination, this class
of working people are becoming more
de-humanized, de-personalized ; they are
being proletarianized in the sense of
1984 and Brave New World. *

The fate of this proletariat in political
and social life has not changed over the
years. It is as powerless vis a vis esta­
blished power as ever ; it has no sub­
stantial power to affect changes in the
quality of its day to day life. The whole
pattern of neo-capitalist society, of its 

economy, of its State, of its housing, or
of its education, of the objects it will
consume and of the news it will receive,
of the questions of war and peace them­
selves, remain decided by a self-perpe­
tuating minority. The mass of the popu­
lation has no control or power over this
minority, be the society one of ‘private
capitalism’ and a ‘liberal democracy’ or
‘state capitalist’ and a ‘dictatorship of the
proletariat’.

The development and bureaucratiza­
tion of capitalism today has not lessened
its irrationalitv. Both at the level of the
factory and office and at the level of so­
ciety as a whole, the bureaucratic tech­
nocracy is a mixture of despotism and
confusion which produces a fantastic hu­
man and material wastage.

This then, we suggest, is what preoc­
cupies working people far more than
anything else. Unless we speak to these
concerns we speak to nothing fundamen­
tal. These are the problems of neo-capita-
lism in Canada. This is the social ques­
tion. But because Canada is a colony, the
social question cannot be dealt with out­
side the fact that Canadian capitalism is
an extension of American capitalism.
And that in the end our economy and its
social, political and cultural institutions
serve the ideology and objective needs of
the American empire. Thus the social
question must be taken on in relationship
to U.S. imperialism. In other words, peo­
ple in this country can go just so far in
their social liberation before they have
to deal with the question of outside con­

• With reference to blue collar workers alone,
a rash of studies have recently been publish­
ed documenting this trend : Where Have All
the Robots Gone ? Worker Dissatisfaction
in the 70's, by H.L. Sheppard, The Hidden
Injuries of Class, by Richard Sennet and J.
Cobb, The Company and the Union — The
'Civilized Relationship' of General Motors
and the United Auto Workers, by W. Serrin,
Bitter Wages, by J.A. Page. Work in Ameri­
ca, a HEW study, Worker’s Control, edited
by Hunnius, Garson and Cage.
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trol. However, we cannot proceed with
the question of outside control first (the
national question) and work down to
the social question, for this path espe­
cially in an advanced industrial society
like Canada is dangerous as well as his­
torically blocked.
(4) THE DEGENERATION OF THE

LEFT IN CANADA
The roots of the impotent situation in

which the Left in Canada finds itself is
to be found in two intimately interrelated
processes: the evolution of modern ca­
pitalism. partly outlined above, and the
bureaucratization of the traditional Left
groups and the trade union organisa­
tions. *

The degeneration of these organisa­
tions is not due to ‘bad leaders’ who
‘betray’. The problem is much deeper.
It is due primarily to the overwhelming
pressures of capitalist society which
eventually transform these organisations
into a mirror image of itself. Originally
created to overthrow bourgeois society,
these traditional organisations have in­
creasingly adopted the objectives, me­
thods, ideology and patterns of organisa­
tion of the very society they were striving
to supersede. There has developed within
their ranks, no matter what the theories,
an increasing division between leaders
and led. Some of these organisations are
caught up in this process consciously
and indeed cultivate it, others deny its
existence in a cloud of ‘radical rhetoric’.
This has culminated in the development
all the same, of a bureaucracy and bu­
reaucratic cast of mind which can be
neither removed nor controlled from be­
low. This structure pursues objectives of
its own.

These organisations come forward
with claims to ‘lead’ the working class.

• For another analysis see ‘‘The Improverish-
ment of the Canadian Left” by Marjaleena
Repo, TRANSFORMATION, Vol. 1, No. 4.

In reality they see the class as a mass to
be maneuvered, according to the pre­
conceived ideas of those who dominate
the particular political machinery. They
all see the objective of liberation as an
increased degree of participation in gen­
eral ‘material prosperity’.

The reformists like the NDP claim
that this can be achieved by a better
organisation of traditional capitalism.
The Stalinists, Maoists, Trotskyists and
Waffle claim that what is needed is a
change in the formal ownership of the
means of production along with State
planning, which amounts to a kind of
socialism from above. Their common
ideology boils down to an increase in
production and consumption guaranteed
by the rule of an elite of managers, seat­
ed at the summit of a new hierarchy
based on ‘ability’, ‘experience’, and ‘de­
votion to the cause’. This objective is es­
sentially no different from that of con­
temporary capitalism itself.

The degeneration is not due to the in­
trinsic evils of organisation. Nor is it due
to the fact that reformists and Stalinists
have ‘wrong ideas’ and provide ‘bad
leadership’, as sundry Trotskyists and
Leninists still maintain. Still less is it
due to the bad influence of particular
individuals : David or Stephen Lewis,
Khruschev, or Stalin.

What it really reflects is the fact that
even when struggling to over throw capi­
talism, the working class remains a par­
tial prisoner of the system, and this in a
much more subtle way than is usually
understood. It remains a prisoner be­
cause it continues to conceive of its liber­
ation as a task to be entrusted to the
leaders of certain organisations to whom
the class can confidently delegate its his­
torical role.

The bureaucratised, traditional Left or­
ganizations, parties and trade unions,
have long ceased to express the historical
long-term interests of the working peo- 
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pie. The reformist bureaucracy aims at
securing a place for itself in the manage­
ment of the capitalist system as it is. The
authoritarian socialist bureaucracy of one
sect or another aims at instituting a re­
gime of the Russian or Chinese type
where it would itself become the domi­
nant social group.

Despite their periodic conflicts with
the ruling class, both reformists and au­
thoritarians whether in political parties
or in the trade unions have the effect of
perpetuating present class society. They
have become the vehicles through which
capitalist ideas, attitudes and mentality
seep into the powerless class. They seek
to canalise and control all manifestations
of revolt against the existing social order.
They seek to limit the more extreme ex­
cesses of the system, the better to main­
tain exploitation within Tolerable’ limits.

These political and trade union orga­
nizations are confronted with an, insolu­
ble dilemma. On the one hand they are
as institutions tolerated by established
society. On the other hand, they aim at
maintaining within their framework a
class, whose conditions of life and work
drive it to destroy that very society.

The organisation which the majority
of exploited and dominated people need
must be based on a totally different phi­
losophy and structure and use entirely
different methods of struggle.

Apathy and depolitization result from
bureaucratic degeneration. The working
class organisations have become indis­
tinguishable from bourgeois political ins­
titutions.

Apathy and depolitisation result from
changes undergone by neo-capitalism.
Economic expansion, high employment,
the gradual increase in wages, pathologic­
al consumerism, mean that for a whole
period ( which has not yet come to an
end), the illusion of progress still affects
us. This illusion is deliberately and very 

skillfully fostered and manipulated by
the system for its own ends.

The programme of reformists like the
NDP has been realized in a whole variety
of ways. Yet the more we have ‘changes’
the more the basic features of our lives,
like boredom, monotony, purposelessness,
remains the same. The political path
along which the NDP and the various
‘Communist’ parties proceed proves its
futility. After decades and decades of re­
form and struggle all that has been
achieved in this land of incredible wealth
and potential is that commodities can be
spread more widely than before. The
same social powerlessness exists, and the
same economic insecurity prevails. What
we have still amounts to charity how­
ever bitterly we have fought for it.

Historical experience in Canada has
shown that society will only be changed
fundamentally through the autonomous
and self-conscious activity of the prole-
tarianized class. No stratum, category,
party or other form of hierarchical or­
ganization can achieve socialism ‘on be­
half of’ the proletariat and in its place.
Socialism will only be built through so­
cial revolution. Socialism can only be
built on the destruction of all bureaucra­
cies. Social revolution does not only
mean the abolition of private capitalism.
It means the abolition of all dominating
and privileged strata in society. It there
fore implies the abolition of any social
group claiming to manage production or
the State ‘on behalf of the people’.

(5) THE FORMATION OF A REVO­
LUTIONARY CONSCIOUSNESS
AND OF A SOCIAL REVOLU­
TIONARY MOVEMENT IN CA­
NADA WILL BE MEANINGLESS
(INDEED IMPOSSIBLE) UN­
LESS IT BASES ITS IDEAS, ITS
PROGRAMME. ITS STRUCTURE
AND ITS METHODS OF AC­
TION ON THE HISTORICAL
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EXPERIENCE OF THE WORK­
ING CLASS IN THIS COUNTRY
AND IN OTHER COUNTRIES.
PARTICULARLY THAT OF THE
LAST 50 YEARS.

This means that such developments as
we describe as constituting the social
question must draw the full lessons of
the period of bureaucratisation and that
it must break with all that is mere ritual
or hangover from the past. Only in this
way will we be able to provide answers
to the real and often new problems which
will be posed in the period to come.

A radical analysis of the crisis of
modern industrial society and of capita­
lism is imperative. The essence of the
social question as outlined here is that
the analysis or critique of the organisa­
tion of the economy and of work under
capitalism must be at the centre of our
reconstruction of the revolutionary move­
ment. We must surrender the idea that
capitalism creates rational factories and
rational machines and that it organizes
work ‘efficiently’ although somewhat
brutally and for the wrong ends. Instead
we must express what every person in
every region of Canada sees very clearly :
that work has become absurd, that it
means the constant oppression and muti­
lation of workers and that the bureau­
cratic organisation of work means end­
less confusion and waste.

Where it exists, material poverty must
be exposed. But the content of consump­
tion under capitalism must also be ex­
posed. It is not enough to criticize the
smallness of the education budget : we
must denounce the content of capitalist
education. We must denounce and work
against the concept of the school as an
activity apart from life and society. It is
not enough to demand more public
monies for housing : we must denounce
and work against the prevailing ideas
on housing and the way of life they en­
tail.

It is not enough to denounce the pre­
sent government as representing the in­
terests of a privileged class. We must
also denounce the whole form and con­
tent of contemporary politics as a busi­
ness for ‘specialists’, and the idea that
parliamentarianism is democracy. A re­
volutionary movement must break with
electorialism, and on this there can be
no compromise. It must show that revo­
lutionary politics are not confined to talk
of wages and government affairs, but
that they deal with everything that con­
cerns people and their social lives. “Les
vrais problemes sont quotidiens”, was
the insightful slogan of the 1968 General
Strike in France, and with reason.

The confusion about the socialist pro­
gramme created by the authoritarian or­
ganisations of the Left must be exposed.
The idea that socialism only means the
nationalisation of the means of produc­
tion and planning — and that its essen­
tial aim is an increase in production and
consumption, albeit on a more egali­
tarian basis — must be denounced. The
similarity of these views with the basic
orientation of neo-capitalism itself must
be shown.

Socialism is workers*  control and
management of production and of socie­
ty and the localist power of workers’
councils and community assemblies. The
essential content of socialism is the resti­
tution to people of the control over their
own life, the transformation of labour
from an absurd means of breadwinning
into the free and creative action of indi­
viduals and groups (see “Toward a Li-
beratory Technology” by Murray Book­
chin, in the OUR GENERATION pam­
phlet form), the constitution of integrat­
ed human communities and the union of
the culture and the life of people.

The libertarian essence of socialism
should not be shamefully hidden as
some kind of abstract speculation con­
cerning an indeterminate future. The per­
spective with which we looked at the 
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social question here should be presented
for what it is : a prospective for the hu­
manisation of work and of an entire so­
ciety. Socialism is not a backyard of leis­
ure attacher to the industrial prison. It is
not what commodities we can play with
during the weekend, even though it
might be a three or four day weekend.
It is not transistors for the prisoners. It
is the destruction of the industrial prison
itself. This means the defeat of American
imperialism in content as well as in form.
This is the basis of our position. In an
industrial society as developed as our
own we cannot separate this question of
form from content, so the social question
comes first and foremost. The limitations
of its resolution by the presence of Am­
erican domination of Canada are dealt
with at that point. We are not third-
world voyeurs.

In all local struggles the way in which
the result is obtained is at least as im­
portant as what is obtained. Even from
the point of view of efficiency, actions
organised and led by the people them­
selves are superior to actions decided
and led bureaucratically. They alone
create the conditions of progress, for this
approach alone teaches us to run our
own affairs.

In Canada, as in other industrial so­
cieties, the mobilisation of youth is essen­
tial. Canadian society has lost its hold
on the generations it produces. The rup­
ture is particularly brutal in politics.
Such a mobilization will be impossible
unless the broad outlines of a social al­
ternative for the present and immediate
future are clearly articulated. The social
movement must help young people in
struggle and must contribute towards
clarifying and generalising their exper­
ience, the objective being the develop­
ment of skills and a lasting social con­
sciousness and ability to manage social
affairs themselves.

Organizing on the regional and local
level must be based on the principles of 

direct democracy and be consciously
anti-bureaucratic in manner. This implies
a total rejection of ‘democratic central­
ism’ and other forms of organisation that
encourage bureaucracy. At the local lev­
el, and in any regional or large level co­
ordination, the principles of autonomy,
direct democracy rather than delegation
of decision-making, and co-ordination
where necessary, should be achieved
through delegates elected and revocable
at any time by their local groups.

The revolutionary movement should
also seek to bring closer together the
struggle at the workplace and the broad­
er struggle of other sections of the popu­
lation, equally deprived of any effective
say in the management of the affairs that
concern them most. But people, we must
remind ourselves, cannot be expected to
become participating citizens in their
communities actively involved in impor­
tant social issues, if at work where they
spend more than half their day they are
beaten down. Nevertheless there are ma­
ny people who are not part of the regu­
lar work force. A large part of educa­
tional work should be directed towards
these other strata of our evolving society
as well as towards new strata of wage
earners (various service workers, stud­
ents. intellectuals).

We have written and spoken at some
length on previous occasions about the
importance of community work, no mat­
ter what importance is assigned to change
in the work-place. People who are not
part of the regular work force can be
organised around questions like housing,
transportation, pollution, health, and un­
employment. All these issues should be
raised within the perspective of com­
munity control. The generation of new
forms of struggle and organisation is not
only profoundly relevant to the socialist
future but also capable on a daily basis
of eating out the legitimacy of corrupt
contemporary institutions in the com­
munity. More than a challenge to legiti­
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macy, these developing new social forms,
whether they arc co-operative housing,
radical day-care centres, or community
clinics, are on the one hand embryonic
attempts at self-management, and, given
a sense of economic reality, are also sup­
portive in any community of the revolu­
tionary movement. These networks of
community groups can create a sense of
cultural change which is indispensable
to rooting of any new consciousness in
a particular section of a city.

Today, no matter how active young
women and men workers are at their
place of work, support is essential at
home and in the neighborhood. This
opens the whole question of co-operative
living, new life-styles, communalism. The
sterile privatism of traditional radical
movements, where after one’s daily
work, a person goes home to the tra­
ditional bourgeois setting does not go
far enough. Revolutionary consciousness
must be nourished in the whole of one’s
daily life.

But in the final analysis the similarity
between the objects of these new social
forms and actions and those of the move­
ment of worker’s self-management at the
workplace should be repeatedly pointed
out, as should the only possible solution
to both : the complete democratisation of
society through social revolution.

The changes in modem capitalism
have done nothing to lessen the contra­
dictions of the system which lie in the
field of production and of work, reflec­
ting themselves through the rest of socie­
ty. These are contradictions focussed in
the alienation of the worker. In addition
to these contradictions, in Canada, by
virtue of the domination of American
capital, people here are thrown conflict­
ing signals of identity. On the one hand
they are told they are Canadians, and
that is supposed to be different from
being an American. On the other they are
surrounded daily by the values and 

images of imperial America. Neverthe­
less this secondary contradiction can
only be gotten at by means of the first,
that of the objective and subjective con­
dition of working people. Only if people
are determined to attain a different way
of life, and have a positive alternative
in mind, will the struggle by joined. It
is simply not enough in Canada to tell
working people that we do not want to
be controlled by the Americans. Nationa­
lists will use our hostility towards Amer­
ican domination, but towards what end ?
To a new bureaucratic society, a state
capitalist, or authoritarian socialist socie­
ty directed by centralising State agencies
from Ottawa ? We must not let our
desire to break American control distract
us from the more fundamental project of
breaking the existing social order. This
project cannot come after, it must come
at the same time, or it never comes.

Even in Quebec where there is a tre­
mendous emotional investment in a dis­
tinct language, and a largely different
culture, the cultural struggle touched a
small minority of the proletariat. When
this proletariat mobilised itself into the
greatest General Strike in North Americ­
an history on social issues, and realised
that one of the limitations of the situa­
tion was foreign control, then that ques­
tion became meaningful. It is becoming
clearer in Quebec daily, that socialism
comes first. But socialism will not
be possible without self-determination.
that is, the independence of Quebec. It
is now, when 30,000 people march on
May Day in solidarity throughout Que­
bec, that we see the momentum becom­
ing massive.

The subjective undercurrents bending
towards nationalism do not exist in Can­
ada. Nationalism’s historical role was
to bring the bourgeoisie to power. Where
the bourgeoisie was only partly in power,
and a country dominated by imperialism,
nationalism was used to change the bal­
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ance of power. Nowhere have nationa­
lists ushered social revolution. To create
a nationalist sentiment ex nihilo in an
advanced industrial society is extremely
dangerous.

The struggle for freedom, for the so­
cial and cultural self-determination of
Canada and Quebec from external con­
trol is one and the same with the struggle
against all hierarchy, and this in turn is
the struggle against the hierarchy of
ideas employed by the bourgeoisie to
maintain its world.

The opposition between theory and
ideology is no mere academic dispute :
it is itself part of the struggle. Thus we
do not offer this perspective, the out­
lines of which we stated here, as mere
‘ideas’, as just one more contemplative
interpretation of our society. Ideas are,
after all, alienated desire. We hope with
dialogue to clarify theory and to practice
this theory in our daily lives.
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WHO BUILT THE TIGER CAGES OF CON SON’!
Raymond Morrison-Knudson Root Brown and Jones of Saigon

— an American Construction Consortium
The principle members are : Morrison-Knudson of Boise, Idaho and

Raymond International of Houston, Texas

Morrison-Knudson has also built:

• the Grand Coulee Dam
’ the Mount Home Air Force Base
• the Atlas Missile Base, Oklahoma
* the Lowry Titan Missile Factory
• the Whiteman Minuteman Missile Factory
• the Titan Missile Base, Denver

in Latin America

• the Columbian Central Highway
• the Peruvian San Lorenzo Dam & Canals
* the Tres Marias Dam in Brazil
• the Argentine Pipeline

in Canada — 4 subsidiaries

• Morrison-Knudson of Canada
Northern Construction Company, Vancouver

’ J.W. Stewart of Vancouver
• Emkay — which owns 50% interest in mining

licenses covering 17,000 acres of coking coal
in Elk River Valley, B.C.

Morrison-Knudson’s use of cheap foreign labour:
* 5,900 employees in U.S. with $630 million in con­

tracts in 1971 ;
• 26,900 foreign employees with $271 million in

1971 contracts

One of the vice-presidents of M-K was an advisor to
Chaing Kai Shek, 1946-1951

CURRENTLY: modernizing the vehicles used by Chi­
cago's West Suburban Mass Transit District.

Raymond International:
• specializes in off-shore

construction and oil
pipelines

* has extensive pipeline
holdings in American
South-west

• affiliate, Raymond
Brown & Root, CA
held $50 million in
contracts in South
Vietnam in 1971, near­
ly half their total con­
tracts.

* among Raymonds dir­
ectors are:
— the treasurer of

Cornell University

— the retired presid­
ent of Penn Central

— chairman of Kidder
Peabody & Co., a
large NYC broker­
age firm

CURRENTLY: building a
$17 million extension to
the Washington, D.u.
subway.

CURRENTLY: the consortium has been awarded a new contract to construct
NEW Tiger Cages that will be 2 sq. feet smaller than the previous
ones.

The above information was researched and compiled from publics sources by Robert Sweeney.
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Vietnam...

CANADA and VIETNAM

— little known facts —

• Canada provided the formula that facil­
itated purchase of CIA-AIR AMERICA
military aircraft for the ICCS AIR SER­
VICES using American pilots who know
the terrain...1 the downed ICCS heli­
copter of April 7th had been flying for
ten minutes in opposite direction...2
almost impossible to distinguish ICCS
planes from others since the markings
are barely distinguishable in bright sun­
shine (ICCS-white stripes ; JMC-yellow ;
ARVN-none) and easily confused being
all AIR AMERICA design helicop­
ters...3 BBC on Feb. 12th announced
1-200 daily ARVN sorties strafing re­
fugees returning home to PRG con­
trolled areas. 4

• Four hours after the departure of Prof.
Georges Lebel (Montreal lawyer) from
recent Saigon visit, four ex-prisoners in­
terviewed and five ex-prisoners appoint­
ment cancelled, were all re-arrested;
charge — guilty of having met with
Canadian and American delegations,
April 28, 1973.5

• Michel Gauvin, Canadian Ambassador
to Greece, also head of the Canadian
delegation to the ICCS; previous in­
cludes Canadian Charge d’Affaires in the
Congo on special mission to the Stan­
leyville crisis 1964; Canadian Envoy to
the Dominican Republic during Amer­
ican intervention 1965 ; Advisor to Ca­
nadian ICC team during critical days of
19566 (when Pres. Diem repudiated
the Geneva Agreement by refusing to
hold elections) — consistent with pres­

ent policy announcing alleged violations
in S. Vietnam prior to legitimate in­
vestigation ... the current demand for
his recall is futile gesture in the face of
Canadian government’s ability to pro­
duce other Gauvin’s.

• Canadian Red Cross Society’s abortive
trip to Saigon in February 1973 never
oficially sanctioned... initiated "with
the encouragement and assistance of
Canadian government following inform­
al approach by one of the parties
(USA)”. 7 Polish Red Cross did not join
them in Saigon having received no
mandate... the trip for which $50,000
was allocated,8 provided Gen. A.E.
Wrinch with much gratuituous publicity
on return : "We have been blocked com­
pletely by the North Vietnamese and
Viet Cong”9 although it was later ad­
mitted that it was the Thieu regime
which refused permission to inspect
prison camps in Saigon.10

• More about Inti. Red Cross which has
just received donations of CIDA (Ca­
nadian International Development Agen-
vy — External Affairs) and $27,500
plus 2 staff members from Canadian
Red Cross ”to alleviate suffering in
Indochina”11 ...their last visit to Con
Son Prison S. Vietnam was Jan.
11/69...12 Saigon government recent­
ly refused to allow delegations to bring
any medicine with them claiming that
the Red Cross had already sufficient
medicine in S. Vietnam.13
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0 Article 3B of the Protocol concerning
Supervisory Commission states in part:
”,.. in the case that no unanimity is
reached, the Commission shall forward
the different views, but these shall not
be considered as reports of the Com­
mission (emphasis added)... when Ca­
nadian Manfred Von Nostitz insisted
upon an unauthorized and personal in­
terrogation of alleged North Vietnam
prisoners, Hungarian and Polish deleg­
ations refused to include this in their
report... Gauvin threatened boycott.16

0 Article 2 of the Agreement states in
pan "...the U.S. will remove, perma­
nently deactivate or destroy all the
mines in the territorial waters... of
North Vietnam as soon as this agree­
ment goes into effect." According to the
Pentagon as of March 6th only 3 of the
20,000 mines have been deactivated and
Nixon subsequently halted further re­
movals.17 No comment from Canadian
Delegation.

0 How many Canadians are answering
these ads: "Communications Center
Personnel, Operation & Repair, S.E.Asia
assignments, Federal Electric Corp.
ITT"; — "Fighter pilots instructors
wanted by Aircraft Division North­
rop.” 18

• N.D.P. Government in B.C has set up
a House Committee to deal with Liber­
al MLA proposed expenditure of $2.25
million to establish children’s hospitals
in Vietnam, allocating $50,000 for two
doctors to tour the area;19 which would
coincide with C.I.D.A.’s fraudulent med-
dical aid programs in S. Vietnam which
function as part of the US-AID prog­
ram, admitted cover for CIA activities.
Genuine aid to Vietnam at this moment
requires only massive shipments of me­
dical and surgical supplies via establish­
ed channels (e.g. C.A.V.C. Canadian Aid
to Vietnamese Civelians) and not offer
of funds which will trickle very sparing­
ly down to victims but will be mainly
diverted to corrupt officialdom... milit­
ary intelligence uses medical facilities in
this war as in all others...

© We are warned by Project Indochina
Resources Centre that:

There is the most urgent need that
the whole issue of future covert war
by the Nixon administration receive
the fullest possible airing immediate­
ly. 1973 began with a peace agree­
ment but unless this covert war is
exposed and stopped now, 1973 may
end with more war than ever.”20

The announcement of Canada’s projected July 31st withdrawal from the ICCS
underlines the urgent need to honorably fulfill all its moral and legal obligations as
a signatory to the Paris Accord, so that the Canadian team will not find itself part
of the machinery which may yet set in motion the 3rd Indochina War.

Claire Culhane,
May 29, 1973. Montreal.

Claire Culhane and Gary Teeple are collaborating on a book due to appear in the
Fall dealing with Canada’s role in Indochina.

— All sources for facts (numbered) available on request

64



Vietnam...

AFTER THE

Something very queer indeed has happen­
ed to the Paris Agreements which were
supposed to draw the Indochina War to an
end. First we had the strange affair of the
American POW’s. When released, the press
noted these were perhaps the healthiest
looking American POW’s to come home
from any war. Some limped, some hobbled,
but for the most part they strode briskly off
the planes — and vanished into right secur­
ity. Bit by bit, flight by flight, they returned
to their homes — bur refused press inter­
views on the grounds that nothing should
be said about their trearment until the last
POW was released.

Then, in a carefully orchestrated series
of press appearances, the POW’s began to
document tortures they had undergone in
Hanoi. Did the prisoners look healthy ? Yes,
but that is because the "worst torture’’ had
stopped in 1969, some four years ago. Vir­
tually every columnist except for Pete
Hamill in the N.Y. Post, took the side of
the POW’s and joined in a chorus of anger
that helped scuttle any economic aid for
North Vietnam.

Somehow overnight the focus shifted
from the hideous destruction our men
brought to tens upon tens of thousands in
North Vietnam, to the torture some few of
them suffered up to 1969. No nation can
lose a war with good grace, particularly
when, having been defeated, we were not
conquered. We lost the war with all our
powers intact and suddenly a bloody and
cruel chapter in world history, a chapter
written by three American Presidents, be­
comes "peace with honor"; whatever debt
we might owe the Indochinese, with more
than a million dead and millions upon mil­

CEASEFIRE:

lions made refugee, is wiped out by the
treatment of a few American military men
while in prison.

Then the White House began to discover
the numerous violations of the Paris Agree­
ments by the North Vietnamese and the
Provisional Revolutionary Government. We
did not hear about the four PRG delegates
ambushed and killed by Saigon forces. We
did not hear about the villages bombed by
Thieu’s air force when they dared raise the
PRG flag. We did not pay much attention
to the U.S. bombing in Laos right up to the
signing of their own peace settlement —
bombing in direct violation of the Paris
Agreements, and bombing that has in recent
days resumed. We did hear about the bomb­
ing of Cambodia — massive B-52 strikes
— in absolute violation of the Paris Agree­
ments. But such murderous and open viola­
tions of the Paris Agreements have not
deeply disturbed Congress. There were, after
all, the POW’s with their stories of torture.
(Let me note that most of the POW’s are
career military; they were held for days
for interrogation before being allowed to
join their families; their chances of ad­
vancing in their chosen careers may well
depend on how carefully they follow gov­
ernment scripts written our for them. If it
seems incredible to suggest that in some
cases the POW’s were reading from scripts
rather than speaking from experience, we
must remember that we are dealing with
an Administration which could plan Water­
gate and hope to silence that story by pay­
ing out cash to the families of those con­
victed. This is an Administration which can
arrange — or try to arrange — virtually
anything).
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Where the Paris Agreements made it
clear the U.S. was not to choose sides in
Vietnam, Nixon promptly violated that,
bringing Thieu to this country for a politic­
al tour, while pressuring the United Nations
into refusing visas for the PRG to come to
the UN as observers, in the same capacity
as the Saigon government.

And so the war isn’t over at all. Not only
are the two sides in Vietnam both violating
the cease fire, but Nixon has begun to re­
commit U.S. bombers to action, ending
the mine-clearing operation, said no funds
will go to North Vietnam after all, and used
the POWs as a pawn — which is all they
were to him at any time — to help rally
public support for continued U.S. involve­
ment.

It is crucial for pacifists not to take the
position of a "plague on both your houses”,
assuming that the North Vietnamese and
the PRG are equally guilty with Thieu’s
government The political reality is that
Thieu has everything to fear from political
struggle, and the PRG a great deal to gain
from it Thieu has the third largest air force
in the world (rushed in between the Nov­
ember 1972 "peace is at hand” and the
signing of the Paris Agreements in March.)
He has a million men under arms — and
we are continuing to supply and strengthen
his armed forces. He has between 10,000
and 20,000 U.S. civilian "advisers” to help
run the computers, fix the aircraft, keep the
massive military machine purring. (Some
of these advisers have been killed already
— more will be — but theirs are the in­
visible deaths of "civilians” who have volun­
teered their service and are no longer part
of any list of battle casualties.) The bulk of
the population lives in the cities, under
Thieu s control. The bulk of the land is
controlled by the PRG. Thieu has no poli­
tical organization — only an efficient secret
police that has silenced all political opposi­

tion. The PRG has a network of political
cadre throughout all South Vietnam, includ­
ing the cities. Thieu literally cannot engage
in an open political struggle: he has no
party apparatus, no political cadre, nothing
except the army and secret police. Thieu
labors under an additional burden: not only
does he now hold 200,000 civilian prisoners,
the vast majority of whom are non-Com-
munist Catholics and Buddhists, but he has
compelled hundreds of thousands or millions
of peasants to remain in the cities under
his political control, in a situation where
there is no work, where the artificial eco­
nomy of the American army is gone. Many
PRG territory. The PRG has no economic
of those peasants want to return to farms in
problems — despite ecological damage, they
can support the population in their territory
— while Thieu faces absolutely crucial pro­
blems in trying to support the refugees.

All of this means simply that the PRG
has a vested interest in a genuine political
contest because they believe they could win.
They have a vested interest in the free
movement of peoples because it means peas­
ants would return to land in PRG territory.
They support the release of political pris­
oners because they have a vested interest
in having those 200,000 non-Communist
civilians report to the Vietnamese public
the kind of treatment Thieu meted out to
Catholics and Buddhists. In another situa­
tion it is possible that the PRG would not
be taking what we consider the "correct
position”, but they do take the correct posi­
tion now and to quibble over why they take
it is less important than that they do take
it. And while one may almost feel sorry for
Thieu, a petty if skillful tyrant surrounded
by oceans of fear and paranoia, the fact is
Thieu would perish politically in any kind
of free society. He dare not release the
prisoners. He dare not permit village elec­
tions. He dare not allow peasants freedom
of movement. He dare not abide by the 
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Paris Agreements — they would spell his
political death.

One confronts a paradox in Vietnam : the
U.S., which invariably speaks of its allies
as members of the "free world," backs a
general who is terrified of free elections;
the Communists, who normally do not allow
such elections (Russia, Poland, Hungary,
etc.) are here defending them, and depend­
ing on them. It is this political reality which
makes it hard to believe U.S. reports of
Vietnamese violations of the cease fire —
for the PRG has the most to gain and the
Saigon regime the most to lose from an end
of the fighting and a beginning of the poli­
tical process.

In Cambodia, where the press talks
"North Vietnamese troops" the reality is
that the regime of Lon Nol is threatened
not by North Vietnamese but by Cambo­
dian rebels. Malcom Browne in the New
York Times of April 22 reported that, "The
enemy these days is mostly Cambodian.
Official American sources [empasis added]
here say that since the Vietnam ceasefire
three months ago there has been no docu­
mented evidence of Vietnamese troops serv­
ing in Combat roles in Cambodia." And yet
the bombing goes on here, as heavy as any
bombing in the long cruel years of the
official war.

Nixon, a politician with extraordinary
luck, has for the moment defused public
opposition to his policies: our prisoners are
home, our troops are home, and "air strikes"
are something invisible, distant, and non-
controversiaL Yet Nixon is trapped, in
Indochina as elsewhere, with realities that
will not yield to Kissinger’s brilliance. The
Thieu regime cannot survive without our
support, the Vietnamese (North and South)
will continue to seek the end of our foreign
intrusion. Bombers are effective only up to
a point — and then Nixon must either re­
commit ground troops or accept defeat.

In the meantime Nixon’s luck has chang­
ed on the home front as well as in Indo­
china. The meat boycott was a forceful
political show of opposition to the govern­
ment. Water rate has come home, with talk
of possible impeachment. Prices continue to
rise. Nixon’s long run of luck, of "total
rule" in opposition to Congress and de­
fiance of the Constitution, seems to have
run out. Nixon, having brought the nation
to the brink of fascism, now seems to have
generated new forces, at home and abroad,
which finally challenge that absolute power
and make doubtful the ability of the gov­
ernment to wage a Third Indochina War.

David McReynolds
WIN magazine
May, 1973.

MASS STRIKE IN QUEBEC
In May 1972 Quebec workers launched the largest
general strike in North America in this century. Workers
seized control of several key industrial towns, and
occupied many radio and TV stations. The background
and course of this strike are detailed in a special issue
of Radical America.

$ 1 per copy — S 5 a year
5 Upland Rd., Cambridge, Mass. 02140
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"Revolution in the Metropolis”
by Margaret Ellinger and John Rowntree

— a major article (86 pages) in

THE POLITICAL ECONOMY OF THE STATE

— just released by Black Rose Books — $2.95.
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The Story of the Auto Pact:

From Colony to Hinterland

by Mike Qurstein

Mike Gurstein is with the Division of Social
Science, York University.

This paper is based on a formidable piece
of research carried out by the York Research
Group, especially Ellen Barr, Larry Olivo,
Dan Meany, Ellie and Len Prepas, and Doris
Yancy. Not only is this article a summary,
but it was further cut by the editors due to
space requirements. Sections on the Auto Parts
Industry and on the Domestic International
Sales Corporation (DISC) were removed. Any­
one wanting this material can freely write to
Our Generation or directly to Mike Gurstein.

Discussions on the role and significance
of foreign ownership in Canada have tend­
ed to treat foreign control as an undiffe­
rentiated whole. General distinctions are
drawn between primary and secondary in­
dustries, but this is a5 far as it goes. Such
a position on the part of those critical of
foreign control ignores the very significant
differences between different sections of the
industrial sector in the Canadian economy.
This leads to misjudgements in the attempt
to link a political strategy to the question
of foreign ownership.

The motor vehicle assembly and parts-
producing industry in Canada is one of the
largest sources of manufacturing employ­
ment in Canada and probably the largest in
Ontario, the heartland of Canadian indus­
try. The industry is very largely foreign
controlled (probably over 80% of produc­
tion) and since 1966 Canada has participat­
ed in a virtual free-trade relationship (the
Auto-Pact) with the U.S. The "auto-pact”
was a new stage in the development of
the dependency of the Canadian economy.

The elimination of tariff barriers con­
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tinentalized the industry, changed its over­
all status from that of a satellite industry
within a colonial economy to that of a
segment of the over-all domestic hinterland
of the U.S. industry. It effectively has be­
come part of the domestic U.S. economy
while "nominally” remaining under Cana­
dian political jurisdiction.
BEFORE THE AUTO-PACT

Canada had developed a localized and
small scale carriage making industry in the
19th century.1 This was protected by a
35% tariff. The first motor vehicle, an elec­
tric car, was probably produced in Toronto
in 1893 but nothing of commercial signifi­
cance developed. It was only with the orga­
nization of the Ford Motor Company of Ca­
nada in Windsor in 1904 that motor vehicle
manufacture became of commercial impor­
tance. This company, organized indepen­
dently from Ford of the U.S., bought en­
gines and chassis from Ford in Detroit,
ferried them to Windsor and attached
bodies and wheels. In 1911 it obtained
from Henry Ford the exclusive rights to
manufacture and sell Ford cars in all parrs
of the British Empire outside of the British
Isles. This concession was undoubtedly gran­
ted in order that Ford (U.S.) could begin
penetration of international markets with
the tariff advantages of Imperial Prefe­
rences. Controlling interest in the company
very early was sold to Ford of the U.S.

Colonel Sam McLaughlin who had in­
herited a carriage works in Oshawa formed
the McLaughlin Motor Car Company in
1907. He manufactured the Buick automo­
bile under license from Buick of the U.S.
In 1915, the company acquired Canadian
rights to the Chevrolet. In 1918, the two
McLaughlin companies were merged into
General Motors of Canada with controlling
interest held by General Motors of the U.S.
Colonel Sam, retained his position as pre­
sident and received large amounts of stock
in the parent company.

By 1910 when rhe industry first appear­
ed as such in census reports, there were 

eight plants employing over 2,400 persons
manufacturing automobiles in Canada with
a combined production valued at $6,250,-
000. The infant industry was allowed to
develop with some independence. It was
protected by the 35% tariff on carriage
imports. Its growth owed much to its
access to the protected ’‘empire preferred"
market. Overall however a pattern of the
importation of parts from the U.S. and
their assembly in Canada prevailed. Cana­
dian exports had limited access to the
American market as a result of a high tariff
protecting U.S. manufacture and by high
Canadian costs, the product of a small
domestic market.

A PATTERN DEVELOPS

In the period to 1926 employment in­
creased from the 2,400 in 1910 to 12,000
in 1926 and the value of production
increased by twenty times from $6 million
to $133 million indicating the development
of a highly productive and efficient in­
dustry. The “preferences” facilitated the
rise of a Canadian export industry of some
strength. In the period 1926-30 Canada
was one of the world’s largest exporters of
automobiles chiefly to Britain, Australia,
New Zealand and South Africa. This
market drew American investment into
Canada and the location of branch plant
assembly and manufacturing operations to
take advantage of the preference. The
origins of the first and still the largest of
the multinational corporations can be seen
in the attempt by American capital to
exploit the lower tariffs within the
"British empire” by locating production in
Canada for export overseas. 2

This pattern had a number of con­
sequences for the Canadian industry.
Protection on importation from the U.S.
meant that Canadian manufacturers could
charge more for their automobiles in
Canada than in the U.S., establishing a
pattern which continues to the present
day. The size of the industry meant that
the local companies, through branch plants, 
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could develop a certain degree of in­
dependence from the head-quarters in the
U.S. But foreign ownership ensured
Canadian dependence on the U.S. for
technology and capital.

Along with all domestic industry but
more severely than most, Canadian auto­
mobile and parts production was hit by
the Great Depression. It was not until
the late thirties that production again
reached levels achieved as early as 1920.
Pre-depression production levels of 1929
were not reached again until 1950. Em­
ployment declined by over 50% from
1929 to 1930 (compared to an overall
decline of 30% in manufacturing as a
whole). The depression also severely under­
mined exports which declined from $39.5
million in 1925 to $6.6 million in 1931.

In 1936 the Canadian government in
a tariff revision instituted the principle
that a certain minimum content (60%)
of production was to originate within the
Empire (in practice this meant Canada).
The particular parts to be manufactured in
Canada were not specified, but it did spur
additional manufacturing in Canada. "With
pressure to achieve the higher content
(requirement) of 60 per cent, purchasing
departments of the major manufacturing
companies were forced to canvass Canadian
sources of supply more carefully and where
possible award business locally.”3 Never­
theless Canada was and remains a net
importer of automotive parts and acces­
sories.

DETROIT AND THE DIEFENBAKER
DEBACLE

In the post-war period, the freeing of
a suppressed demand and a bouyant eco­
nomy led to the rapid transfer of military
production to domestic automobile
production. Though domestic production
increased from 172,000 vehicles in 1946
to 390,000 in 1950, net exports fell during
the same period from 40% to less than
10% of total production with net imports
increasing very substantially. This was a 

result of the lack of foreign exchange in
countries re-building after the war. Many
countries developed or rebuilt local
automotive industries, some financed by
the American Big Three, even in some
cases using the Canadian corporate shell for
financing.4

This period saw a very large and rapid
increase in the size of the industry in
Canada with employment jumping by over
25% between 1949 and 1953, and pro­
duction increasing by 79%. Even with
this expansion the demand for automobiles
outstripped both manufacturing and parts-
producinn capacity, and the importation of
both parts and finished autos accelerated.
In the mid-fifties the percentage of
"Canadian content" of automobiles and
parts sold in Canada was less than it had
been in the 1930’s. This occurred even
though there was a considerable dis­
crepancy between wages in Canada and
those in the U.S. Inevitably the outflow
of exchange to pay for this trade led to
a balance of payments problem. The
visible deficit did not include the outflow
of profits and payments resulting from
the almost complete American ownership
of the industry. By 1959 the annual trade
deficit had risen to $505 million. Canada
at the same time became a large net im­
porter of overseas automobiles reflecting
a demand for the cheaper small European
product which "domestic” producers were
unwilling to meet.

"Canada’s total deficit on current account
averaged $1,364 million for the period
1956-9, and all of this deficit was
attributable to trade with the U.S. Her
trade accounts with the rest of the world
were favourable in every year except 1959-
And 28.5 per cent of her (our) deficit
with the U.S. was due to the unfavourable
automotive trade balance." 5

95% CONTROLLED BY
U.S. CAPITAL

Automotive related exports were de­
clining. Canada was almost completely
frozen out of her former export markets
through the development of American 
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owned but locally producing industries in
her former markets. She was unable to
export to U.S. markets because of tariff
restrictions and the relatively higher costs
of the goods produced in less efficient
branch plants. At the same time imports
of parts from the U.S. were increasing
as they were directly tied to the size of
overall automobile sales. Certain parts,
accessories and models were produced only
in the U.S. The accelerating deficit even­
tually contributed to the monetary crisis
of 1962 when Diefenbaker was forced to
devalue the Canadian dollar. An earlier
effect was the appointment in 1959 of a
one man Royal Commission to study the
automobile industry under the direction of
Dean V. Bladen of the University of To­
ronto.

According to figures quoted by Levitt
the industry in 1954 was 95% controlled
by U.S. capital.6 The pattern had been
established early and nothing had been
done to inhibit it. The Imperial pre­
ference had allowed for the expansion of
the industry from its Canadian base but
under U.S. control. Thus a partially in­
dependent Canadian branch plant operation
had come into existence. With the loss
of the export market the need for an
independent industry in Canada was
eliminated and it settled into a typical
branch-plant status. Given however, the
size and significance of the industry and
its peculiar dependence on the direct im­
portation of manufactured components
from the U.S., the status quo which meant
secure profits for the Canadian companies,
higher prices for Canadian consumers and
a weak and relatively inefficient industry
could not be allowed to continue. A
further goad to a change in the situation
was the competition from lower prices
European imports which could absorb the
tariffs and still sell their products signi­
ficantly cheaper than the Windsor/Detroit
specimens.

Given the critical position of the economy
(although relative health of the industry)
there were basically only two options open 

to Bladen and the Canadian government if
it was to stop the "hemorrhaging” of
foreign exchange (in Peter Newman’s
notable term). The industry might be
continentally integrated such that the
prices of Canadian automobiles would be
made competitive with imports and
Canadian parts manufacturers and assem­
blies would be given access to the American
market where the relatively lower wage
and cost scale in Canada would make the
industry competitive. Or they might opt
for a Canadian industry on the European
model with limited models and style
changes, lower prices and massive govern­
ment investment behind a high tariff wall
There really was no question which option
would be chosen.

Reasons for the "inefficiency" of the
industry are interesting. James M. Roche,
President of General Motors Corporation
(U.S.) says:

GM of Canada’s Oshawa plant is as­
sembling this year (1965) a total of
595 different passenger car and truck
models. By contrast, the most complex
assembly operation in the United States
has to turn out only 256 models, less
than half the Oshawa total. The Canadian
operation is further complicated by the
fact that customers have substantially the
same choices of colours and trim, equip­
ment and accessory options as do those
in the United States. 7

This diversification was clearly a source
of higher costs to the Canadian car owner.
It was used as a justification for the sug­
gestion of a common market in automobile
products between Canada and the US.
allowing the automakers to rationalize their
production. With the Canadian industry
completely U.S. controlled the border was
an artificial impediment to efficient pro­
duction.

The lunacy of resource waste involved
in such a situation was not even questioned
by Bladen, although between 15 and 25
percent of all Canadian new car buyers
had been voting with their pocket books
by opting for "off shore” imports. These
imports represent a total loss of domestic 
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production and associated jobs since almost
all of these are imported fully assembled
from parts produced overseas.

THE BLADEN REPORT
Bladen, who was professor of Political

Economy at the University of Toronto, was
given the assignment of sorting out the
mess. Making the assumptions necessary to
his profession he accepted completely the
status quo with regards to the foreign and
private ownership of the industry. Given
these assumptions his conclusions were
unsurprising:

The most important characteristic of the
Canadian motor vehicle industry is its
dominance by that industry in the United
States. The vehicle manufacturing com­
panies are owned and controlled by parent
organizations in the U.S. Their products
are designed in the United States, their
techniques of production follow closely
to those developed by their parent com­
panies, and many parts are manufactured
in the United States along with the large
volume required for the vast market.
Canada thus shares, to some extent, in
the process ; it must accept some features
of the industry in the United States, such
as the multiplicity of the models and
the frequency of model change, which
are less desirable especially in a smaller
market. 8

He summarizes and recommends, "the
fundamental principle... that of protection
of the parts industry through "content”,
and that of reduction in the cost of such
protection through a concept of "presumed”
content whereby Canadian parts incor­
porated in motor vehicles produced outside
of Canada for sale anywhere in the world
may count for content.” 9

That is, there would be no necessary
minimum content for "Canadian content”
or "value-added”, and there would be a
free trade in automobiles and parts along
with this minimum content control The
minimum content would vary with the
numbers of cars sold in Canada with cars
of very low sales requiring 30% content
and cars of over 200,000 sales requiring
75% content. Similar restrictions were to 

be placed on commercial vehicles. Some
production would be maintained in Canada
but the industry would be further in­
tegrated into the continental economy.

THE DUTY REMISSION SCHEME
The government chose not to adopt the

Bladen plan, but substituted what was
called "The Canadian Duty Remission
Plan”. This was an order-in-council meant
to deal with the immediate balance of
payments problem and was instituted in
1962 the same year as the Diefenbaker
devaluation.

Under this first plan, the duty that a
Canadian producer of vehicles paid on
imports of automatic transmissions and
stripped engines would be remitted, dollar
for dollar, to the extent that the Canadian
content of all automobile parts exported
by the producer both of the replacement
market and the original equipment market
exceeded that of the designated "basic
period" (the twelve months ending Oc­
tober 31, 1962). The following year,
effective November 1, 1963, the plan
was expanded to include all imports of
motor vehicles and original equipment
parts. 10

This meant that exports exceeding 1962
levels would be matched off against imports
on a duty-free basis. The plan seems to
have been successful in spurring exports
of Canadian parts to the U.S. U.S. imports
of selected automotive parts from Canada
increased from $8 million in 1962 to $18
million in 1963, then to $27 million in
1964.11

The plan appears to have been so suc­
cessful, in fact, that it elicited a very strong
response from U.S. parts manufacturers.
They put strong pressure on their Ad­
ministration through certain sympathetic
Congressmen to have the U.S. government
take punitive measures.

U.S. independent producers of parts for
the automotive industry’ complained
strenuously about the Canadian remission
plans. The plans made no distinction
regarding the end use of the exported
parts which were the basis for the duty­
remission credits to the Canadian vehicle
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manufacturers, and they had been
adopted without consultation with or
agreement by the U.S. government. The
exported Canadian parts could be disposed
of at will in the U.S. either as replacement
parts for rhe '’after-market” or as original
equipment parts for use in the assembly
of new motor vehicles. This possibility
was seen by the American manufacturers
of placement parts as a threat that low
cost” Canadian parts would invade their
market place. Some also viewed it as
a means by which the motor vehicle
manufacturers, who also supplied the U.S.
after-market, could gain greater control
over that market by supplying it with
"cheaper” Canadian-made parts. On
similar grounds manufacturers of original
equipment parts also regarded the
Canadian plan as a threat. 12

The parallel between the "duty remission
plan" of the Canadian government in res­
ponse to a balance of payments crisis and
the recent "DISC” plan of the U.S. govern­
ment (see below) in response to a similar
crisis is quite revealing. In one case, the
first, those affected were in a position to
influence their government to make strong
demands to rectify the situation. In the
latter case, whether through lack of interest
or because such a large number are foreign
owned, the Canadian parts manufacturers
affected by DISC have not made similar
representations to the Canadian govern­
ment. The U.S. government insisted on
negotiating alternatives to the "Duty
Remission Scheme” and the Canadian
government agreed. A move was made
through the American courts to disallow
exports under the scheme as being con­
trary to a U.S. law prohibiting the im­
portation of goods whose price is sub­
sidized by the actions of a foreign govern­
ment.
THE AUTO PACT

In rhe subsequent negotiations it seems
that the Canadian government had the
strength of desperation. The Canadian
dollar had been forced to devaluation as
a result of a huge balance of payments
deficit much of which could be directly
attributed to the automotive industry. It
remained weak, and export markets other 

than the U.S. were denied to Canada
because "the Canadian automobile factories
are owned by the American producers and
are hence a part of the international net­
work that includes all the manufacturing
and assembly operations carried on over­
seas by American vehicle manufacturers."14

The Canadian government had no real
choice. If unilateral action of the "duty
remission” type was impossible then they
would be forced to unilateral action of
some other sort, perhaps one of greater
damage to the interests of the auto-makers
and other American industrialists hungry
for Canadian resources. The U.S. govern­
ment did not want to provoke steps leading
perhaps to a "national" Canadian industry
and/or a trade war as this might involve
a more general restriction on foreign in­
vestment and ownership in Canada.

There is no evidence to believe that the
real reason for American acceptance of
the Auto-pact was a promise from Canada
of support for the U.S. in Viet Nam as
has recently been suggested. It is more
likely that long term undertakings as­
sociated with energy and resources pro­
vided sweetening to the American govern­
ment. Senator Hartke of Indiana who first
made the Viet Nam suggestion is the
spokesman in the Senate for the small
Midwestern parts producers most of whom
opposed the pact at the time of its
ratification by Congress. Hartke led the
fight against the pact and appears still to
be doing so.

The basic principles of the Canada-U.S.
auto-pact are set out as follows.

The Governments of the United States
and Canada... shall seek the early achieve­
ment of the following objectives:

a. the creation of a border market for
automotive products within which the full
benefits of specialization can be achieved;

b. the liberalization of United States
and Canadian automotive trade in respect
of tariff barriers and other factors tending 
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co impede it, with a view to enabling the
industries of both countries to participate
on a fair and equitable basis in the ex­
panding total market of the two countries;

c. rhe development of conditions in
which market forces may operate effectively
to attain the most economic pattern of
investment, production and trade. It shall
be the policy of each government to avoid
actions which frustrate the achievement of
these objectives.

The basic provision may be summarized
as follows:

1. Canadian assembled automobiles are
allowed to enter the U.S. duty-free.

2. Only certified automobiles manu­
facturers are allowed duty-free importing
privileges only as long as the rate of
Canadian assembly, relative to total Ca­
nadian sales, continues at the rate it was
for the year ended July 31, 1964 and if
the ratio of Canadian production to total
sales as of July 1964 remains the same.

In addition to this the major auto
manufacturers signed ’’letters or under­
taking” with the Canadian government to
invest $250 million in Canada over the
following three years and to ensure that
Canadian value added increased by 60%
of the increase in the Canadian sales of
the company, at the same rime as engaging
in the rationalization consequent to the
treaty.
THE SAFEGUARDS

Certain safeguards to the retention of
Canadian production were included in the
treaty. The retention of these safeguards
have formed the basis for the American
attack on the treaty. These safeguards were
as follows:

1. that production in Canada would
not fall below dollar levels of Canadian
production achieved in 1964 nor could the
ratio of production in Canada to sales in
Canada fall below that achieved in 1964
(the percentage was approximately 58%).
The higher figure was to apply;

2. auto production in Canada was to
increase by a certain percentage of the
increase in the sale of North American
autos in Canada (60% for cars and 50%
for commercial vehicles);

3. in separate undertakings the Big
Four Automakers signed letters of under­
taking to increase Canadian production by
specified amounts and to make certain
capital investments in Canada. These were
achieved by 1968;

4. parts and assembled vehicles could
be imported only by registered companies;

The first three safeguards ensured a
certain minimum level of production to
be maintained in Canada. This minimum
has now been greatly surpassed. The final
safeguard prevented the importation of
vehicles from the U.S. into Canada by
individuals. This meant that higher Ca­
nadian prices for new and used cars could
be maintained in Canada.

The possible effect of the removal of
the safeguards has been pointed out by
Jim Laxer:

The removal of the safeguards would
allow American auto producers com­
pletely free access to the Canadian market,
no matter what the level of their pro­
duction here. It means they could shift
production out of this country, and even
more important, locate future growth in
the industry on the American side of the
border. Without the safeguards there is
no guaranteed future for the industry in
Canada. 15

A more immediate effect would be the
partial or complete elimination of the cost
difference in new and used cars between
Canada and the U.S. This would seriously
damage the retail sales section of the in­
dustry and lower the value of Canadian
used cars to the levels of the U.S.

SOME POLITICS

The political back-ground to the treaty
is illuminating. It was not universally
welcomed though some change was univer­
sally seen to be necessary. The Canadian 
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government and Canadian labour realized
the need for such a plan. (It was very
similar to the plan suggested by the United
Auto Workers to the Bladen Commission),
but manufacturers were in general either
hesitant or opposed. The reasons for this
ranged in Canada from conservatism on
the part of Canadian managers of U.S.
manufacturing subsidiaries who realized
that their independence and thus power
and status would suffer with the transfer
of decision making to Detroit, to fear of
U.S. competition from the smaller and less
technically sophisticated Canadian owned
parts producers. American parts producers
mostly located in the American mid-West
opposed the scheme fearing competition
from the "cheap-labour” producers in Ca­
nada. That is, it was recognized that the
competitive advantage open to Canada
would rest in having lower wage rates
than that in the U.S.

The Big Three auto-makers whose
agreement was obviously crucial to the
plan were at first reluctant to modify their
operation for such a small portion of their
over-all market The possibilities of further
rationalization which would lower over-all
and especially Canadian costs to counter
cheap foreign imports was however a point
in favour of the plan, and so was the
possibility of taking advantage of labour
cost differentials between Canada and the
U.S. One can also speculate that at least
implicitly or perhaps even explicidy the
deal was sweetened by the Canadian
government’s extending the offer of extra
profits which would arise from the higher
prices which the big four would continue
to be allowed to charge in Canada for a
"transitional period” even though the two
markets were supposedly integrated.

Tariffs on imported items had brought
the Canadian government $50 million a
year and this would now go directly into
the pockets of the Big Four auto-makers.
The current scandal regarding over-charging
by auto-makers in Canada and the very
lame response to this by the government
leaves one very suspicious of what induced 

the Big Three to change their minds and
agree to a plan which was so clearly in
Canada’s interests and so marginal to their
own long-term interests. Ford admitted at
the time that Canadian assembled auto­
mobiles were being sold in the U.S. for
$400 less than the same automobile would
cost in Canada.

It should be noted that the larger
Canadian auto-parts manufacturers most of
whom were subsidiaries of American com­
panies supported the treaty probably
because it would allow them to extend
their share of the market and put the
smaller less efficient Canadian plants out
of business. Fear was also expressed both
in Canada and the U.S. that the pact would
lead to more in house or “captive” pro­
duction by the auto-manufacturers.

It appears that the pact was accepted
for different reasons in the two countries.
In Canada, the pact was seen as being a
means whereby the amount of production
of automobiles and parts would rise to a
point more in line with the proportion of
Canadian consumption of the North
American market. The “side-effect” of
lowering the price for automobiles in
Canada was not emphasized by the Ca­
nadian government and in fact was put off
as a long-term goal. In the U.S. the pact
was seen as a means of rationalization to
increase efficiency and lower prices and
as a result, increase sales and profits.

Lester Pearson on signing the pact
stresses the expansion of Canadian “pro­
duction and trade through a dismantling
of tariff and other barriers”... and adds
that "eventually the consumers on both
sides of the border will share its benefits. 18
Johnson in his statement on signing the
pact stresses the fact that “Canadian
citizens have already begun to benefit from
lowered prices on automobiles”,17 and Mr.
Fred B. Savest, Vice-President of Ford
Motor Company, expressed his company s
support as follows: ”... We believe that
the Agreement will (1) increase the ef­
ficiency of the automotive industry, and 

76



promote a more rapid rate of growth in
its output and its employment, in the
U.S. and Canada; (2) maintain a major
Canadian export market for U.S. producers
of automotive products, and insure con­
tinuation of an automotive trade balance
between the two countries that is favour­
able to the U.S. and yet acceptable in
magnitude to the Canadian government” 18
There is a clear divergence in the con­
ception of the pact which leads directly
up to the present controversy over its
renegotiation.
THE EFFECTS OF THE PACT

From the Canadian point of view the
auto-pact has been a mild success. From
an over-all deficit of $600,000,000 in 1964,
by 1970 Canada was showing a slight
surplus on exports over imports for as­
sembled autos, although there was still a
$1 billion dollar deficit in the parts in­
dustry. This means that the expansion in
the industry has taken place by and large
in the assembly portion of the industry
and that the position of the parts industry
has not expanded at anything like the same
pace. The industry was producing about
38% of the value of new Canadian cars
in 1961, 45% in 1965 and 60% in 1969.
This seems now to be decreasing once
again. Most of the increase in Canadian
value added now appears to be coming
from increases in assembly costs and over­
head.

In all it appears that a bigger jump in
production occurred following the intro­
duction of the duty remission plan than
has resulted in the period following the
pact itself. For example, in numbers of
persons employed, in value of goods
produced, in values of materials consumed
by parts producers and the greatest per
cent increase in the 1960’s was in 1964
in all cases. From 1961 to 1965 the
numbers of employees in motor vehicle
parts and accessories manufacturers in­
creased by over 50% while from 1965
to 1969 it increased by less than 33%.
New capital investment increased by

115% between 1961 and 1965 and 70%
between 1965 and 1969.

The purpose of the so-called safe-guards,
it should be noted, were to act as a ’fail­
safe” device that is a means by which the
Canadian government could ensure that
the automobile industry would not disap­
pear entirely given acutely unfavourable
economic conditions. They, along with the
letters of intent, could influence the com­
panies who, by being forced to maintain
some production in Canada, would make
that portion an economic part of the whole
and also ensure that it would expand as the
market expanded. It has been noted that
the present level of non-productive over­
head and distribution costs for the Big
Three might themselves cover the com­
puted value of the ’’safeguards”.
CONCLUSIONS

DISC, the attacks on the auto-pact
safeguards, and the petty harassment of
Canadian automotive exports to the U.S.
(such as at border points) must be seen
as all part of the same pattern. The United
States is going through severe economic
problems highlighted by the recent de­
valuation of the American dollar and the
Nixonomics measures. These were designed
to improve the U.S. competitive position
in an increasingly hostile and competitive
world market The logic of the auto-pact
was the formation of a community of
interest between Canada and the U.S. in
this particular and extremely significant
area of their mutual economies. This com­
munity of interest should have precluded
attempts to obtain short term competitive
advantage by one over the other. However,
it is clear that the United States views
Canada as a client state with whom such
community can only exist within a pattern
of clearly established dominance and sub­
ordination. Co-operation and community’
can exist so long as the American self­
interest is not endangered. The comparative
success of the pact from the point of view
of Canadian balance of payments is seen
to threaten U.S. self-interest.
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The auto-pact was entered into to
prevent a trade war between Canada and
the U.S. which would have damaged the
Canadian economy but which might have
led to increased resistance to American
ownership and control in Canada and to
the formation of independent domestic
industries utilizing locally available re­
sources and skilled labour. The Canadian
intention in this was quite clear—to protect
Canadian jobs and to increase the share
of Canadian production in the automobile
industry in Canada. Ihe different inter­
pretation which the U.S. placed on the
pact is clear. It was entered into "to prevent
a trade war" in short run and to "allow the
development of a single North American
automative industry on the basis of efficient
and rational production" (both from Ma­
jority statements in the House of Re­
presentatives 1965).

The auto-pact is and should be a classic
study for our "continentalist” academics
and civil servants. Their models which axe
based on the simplistic myths of free
markets, unimpeded competition, perfectly
rational decision makers unfortunately do
not exist in the real world. Unfortunately
the only people who seem to heed such
foolishness are Canadian civil servants and
vest-pocket Liberal politicians who fail to
realize that in the real world, interest
frequently comes before consistency and
that the U.S.A, is perhaps the most com­
pletely self-interested country in the
modern world. Free markets might be all
right if it weren’t for the nasty habits of
politicians of putting impediments into
that perfectly rational free market in pursuit
of their own self-interest.

The Canada-U.S. auto-pact represented
an evolutionary advance in the system of
branch-plant dependency and control in
Canada’s manufacturing sector. It is a new
phase of integration. The Canadian industry
prior to the auto-pact had a relative degree
of independence from the U.S. head offices.
Subsequent to the pact this degree of in­
dependence was virtually eliminated and
control and decision-making were trans­

ferred to Detroit. The industry in Canada
ceased to be branch plants responding to
locally specific economic conditions and
became instead a somewhat remote do­
mestic hinterland subject to week-to-week
if not day-to-day supervision and control
from the centre.

The pact gave organized labour the
opportunity to demand and achieve wage
equality with their counterparts in the
U.S. On the other hand there was increased
pressure on wages in the unorganized
section of the industry as jobs could be
transferred to low wage and unorganized
areas in the U.S. Among the most lucrative
incentives which a region, state or province
could offer for new assembly or parts
production is a passive, unorganized work
force willing to work at or near the mi­
nimum wage. The pressure for management
and governments to engage in union
busting, and strike-breaking is great. Given
built-in incentives (apart from direct pro­
U.S. legislation) the pressure is strong to
relocate production or to locate new
production in the U.S.

The corporations, however "multi­
national” their operations, are nevertheless
based largely in the U.S. Political pressure
in the U.S. to favour local production over
production elsewhere is more likely to be
effective than similar pressure if it were
to be exerted from within Canada. The
over-all Canadian economic dependency on
the U.S. gives the U.S. much more leverage
in a conflict over the future location of
industrial jobs. The companies will pursue
the highest profit locations but one can
hardly expect them to defend Canadian
workers against nationalist pressure from
the US.

FROM COLONY TO HINTERLAND
Much of the political direction on the

left around the national question has con­
centrated on the notion of Canada as an
industrially developed colony of the United
States. Research has tended to concentrate
on linking the Canadian economic situation 
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into the large body of work and analysis
on dependent colonial economies. It should
be clear from the above discussion that
until the 1965 agreement the automotive
industry could be seen as a classical example
of this. The industry was almost com­
pletely foreign owned, little research or
product development occurred in Canada,
access to export markets were restricted,
there was a continual flow of profits and
payments back to the parent company.
Concomitant with this was inefficient high
cost production in Canada and higher
consumer prices. At the same time the
industry in Canada retained some degree
of managerial independence and was to
some extent subject to control and direction
by the Canadian government responding
to economic conditions in Canada.

Workers in the industry negotiated with
local management over wages and con­
ditions of employment. The dominant
political force governing the context of
labour-management relations was the Ca­
nadian state. This situation, it should be
remembered, led to a pre-pact disparity in
wages of 25% between Canadian and
American auto-workers.

With the auto-pact the situation changed.
The branch plant status of the Canadian
industry was eliminated and Canadian
automobile assembly and parts production
became part of a continental system. The
relative autonomy of Canadian management
was removed. Allocation of production no
longer significantly reflects the inter­
national boundary. Canadian automotive
production has become part of the hinter­
land of the U.S. domestic market and is
no longer a colonial or branch-plant Ca­
nadian industry.

For the workers employed by the big
four automakers this has made possible
the negotiation of parity wages with
American workers. It has also meant that
the Canadian workers have been forced to
accept (though not without opposition) the
effects of American economic policy such
as Nixon’s wage controls. It has reduced 

almost to the point of disappearance the
capacity of the Canadian government to
significantly direct the development and
over-all impact of the industry. It should
be remembered that automotive products
represent 75% of all manufactured products
exported to the U.S. which of course, is
Canada’s major market for all export items.
The effect of this on rhe ability of the
Canadian government to exercise control
of other segments of the Canadian economy
or on Canada’s international trade position
has thus been drastically reduced.

The major intervening determinant of
the economic condition of these workers is
no longer the Canadian state.

The political effects of this are also
likely to be significant especially if in­
creasing pressure is exerted from the U.S.
for a shift in production back to the U.S.
The Canadian state it should be recognized
is relatively powerless to control the in­
dustry, having transferred that control to
the companies involved and the U.S. state.
It retains of course, the right of completely
abrogating the treaty, a step which in the
present "rationalized” state of the industry
would lead to very large scale disruption
in production and the loss of the most
significant sector of Canada's industrial
trade capacity.

A major problem is chat the workers
are Canadian while the industry is
American. Though they are workers in the
hinterland of the American industry, if the
industry were to be phased out they would
not have the option of relocation which
Americans in the hinterland would have.
Nor would they have the political strength
of the American workers to force conces­
sions from the Big Four companies. Their
jobs may whittle away and they are power­
less, nor can the Canadian government
protect them without threatening the entire
industry. What has happened is that short
term responses to long term crises have
left the workers in a dangerously exposed
position.
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The resolution is likely co be for the
Canadian government to buy the good
favour of the U.S. with concessions in
other areas such as energy. With the U.S.
unlikely to be able to resolve its economic
problems in the near future, however,
Canada is likely to be forced to be con­
tinuously paying ransom for these jobs.

It has in the past clearly been a policy
of Canadian governments to seek increasing
integration or continentalization of industry.
In the one major industry which has been
continentalized the effects have the po­
tential of a true disaster. If the present
’'colonial” status of the Canadian economy
is unsatisfactory the most obvious alternative
for our branchplant politicians is probably
continental ism.

The lesson from the automotive industry
is clear. Continentalism in whatever form
without political continentalism would
be disastrous. We can presume that
political continentalism might be equally
or more disastrous.

It is likely that the continuing difficulty
of the American economy will provoke an
increasing nationalist response. In the
context of the automotive industry this
has very serious ramifications. Unable to
develop a graduated reply to this pressure
because of its loss of control over the
industry’ the Canadian government must
either abandon it to the vagaries of
American domestic politics or seek some
alternative to rhe present hinterland status.
The options in this direction include public
ownership, or public co-ownership of a
truly national industry.
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DISCUSSION

DISCUSSION

DISCUSSION

THE STATE
IS NOT
A CONSPIRACY

BY JONATHAN CLOUD

Thank you for sending me a sample
copy of your publication; I am enclosing
$5.00 for a subscription for 1973 (I would
be grateful if you could start it with the
January issue already published). I would
also like to pass on my comments on the
issue which you sent me (vol. 8, no. 4, on
'State and Capital’). As one of ’’those
radicals who accept working for the gov­
ernment as a legitimate channel for bring­
ing about real change,” at least in Canada,
I welcome the opportunity offered in your 

editorial on the state to set down a few
thoughts on my experiences in Ottawa
over the last two years. As one of the
authors of the Evaluation Task Force report
on Opportunities for Youth, I also feel
qualified to comment on the Lome Huston
article in the same issue. Finally, as a free­
lance consultant to various government
departments, I may perhaps be less inhibit­
ed in my remarks than a career civil serv­
ant. (I hope the delay between your offer
and my response has not diminished your
interest in the issues, which, quite apart
from specific programmes, remain signific­
ant problems for the radical critic.)

In relation to your over-all treatment of
the area, I think there are three major
points to be made. The first is about the
concepts of ’state’ and ’government,’ and
die problems of treating the two as equi­
valent. The second is about the conspiracy
theory of government, which is evidendy
espoused by Mr. Huston, and is irrationally
popular in the left generally. The third is
about the reasons for choosing work in
the government as a means of bringing 
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about change, and my own experiences of
success and failure in that endeavour.

I. The term ’state’ is primarily useful to
critical analysis as a theoretical concept
embracing the coercive aspects of the gen­
eral political organization of society. It is
usually meant to include the police, the
army, and the judiciary as well as the
legislative and administrative branches of
the government; but in such phrases as
"the withering away of the state” it is
presumably meant to exclude the organiza­
tion of public services such as the postal
system or the provision of electric power,
however inadequate their present opera­
tion. The 'government,' on the other hand,
is a concrete reality rather than an abstract
concept: it is that congeries of institutions,
departments, and programmes which ac­
tually operate to bring about the varied
and sometimes contradictory ends of the
liberal-democratic society. While the state
is, by definition, coercive (i.e., it controls
the 'legitimate means of violence in the
society), the preponderance, direction, and
effectiveness of the coercive elements in
the government at any given point in time
is an empirical question.

The mere substitution of the term 'state'
for the term 'government' does not suffice
to raise the analysis to a critical level; it
is, moreover, false to experience. As an
employee, one’s immediate experiences are
with the administrative structures of gov­
ernment, and not with persons performing
in the role of 'agent of the state.’ The in­
terests of the Canadian state are, as you
note, the interests of corporate capital;
but the purposes of individuals working in
the government vary as much as those of
private citizens.

II. It is this diversity, coupled with the
size and complexity of government opera­
tions, which belies the conspiracy theories
taken for granted by so many ’radical’
critics. Huston’s analysis of OFY and LIP
is a good example; while heavily based
on the Task Force report, it draws the
presumably radical but actually unlikely 

conclusion that these programmes are part
of a ’’general strategy of social control.” To
anyone who has worked in Ottawa, the
idea that the bureaucracy is cohesive enough
to devise a general strategy of social control,
let alone get the lower echelons to under­
stand it well enough to embed it in social
programmes, is a wholly fanciful one.

In the case of OFY, the Task Force
studied the development of the programme’s
concept very carefully (one researcher was
employed full time for about five months
purely on the history of OFY), to try to
discover the intended meaning behind the
programme. In fact, as outlined in the re­
port, there was no single intended meaning
or purpose behind the programme. It was
first proposed in a somewhat different form
by an ex-CYC staffer as a more humane
and possibly creative way of providing
make-work programmes ; it was subsequent­
ly endorsed by various people, who only
partly understood it, for various reasons of
their own (including, in at least one case,
the explicit desire to channel off the anti­
establishment energies of vocal students);
but most of the meanings and purposes
attached to it have grown up after the fact.
Whatever its manipulative elements, or its
diversionary consequences, it clearly (and
perhaps unfortunately) was not part of a
coherent plan to do anything about any­
thing. In fact, it represented an abdication
by the government of any role or ability
in dealing with the whole bag of issues
raised by the ’youth culture’; it was dubbed
’planned anarchy’ because it simply turned
money over to kids, and left them to decide
(within limits) die best allocation of these
social resources.

The very fact that the Task Force report,
itself critical of an already popular pro­
gramme, was ever written is evidence of
cracks in the monolithic structure. Of course
the report was edited, changed, and de­
layed ; it was never a wholly acceptable
document to any official level of govern­
ment ; but it was at least partly successful
in drawing attention to, and providing
information about, many of the aspects o 
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OFY and similar programmes which merit
the attention of critical thinkers. It provid­
ed the necessary ground-work for Huston’s
article (and for a couple of others I have
seen put out in Quebec) ; but it could bare­
ly hint at the much more sophisticated and
theoretically informed analysis which, it
seems, still remains to be done.

It is unclear to me as to why anyone
would want to maintain or accept rhe
conspiracy theory of government; perhaps
it makes it easier to think of revolution
as overthrowing the ’baddies.’ But in fact
it is false, and radical thought needs to
begin with a correct analysis of the struc­
tures of state and society as they are today
if it is ever to arrive at a programme of
historically-appropriate action. All I can
offer at this point is the perception of the
Canadian government as hyperactive in
an ad hoc and frequently uncoordinated
way, constantly responding to unforeseen
and uncomprehended ’crises,’ which even­
tually go away if only because the opposi­
tion to government is equally disjointed.
There are, of course, thousands of conspi­
racies going on every day, some good and
some bad ; but in the main these conspira­
cies are hampered by lack of information
and coordination from achieving their ends.

III. This brings me to your editorial
question: "can the state be used or is it
not more likely that the state is in fact
using us ?” I assume you do not expect an
either/or answer. If we recognize that the
problems of present-day Canadian society
require changes in the fundamental struc­
tures of that society, we shall be forced
to rhe conclusion that existing governmen­
tal institutions are incapable of bringing
about these changes. If we also recognize,
however, that the objective conditions for
bringing about these changes are absent,
that there exist no alternative structures
for radical action, no class consciousness,
then we may be forced into a sterile im­
passe. In fact, present-day radical analysis
is antiquated and inadequate, and radical
action is sporadic and disorganized. In par­
ticular, the only real possibilities for radical 

change in Canada at the moment are to be
found in Quebec, and these possibilities
have been ignored or misunderstood by
radical English Canadians.

The only choice as I can see it is to
attempt to create a situation in which radi­
cal analysis and change might have a
chance of occurring, let alone succeeding.
Barring the successful separation of Quebec
and the collapse of U.S. imperialism, we
cannot expect revolutionary change to come
about in Canada through a violent over­
throw of those in power. Certain progres­
sive changes may be brought about, how­
ever, by the correct manipulation of exist­
ing power structures. Certain kinds of gov­
ernment actions can help to increase con­
sciousness and promote acceptance of egali­
tarian if not overtly socialist institutions.
These changes are not to be sought as
final end-states, but as means to the further
historical development of rhe society. The
existence of NPD governments, however
social-democratic their oudook, is a pro­
gressive development for Canada at the
present time, as is the existence of pro­
grammes such as OFY and LIP, whose funds
can be used to promote community develop­
ment.

Such work, especially within the govern­
ment, will ultimately be limited by the
overt emergence of vested interests which
are antithetical to change. But in a preli­
minary way this work is possible because
of two factors: A) because it falls within
the range of what is acceptable to the
liberal-pluralist ideology espoused by the
state, and B) because civil servants and
government employees are not personally
and direcdy tied to corporate interests in
the way that many political figures are. In
the first case, the dominant liberal ideology'
legitimizes peaceful action aimed at con­
sciousness-raising, the improvement of so­
cial conditions for the oppressed, etc. with­
out considering their long-range purposes or
consequences. If this action is successful,
the establishment is ultimately forced to
suspend its tolerance because its own exis­
tence is being undermined: at that point it 
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reveals itself as illiberal, and alternative
structures must be formed. But except in
the case of Quebec this confrontation is a
long way off. In the second place, the
majority of persons engaged in administer­
ing and planning government programmes
are not politicians but career civil servants
and permanent employees of the govern­
ment. They are not dependent upon corpo­
rate support to maintain their positions
(although they must tread warily with poli­
ticians who are), and they have no objective
class interests to fear progressive social
legislation. Indeed, most regard themselves
as above or beyond partisan politics and
vested interests, and promote such legisla­
tion for 'humanitarian’ reasons, being res­
trained only by an attitudinal conservatism
which is not intrinsic to their position. This
is what makes it possible to conceive of
organizing public employees and educating
them about their own roles in mediating
between the sure and civil society.

Finally, I do not want to minimize die
difficulties and uncertainties of this type of
action, or to imply that it is necessarily
better than alternative strategies outside the
structure of government The critical think­
er who accepts employment in government
must be aware of attempts to use his
work for reactionary or conservative pur­
poses, and he must constandy resist pres­
sures to acquiesce to policies he disagrees
with in order to maintain his own position.
At the same time, he must utilize whatever
means are available to him to promote
socially desirable programmes and develop
the consciousness of his fellow workers. It
is an unstable and ultimately inadequate
position, but it is forced upon him by the
absence of viable alternatives. And it is
only pardy palliated by the recognition that
there are a few others, such as yourselves,
attempting to promote the development of
these alternatives outside government

Ottawa
February 11, 1973

RESPONSE TO CLOUD

BY LORNE HUSTON AND
HENRY MILNER

The editors felt that Mr. Cloud’s letter
was an interesting one which raised a num­
ber of important questions. As such it
merits a serious response. We have res­
ponded to each of his three major points.
First, to his comments concerning the dis­
tinctions to be made between the govern­
ment and the State, and his critique of the
LIP/OFY article and second, in a more gen­
eral way to his contention that the state
can be used for progressive change.

I. Jonathan Cloud raises one of the most
crucial and interesting problems in the ana­
lysis of the State when he writes: "The in­
terests of the Canadian state are... the in­
terests of corporate capital; but the pur­
poses of individuals working in the govern­
ment vary as much as those of private
citizens.” In fact, through-out his letter, he
makes the point that the internal function­
ing of the bureaucracy is in fact charac­
terized by compromises, diversity, adhoc-
kery, etc... rather than a single conspira­
torial attempt to undermine opposition.

Agreed. But so what ? Is it necessary, in
the analysis of the impact of a particular
programme, to take into account the poli­
tical opinions of the individual civil ser­
vants who are involved in the elaboration
and application of policy? Are we inter­
ested in the admittedly diverse ’’purposes
of individuals working in the government
or, on the other hand, the empirically veri­
fiable effects of the policies that they devise
and apply ?

The intention in our article was not to
argue that the government was composed
of "baddies” or "goodies” since this is not
as important as the objective consequences
of its actions. We tried to show that the
programmes contained a built-in definition 
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of what was good for the community and
that they contained limits on how and how
far this could be applied. We wanted to
argue that there was a whole realm of acti­
vity, a whole method of dealing with social
problems which was systematically excluded
from these programmes.

It is quite possible that social aid pro­
grammes are motivated by noble motives,
but it is amazing how noble feelings seem
to be triggered by rhe threat of social unrest.

It is also possible and more significant
that policy makers, on the whole, are res­
tricted by class blinkers in their perception
of socio-economic causes of problems, and
that since their response to the problem
springs from a non-conflictual or pluralistic
vision of society, it is bound to contradict
and undermine a logic which springs from
class analysis.

For example, the policy of the govern­
ment s giving preference to larger projects
(10-15 persons) is a technique of control
of these projects. That docs not say that
there is any explicit theory of flooding pro­
jects. What is important however, is that
a larre staff is a manifestation of a service­
type orientation rather than a collective-type
orientation. From a "rehabilitative” view­
point, one has a team of social workers
that provide a service to the population
according to a rather static perception of
its needs. Thus a team of 10-15 people is
not illogical from this viewpoint. But a
staff of 10-15 persons effectively paralyses
any organization that seeks to be based on
the equal collective action of its members.
So here is a case where obstacles are set
in the way of collective action not because
the polity -makers are "baddies” or "conspi­
ratorial” but simply because the institutional
strategy within which they operate con­
tradicts the strategy of collective action.
Whether the civil servants be well-inten­
tioned or not, whether they have conscious­
ly or unconsciously designed a programme
that undermines collective action, it never­
theless remains that LIP projects paralyse
collective-action projects, create artificial 

dependencies, and distort the development
of volontary, self-administration.

The crucial point here seems to be the
impact of the institutions in this analysis.
LIP and OFY are part of a general strategy
of social control in the sense that social aid
in general, (starting with unemployment
benefits during the depression and later
with welfare programmes) has historically
been tied much more closely to social un­
rest than to economic conditions of the
poor. We are not criticizing the individual,
purposes of the people in Manpower or
the United Fund saying that these pro­
grammes have integrating and stabilizing
effects on their clientel. It seems that LIP
and OFY fulfill the same functions for a
more particular marginal group and in a
more subtle way. The conscious intentions
of the policy makers then, and the multiple
compromises which such a programme must
go through is only of secondary importance.

Thus we agree with Cloud in his criti­
cism of a conspiratorial theory of govern­
ment. Moral indignation on the part of
those outside the government changes as
little as the "individual purposes” of those
who work within it. What is needed, is a
more developed critical perspective that
enables us to analyse the objective role of
the State and to develop an effective res­
ponse to it.

II. Cloud says given no "structured alter­
native” for radical change in Canada, the
Canadian state can be used. Let us accept
his "given” and see if his conclusion is
justified. There are two aspects to such a
justification. The first is empirical. Cloud
might have pointed to "progressive work of
manipulating government structures” done
by individuals working for the government;
he chose not to attempt to do so. To do so
in fact, we would suggest, is difficult, in­
deed, impossible except in the case perhaps
of provincial administrations with social
democratic governments.

He chooses to make his argument on
the second aspect, Le. to attempt to de­
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monstrate that objective conditions exist
within government service such that a per­
son with a predilection toward radical ac­
tion can in fact take advantage of these
conditions.

Individuals working through the govern­
ment can help to introduce progressive
changes because 1) these “fall within the
range of the liberal pluralist ideology es­
poused by the stare”, and 2) because civil
servants are not personally and directly tied
to corporate interests.

Cloud admits that there is an attitudinal
conservatism among public emplyees but
he tells us that this is not intrinsic to their
position and that both their disinterested­
ness and their acceptance of the humanitar­
ian ideology that government serves the
people makes them potentially open to
being organized toward progressive actions.

While Cloud admits there are difficulties,
he says that in rhe present unripe situation
we must accept them and try to overcome
them as much as possible. Government ser­
vice is not the only nor necessarily the best
avenue of social change but for Cloud it is
an avenue.

Unfortunately, we cannot agree with this
formulation. It is indeed an avenue then
we must see concrete evidence of accom­
plishment or at least a strategic outline for
organizing civil servants. Of this were are
very skeptical. In opposition to the objec­
tive position of civil servants that Cloud
sees, we offer our own picture. (Note that
we exclude from consideration those work­
ing for social democratic governments;
such cases would require a separate ana­
lysis.) The main point we have made in
OG 8/4 and one somewhat ignored by
Cloud, is that the basic function of the
state in capitalist society is to serve capital­
ism. (See also Miliband). To understand the
role and potentials of the public employees
we must begin by situating them within
this reality. Whatever the individual may
think, whatever the prevailing ethos in the
part of the service in which he acts, his 

function is to serve the long term interests
of the capitalist ruling class.

Thus the first objective factor cited by
Cloud, the prevailing pluralist or humani­
tarian ideology, we interpret as follows:
apart from providing the capitalist class
with its concrete needs, the stare increas­
ingly plays a socializing or mystifying role.
It must convince its clients and the popu­
lation at large that it is in fact a "public"
service and that there are no classes but
rather one government of all the people.
Hence this very pluralist ideology which
Cloud says gives the civil servants room
to act, in our view, tends to result in
their performing their function better, and
their function is not promoting progressive
change (i.e. change that opens possibilities
for social revolution) but inhibiting it.
Hence the "humanitarian” justification for
the action of public employees is not likely
to lead to "progressive” actions — though
they indeed may be humanitarian. Rather
such humanitarian actions are likely to be
regressive in the sense of inhibiting the
development of class consciousness.

The second factor cited by Cloud, we
suggest, can be seen in the same way. It is
true that the public servant does not take
his orders directly from the economic ruling
class, however, because he is part of a
machine designed to implement the policies
of those who do, this makes little difference.
While it is true that his career is some­
what more secure than that of a politician,
it is true on the other hand, that the poli­
tician at least is able to understand the
extent to which he serves the ruling class
and thus potentially to refuse. This is hard­
er, far harder, for the civil servant.

The above brings on the whole issue of
complexity — one ignored by Cloud. Is it
possible to fight capitalism caught up in
the web of a complex bureaucracy the ulti­
mate function of which is to preserve capi­
talism ?

We remain skeptical, Cloud’s arguments
notwithstanding. It appears to us that given 
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the complexity, the ideological mystifica­
tion etc., that at the very least, we can
conclude that individuals in the public ser­
vice are automatically rendered harmless.
Hence further discussion requires a careful
treatment of the possibility of organizing
public servants into politically active and
sophisticated bodies either totally within
government or combined with client or
labour groups. The questions remain.

WORKING CLASS ATTITUDES
IN TRANSITION

BY WALTER JOHNSON

There are few issues which arouse more
intense emotion or prolonged debate than
the status of the worker in modern indus­
trial society. Workers are rhe unsuspecting
victims of analysis, appraisal and the ine­
vitable categorization that 'rational’ society
demands. The resulting confusion has
spawned several myths which many writers
have a vested interest in perpetuating. No­
where is this more evident than in the
recent movie Joe which has enjoyed wide
distribution and generally favourable cri­
ticism. The film depicts the frustrations and
prejudices of a middle-aged blue collar
worker who feels increasingly threatened
and isolated by the changing society around
him. Joe’s inability to cope causes him to
complain bitterly that ’’Life is a crockful
of crap.” The worldly wise might nod their
jaded heads in agreement but Joe hasn’t
finished yet. He snappishly announces that
’’forty-two percent of all liberals are queers.”
Statistics, you know. Blacks, social workers
and welfare recipients also find themselves
targets for Joe’s acidulous barbs.

Joe is a disturbing contrast to the vir­

tuous and idealistic worker of the thirties
so heroically portrayed in movies like How
Green was My Valley. 1 can still remember
Donald Crisp lining up his coal mining
sons for their daily bath. Times change and
within the span of three decades the noble
worker has been miraculously transformed
into a narrowminded, fearful bigot. Cine­
matic conceptions of the worker, either
idealized or vulgarized, usually reflect pre­
vailing intellectual fashions but why the
drastic change of opinion (prejudice) ?

Left inteUectuals and film-makers were
once sympathetic allies of the worker but
the relationship was always tenuous. The
esoteric goals of ideology were not the
prime concern of the average man; instead
low wages, job insecurity and poor living
conditions atracted workers to the union
movement with its aura of radicalism. The
exploitation theory was more relevant to
the man who could lose his job through
the capricious whim of an employer or his
managers. Unionism flourished and with
its growth came collective bargaining,
grievance procedures and fringe benefits.
The improvements diluted labour-manage­
ment antagonisms but also weakened tra­
ditional alliances with the Left. Many
genuinely radical intellectuals suspected that
labour’s gains were transparent and a ra­
dical transformation of society was still
essential but workers increasingly rejected
the ideological arguments culminating with
the expulsion (a mistake) of Communist
union members in the late forties. The
Liberal Left applauded the "pragmatism
of the anti-ideological purge. Intellectual
influence was further eroded by changes in
the nature of the economic system.

The anticapitalist tirades became less po­
tent as the founding entrepreneurs were
replaced by faceless managers and organi­
zation men. Education competed with ca­
pital and the corporation was hatched with
its technical and managerial elite often in­
cluding the children of the working class.
Psychological techniques promoting work­
er-company identification (The team spirit, 
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pulling together, corporate socialism ad
nauseam) became common and the conflict
between union and management decreased
markedly.

Marx’s dream of workers controlling the
factories and the surplus value of their
labour seemed remote. Many workers con­
cluded that manipulation by the new man­
agerial elite would be more profitable than
a continued dependence on leftist academics
and theoreticians. Much of the left retreated
— not reluctently — to the elitist ivory
towers of Academia, As conditions improv­
ed the influence of the ideologues became
even less persuasive and only a few un­
reconstructed Marxists and anarchists resist­
ed the change with any vigour.

Some interesting social re-alignments
furthered the estrangement with the Left.
The children of the affluent middle class
became the unexpected champions of a
variety of causes which previously rhe
worker considered his domain. Such causes
as anti-poverty, civil rights, anti-war protest
attracted some blue collar support but other
less tangible themes disturbed. The attack
on material prosperity baffled those who
for years considered upward mobility a
positive goal. To the worker, newly accus­
tomed to acquisition, the assault on techno­
logy was absurd and the ensuing frustration
often manifested itself in the now stereo­
typed hippie-hardhat confrontation. The dis­
satisfied young (The Kids) received sym­
pathetic attention from many liberal intel­
lectuals, those same intellectuals who had
always extolled the virtues of the working
class. Hence a mounting disillusionment
with liberalism — its methods and ob­
jectives — grew.

The desertion of familiar intellectual
support created confusion among the work­
ing class and several enterprising indivi­
duals quickly capitalized on the disorienta­
tion. In the United States Vice President
Spiro Agnew pricked the balloon of liberal
pomposity with his alliterative bombast
and spirited defence of working men. Many
suspected that his motives were disinge­

nuous and the new alliance was abruptly
terminated. The intellectual confusion re­
mained and among workers cynicism has
become a fashionable substitute for cons­
tructive thought. The media has interpreted
this reaction as bigotry, selfishness and
insensitivity, not realizing that these are
defensive emotions fostered by lack of in­
telligent leadership.

* * *
It should be evident that much of the

working class has become "bourgeoisified”
to the point where they support even such
right wing sentiments as super patriotism
and social darwinism. This is to be expected
since the broadbased and eclectic coalitions
of the thirties catered to self-interest or
getting ahead. Workers were urged to ob­
tain a bigger "piece of the action” so it
is not surprising that having acquired more
"power” they would try to consolidate and
protect it.

Nowhere was the conservative trend
more evident than in the recent United
States presidential campaign where Senator
George McGovern failed to attract any
sizable blue collar support. Workers, in
overwhelming numbers, deserted the De­
mocratic Party to support a man who has
never championed their interests. It was the
final repudiation of the left-liberal-re­
formist-academic complex which once had
been the staunchest upholder of working
class interests.

Senator McGovern conducted his cam­
paign as if the nation was in the midst of
a staggering Hooverlike depression. His
speeches were riddled with altruistic pro­
nouncements and slogans that grated upon
the ears of high earning, unionized workers
who had become the pillars of, the new
middle class. All the "pragmatic ’ goals of
the thirties had been -achieved and many
workers turned to the party of special in­
terests and entrenched power; The party
that would justify self-interest as a respec­
table political ideal. Nixon and Agnew
succeeded in converting blue collar types 
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by suggesting that the Democratic Party
(more specifically McGovernites) was now
an elitist coalition which might sacrifice
some of the prosperity unionists are en­
joying. McGovern’s evangelical self-right­
eousness (A.T.C. Douglas handicap) con­
firmed the suspicions that some sacrifice
might be involved if he was elected. The
fear of loss (always ill-defined) intimidated
labour to the extent that Nixon and Agnew
(the highest paid flunkey in America) were
allowed to give absurd lectures on the
’’work ethic” and the ’’competitive spirit”.
It was obvious that the Democratic Party
was no longer the only vehicle for the
interests of labour.

A similar situation exists in Canada
where the Waffle movement represents a
threat (real or imagined) to the status quo.
Workers, who have obtained higher salaries
by belonging to the powerful international
unions, distrust the ’’idealistic” (possible
loss of money) goals the Waffle embraces.
I quote a worker on the issue of Canadian
industrial autonomy: "These Waffle guys
will always have a soft job at the university
or get grants but I’ll still have to bust my
ass on the line for forty hours a week and
a lower standard of living”. Much of the
working class dismisses the Waffle as a
semi-precious fraternity of academics and
intellectuals dedicated to internecine feud­
ing. The Left reciprocates by viewing work­
ers as consumption crazed slobs who duti­
fully support any group which will main­
tain a superior bargaining position with
the multi-national corporations.

A confusing situation exists in Quebec
where the working class and the Left share
the same bed but the mutual discomfort is
almost unbearable. The common enemy is
the residue of English colonialism. Quebec
nationalism (pragmatic) is the great unifier
while Socialism (idealistic) seems vaguely
threatening. It is true that the leadership
of the unions is radical (worker controlled
state) but the rank and file membership
would be more comfortable with a ”bour-
geois leftist” Parti Qu6b6cois government.

A dissident group of unionists have recen­
tly broken away from the C.N.T.U. to form
a more conservative union (Centrale des
Syndicats Democratiques) that wishes to
remain totally non-political. In an effort
to assuage conservative rank and file mem­
bership the C.N.T.U. and Q.F.L. have be­
come increasingly sympathetic to the Que­
bec Nationalism of the Parti Quebecois.
Q.F.L. leader Louis Laberge has dropped
the slogan "break the regime" and now
favours change through parliamentary re­
form. Right-Wing sentiment in the Quebec
labour movement is as pronounced as it is
in the United States and Ontario bur high
unemployment, separatism (Quebec natio­
nalism) and a radical labour leadership have
camouflaged its presence.

The emergence of blue collar conserva­
tism annoys many liberals who feel that
they have been betrayed by the grubby,
ultra-materialistic working class. They con­
veniently forget that the old alliance be­
tween labour and the Left was based on
mutual self-interest. The so-called radica­
lism of the thirties was a weary attempt to
sustain classical liberalism while soothing
the troubled conscience with patchwork
humanism. A consensus of ideas pruned
from disparate groups; some socialism, a
hint of libertarianism, no small measure
of fascism. Present working class attitudes
are the natural result of this philosophical
hodgepodge yet liberal intellectuals either
ignore or refuse to recognize the fact, pre­
ferring instead to lampoon the class which
they helped create. It is, therefore, under­
standable when blue collar types resent the
smug elitism or haughty condescension of
liberal or leftist intellectuals.

A rapprochement between the Left and
the working class must be achieved since
any alliance with the Right would merely
be a delusion. Changes in the corporate
system are essential and most workers will
respond to reasoned arguments and posi­
tions. The danger lies in demands that
workers make sacrifices to achieve intan­
gible goals. There is little sympathy for 
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hysterical anti-technological crusades and
workers fear a New Left type of Luddite
activism more than anything else. It is
recognized, however, that people and tech­
nology must be symbiotic rather than an-
togonistic. Social objectives (eg. Canadian
industrial autonomy, guaranteed annual
income, individuality as opposed to cor­
porate manipulation) must be clarified
and presented in a manner which is
not condescending or prattling. An end
to the misrepresentation of the working
class in films and television is essential
The oversimplified "Archie Bunker" blue
collar stereotype is a demeaning, elitist
concept which identifies bigotry and
stupidity as the sole prerogative of the
working class. It is the same type of
prejudice which once labelled academics
as "absent minded professors” incapable
of any ’’practical” tasks. The image
of academics as flighty, irresponsible
creatures is now firmly ingrained in the
public consciousness. Such simple-minded
generalizations, under the guise of humour,
are really examples of virulent anti-intel­
lectualism. An attempt to substitute pre­
conceived prejudice for a more thoughtful
analysis of people’s opinions and behaviour.
Such prejudice is now evident in many
articles and films about the working class.

The Left can re-establish a rapport with
labour but it will not be achieved by scorn­
ing workers as stupid, materialistic automa­
tons. The campaign of David Lewis has
struck a responsive chord among the work­
ing class. The attack on the ’’corporate
welfare bums,” exposed the inequity of
the taxation system. The same approach
can be used to challenge the life sucking
advertising hucksters, the finance and loan
companies, and the unfairness of a welfare
system which subsidizes unemployed
youngsters of the middle class (O.F.Y.,
LLP.) but deprives the poor (working or
otherwise) of really adequate income or
living conditions. It must be demonstrated
that it is in the workers’ self-interest to
support non-unionized or dispossessed peo­
ple in achieving a better deal

The importance of Canadian industrial
autonomy should be more carefully explain­
ed using concrete examples like the recent
"political’’ lay-off which occurred at the
Ste. Therese, Quebec General Motors Plant.
Fifteen hundred men were informed (they
first read about the lay-off in the newspa­
per) that General Motors no longer required
their services due to ’’market conditions”.
The social upheaval in the area is terrific
since most workers had accepted the work­
consumption-debt ethic completely and now
face, empty handed, the car debts, the
mortgage payments, and the nagging wives.
It is a classic example of our overdepen­
dence on the American economic colossus.

Many workers believe the Left has be­
come too elitist and exclusive in nature. It
might be useful to examine the Left-wing
role in creating present blue-collar attitudes.
The enormous changes wrought by techno­
logy have created an entirely new set of
problems and frustrations for industrial
workers and society in general. By clinging
to the universities, the Left has become
prone to rigid and elitist perspectives. The
broader framework of radicalism has been
largely abandoned in favour of the "prag­
matic” obsession with statism and power
through electorialism. Labour is repelled
bv the manipulative, power-hungry nature
of the Waffle, the Parti Quebecois and
the McGovernites. Nothing less than a
complete re-appraisal of current Left-wing
goals and attitudes is required to under­
stand present working class antagonisms.
Workers possess the same qualities the Left
admired in the Thirties. They have not
become ogres.

(Walter Johnson is a young worker on
the assembly-line at the Ste. ThMse General
Motors plant)
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MAN AND RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

BY EVE SMITH

To protect the environment, ecological consideration must take precedence over
economic, and more than lip-service must be paid, to prevent further degradation of the
environment.

Ecology is the relationship of all living things with one another, and the process
of interaction, and inter-dependency, between all living things with the chemical and
physical environment.

Lack of knowledge and lack of concern for these principles are responsible for the
series of crises that have given rise to the endless conferences that are held to
determine how best to deal with the problems that face us — which, actually, is one
problem, disregard for the total environment and how it works.

So we have Stockholms, and Man & Resources, and government agencies and
ministries for the environment, and the fiddling continues while the environment burns.

Havin-; attended some of the Man & Resources meetings, and read the literature
before and after the Montebello meeting, I find myself in agreement with Don Nixon in
"Bonjour” (Nov. 2/72) who said, "Could it be that Public Participation is the latest
catch phrase in a government attempt to keep the public ignorant and quiet?” It seems
the public is being given a chance to talk in order to make them think that something
will be done.

And as Roderick Haig-Brown was quoted in the "Vancouver Sun” as saying of
the Stockholm Conference, "There will be money there, oil money, government money,
military money, to frustrate anything that might be achieved.”

The words "Ecology’ and ’Environment’ are prostituted by commercial companies
in their advertising, while they continue along their destructive courses: governments
set up ministries and committees of the environment, in most cases it appears that they
are there to make us think that Something is Being Done.

The natural resources of the country are privately owned or leased, as in the case
of Crown lands being leased for mining and logging; and production, trade and
commerce, is carried on primarily for profit-making, while human needs have become
a secondary consideration. Concern for the natural world and wild creatures is minimal.

I see no hope for any significant improvement with governments, private industry,
trade unions and commercial enterprises constituted as they are now.

If governments were sincere in their expressions of concern for environmental
protection they would have taken far more drastic measures to that end. Perhaps the
beautiful prairie and wild animals in the Suffield area would not now be burning up as a
result of practice fire from British guns, brought here by the Canadian Defense Depart­
ment. Who is being defended ? Not the antelope, not the land, not the rare prairie wild
flowers. NOT the ecology.
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Instead of subsidizing oil exploration in the north, we should be subjected to
an intensive educational program to save and conserve power. Preparations for the
gigantic James Bay Development are going ahead, roads are being built, airfields in
the making, with only token ecological study having been done. Quebec’s business ? It
is everyone’s business. The Federal Environmental Department surely has some say in
the disposition of the environment ?

Rationing oil and gas would help; increasing electrical rates the more power is
used; restricting the production of gadgetry; — but industry does not take kindly to
controls, and if, as a result of public pressure some restrictive legislation is brought in,
then there are many legal loopholes for exemptions or postponement. As Professor
Willard Miller said in an article in "Not Man Apart” (Journal of Friends of the Earth),
"What legislative body is prepared to legislate the death of corporate capitalism ? How
many of our legislators, many of whom receive a large portion of their campaign funds
from corporations, are willing to bite the hand that feeds them ?”.

Conditions have to arrive at the desperate crisis stage before action is taken.
Endangered species would not have become endangered had it not been for furriers,
hunters, gunsmiths, logging, mining, companies continuing their profitable ways, using
unnecessarily wasteful, cruel, and destructive methods, in almost total disregard for
ecological conditions.

There have been plenty of warnings, to this writer’s knowledge, regarding the
dangers of pesticides, for twenty-five years at least; yet it is only in recent times that
agricultural and wildlife departments have become concerned. Evidence has been piling
up for years that soils are depleted by inorganic chemical fertilizers and the soil micro-
organisims destroyed — the acadamecians notwithstanding. Chemical companies are
verjr powerful and their influence is far-reaching, in the form of grants, advertising, etc.

an<^ mining companies have ruled almost supreme, in many provincial
parks, ’our' parks — but now we see a ray of hope in British Columbia with the new
government: — falcons are to be protected, no more falconry; the Roosevelt elk are
to have a chance of survival now that there is a moratorium on logging in their habitat,
the Tsitika Valley, almost their last refuge, as much has been logged already.

And are not many of the great whales nearly extinct ? And what did Canada’s
delegate to the International Whaling Commission, held last summer, do ? He did not
vote for the ten-year moratorium on whales; that 10 years might have given the whales
a chance at a comeback.

At the Stockholm Conference, June 1972, the ten-year moratorium motion was
passed. Canada was among those who voted for ten-year moratorium on whaling at
Stockholm So why did Canada’s delegate refrain from voting at the International
Whaling Commission meeting in London ? The Ecologist (October 1972) suggests that
the secrecy under which the I.W.C. meets tends to alter people’s attitudes; whereas
there was great publicity at Stockholm and delegates tended to do what was expected
of them.

Our society is based on lavish, wasteful use and misuse — our attitude is that we
have dominion over palm and pine — and that all living things are put on earth for
our benefit, a most immoral concept We have not learned that we are only part of a
whole and that in destroying other things we are destroying ourselves. If we are to
survive, then we must learn one fundamental lesson, co-operate with nature and natural
law, not ’conquer’ nature, not subvert nature, not ’beat’ nature.
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Our National Parks Act is one of the better pieces of legislation in this country,
but the National Parks department has had to fight the private sector to maintain many
of its policies. The three new northern parks arc a great achievement but none of them
contains an entire life system within its borders — mining influences are too great.

Man & Resources publication November 1972, refers to "holistic total environment
or eco-systems approaches to administration of natural resources” — when is this going
to start ? For many years we have had all the evidence we need of gross pollution, fish
kills, wild creature decimation ; overcutting and overgrazing causing floods; depletion
of soil, reduction of soil health resulting from pesticides and herbicides and artificial
fertilizers with consequent deterioration of valuable nutrient content of food; yet how
much has been done ? When will we learn that prevention is better and cheaper than
cure ? That what we need for good health is food, not over-processed, refined, chemic­
alized, 'long-shelf-life*  foodless food.

This land has been plundered, from the early days when the fur trading companies
debauched Indians with rum and brandy in return for millions of furs, to the present,
where natural resources and human beings are exploited by private interests to keep
a few in obscene luxury, and many in uneasy comfort or actual want.

At this time in history we see the increasing paradox of great scientific knowledge,
mass production of commodities on the one hand; and great proverty and destruction
on the other.

Waste is the hallmark of our society — land, water, building materials, goods and
services; people "waste the gooks” is the expression used in Vietnam by one lot of
human beings in the destruction of their fellow humans, and Canada has aided and
abetted this monstrous example of waste.

Modern inventive genius has produced nuclear-fission, but has not found a way
of disposing of radioactive wastes. It is still primarily an "economic” concern. The
demand for power is so great that many nuclear plants have been built despite the
dangers. We are still being conditioned to 'demand' more power, rather than to con-
servee it, because those who own and control power production do not want their
profits decreased.

Says Dr. F. H. Bormann, Professor of Ecology at Yale, "It is hard to measure the
psychic effects of growing population and technolog}'... Every day all of us are assaulted
by the spectacle of decaying cities, and a callous disregard for all other organisms that
share our planet. It is most unlikely that people will work for evolving drastic reorgan­
ization of society unless they are energized by a clearer vision than now exists of what
life might be like under new conditions. It seems to me that the creation of that vision
is the awesome challenge of the 1970s.

The vision has been with many of us for a long time — making it a reality is
what we must do — if life is to survive in a reasonable humane co-operative society,
where equitable sharing is the goal; a wise, if limited use, of natural resources to supply
the needs of all living things.

(Eve Smith is a long-time subcriber and
activist from South Pender Island, B.C.)
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BOOK REVIEWS
ANARCHISM : FROM
THEORY TO PRACTICE

BY DANIEL GUERIN. TRANSLATED
BY MARY KLOPPER. INTRODUC­
TION BY NOAM CHOMSKY.

NEW YORK AND LONDON :
MONTHLY REVIEW PRESS. 1970.

Daniel Gudrin is a French anarchist
historian. This little book was published
in Paris in 1965, and by now it has
been translated into ten languages. He
has since followed it up with a his­
torical anthology of the anarchist move­
ment, AZ7 Dieu ni Maitre (Lausanne,
1969), which is probably the best single
source book on the subject. An English
version of the later book would certainly
be welcome too.

Gudrin is best known in France as
the author of La lutte de Classes sous
la Premiere Republique which was
published in 1946 and appeared in a
second edition in 1968. It focuses on
the struggle of the working classes of
France against the ascendant bour­
geoisie during the second phase of the
French Revolution, 1793-1797, and since
it anticipates the guiding theme of the
book under review here, I shall say a
word about it first of all. GuSrin seeks
to show that the popular movements of
1793-7 contained the nucleus of a
proletarian revolution. The internal
dynamic of the Revolution thus led
beyond the bourgeois state into social
forms which were to be realized only
in the 19th and 20th century. GuSrin
agrees with the traditional Marxist view
that objective conditions did not allow
anything more than bourgeois demo­
cracy to be attained at the time. But
that is not the main lesson he draws.

What he seeks to show specifically is
that in their struggle with the bour­
geoisie the working classes were able
to generate non-parliamentary organs
of popular power. The sections and the
communes of 1793-4 manifested an
astonishing degree of spontaneous or­
ganization, and Gudrin holds that their
challenge to the Convention was the
challenge of the workers to the bour­
geoisie. The drive of the working classes
was necessary to the bourgeoisie for
attaining their own ends — but this
ought not to lead us to see the workers
in a merely subordinate role. It ought
not to obscure the specific nature of
the workers' organizations. And here is
the real theme of the book. In the
course of a revolutionary movement,
large masses of people are able to
generate organs of direct democracy
which are suited to them. They do it
spontaneously, out of the dynamic of
the revolution. Programs devised by
intellectuals are not necessary for this.
Indeed such programs by intellectuals
are always less advanced in their con­
tent than what the people achieve
spontaneously under such conditions.
Gudrin’s study of the class struggle
during the first republic is a laboratory
analysis of this process.

The book on Anarchism seeks again
to demonstrate the power of the people
to generate the forms of direct demo­
cracy. The challenge to parliamentary
government appears early in the book:

In Proudhon's view "democracy
is nothing but a constitutional
tyrant." The people were declared
sovereign by a "trick" of our
forefathers. In reality they are a
monkey king which has kept only
the title of sovereign without the
magnificence and grandeur. The
people rule but do not govern,
and delegate their sovereignty
through the oeriodic exercise of
Universal suffrage, abdicating their
power anew every three or five
years. The dynasts have been
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driven from the throne but the
royal prerogative has been pre­
served intact. In the hands of a
people whose education has been
wilfully neglected the ballot is a
cunning swindle benefiting only
the united barons of industry,
trade and property. The very
theory of the sovereignty of the
people contains its own negation.
If the entire people were truly
sovereign, then it would be reduced
to nothing; the State would have
no raison d’etre, would be identical
with society and disappear into in­
dustrial organization, (p. 17)

The subtile of the book, “From
Theory to Practice’’, reflects its struc­
ture. First Gudrin sketches a few
principles of anarchism, then he re­
counts the historical achievements of
the movement. The actual value of the
book lies in this later part. Unlike such
studies as Joll’s and Woodcock’s, the
book secures the central point firmly :
that anarchism is not merely an abstract
theory but a movement. For too long
now, we have had a literature on
anarchism which presents it as a few
articles of faith. Bakunin, Malatesta and
the others appear as eccentrics thun­
dering abstractions about the state. But
anarchism is far more than that. From
1870 to 1939 the anarchists formed one
of the major social movements in
western and eastern parts of the world.
Hundreds of thousands of workers or­
ganized revolutionary unions (syndicates)
in the decade before World War I.
Major revolutions have been attempted
on anarchist lines, mainly in Russia and
Spain. Though they were defeated, their
legacies were great. For today thou­
sands of workers in Yugoslavia and
western Europe are demanding control
over production. The effects of anarchist
organizations on the Chinese revolution
were considerable and will receive in­
creasing documentation in years to
come. Perhaps we shall come to see
it as our own history.

The account of anarchist actions
during the Russian Revolution is drawn
mainly from the work of Voline (V.M.

Eichenbaum), La Revolution Inconnue
1917-1921, which is only partly trans­
lated into English as The Unknown
Revolution and The Revolution Betrayed.
The element which Gudrin saw in the
French Revolution, the spontaneous
movement of the people to create or­
gans of direct democracy, reappears
here. The soviets (councils of workers
deputies) were created in 1905 in the
factories of St. Petersburg in the course
of a general strike. They had not been
advocated or predicted by any revo­
lutionary group, Marxist or anarchist.
From October 1917 to the spring of
1918, workers’ control through the so­
viets was a reality in Russia. A similar
development occurred in vast rural
sections of the Ukraine, where peasants
formed agricultural communes federated
into districts. But the power of the
soviets and communes was neutralized
by the Bolshevik party, and in part
violently crushed. Guerin’s view is that
this was owing to the lack of a clear
anarchist ideology. The non-anarchist
elements in Lenin’s thought prevailed
over these institutions. Here we have
come upon an evident and difficult
problem. What is the role, in fact, to
be played by theories and programs ?
On the one hand, we have a celebration
of spontaneous popular action. On the
other hand, we read that it was the
lack of a coherent anarchist theory
which enabled the statist Bolsheviks to
undermine the soviets and communes.
If we look at the problem in Guerin’s
terms, it seems that intellectuals have
a role to play after the people have
created democratic institutions, for then
economic and social systems must be
devised which are in accord with the
organs already created. However, there
is one key premise on which theoretical
work, even in a pre-revolutionary situa­
tion, may now be based. That is the
premise of the continuity of history.
Intellectuals today can study, forms
which workers have devised in past
struggles. They can hope to employ
their analysis of these forms in the
future if it is true that, for generations,
we have been engaged in one and the
same revolutionary struggle. For then 
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the aspirations of the people in a future
revolution will not differ substantially
from those of 1794, 1848, 1871, 1917
or 1936. Social and economic programs
drawn up now, which are informed by
a knowledge of the upheavals of the
past, will not be irrelevant in the future.
But if the thesis of the continuity of
revolutionary history is not true, then
Gudrin’s problem seems to defy solution.
However, if the thesis is true, then we
must disagree with those revolutionaries
who hold that the 20th century has
brought wholly new conditions and
therefore wholly new demands. We also
need to differ from Marx, who, in the
18th Brumaire, mocked the tendency of
revolutionaries to be waging struggles
of the past.

Among the major thinkers in the
anarchist tradition, it is Proudhon whose
work receives the most clarification
from Gudrin (pp. 43-57). In France,
Proudhon is better known than any
other anarchist, but outside France he
is the least known. One of the merits of
this book by a Frenchman is to sort
out the confusing mixture of themes in
Proudhon. According to Gu6rin, Proud­
hon first observed spontaneous self­
management by production workers
during the 1848 rebellion. On this ob­
servation he based his theory of a
worker-controlled economy, and this is
the specific contribution of Proudhon,
whether it be called anarchism, mu­
tualism or association. Gudrin quotes
many of Proudhon’s provisions for such
an economy in some detail. He es­
tablishes convincingly that it was this,
rather than a petty bourgeois liking for
property, which motivated Proudhon —
for example, Proudhon took for granted
that large-scale industry was necessary
and that it would need to be collectively
owned. Yet his conception is free of
the spectre of state ownership and
state control, and, since this is a critical
problem in contemporary programs of
workers’ control, it would seem that the
time has come for a thorough study of
Proudhon. Proudhon’s hostility to the
state was such that he preferred to
admit a considerable element of com­
petition into his economic model rather 

than allow a state monopoly to direct
it. The model is a very attractive one,
particularly since Proudhon seeks to
show that these elements of competition
are subject to natural constraints in an
anarchy. (Gudrin, pp. 52-4)

The Proudhonist heritage was nearly
destroyed, in Gudrin’s view, by a kind
of anarchist purism which developed
after 1880. This was the period of
adventurism, assassinations and con­
spiracies. Gudrin shows that is was
mainly caused by the repressions visited
on the working class after the Paris
Commune of 1871. As the frightened
workers were drawn to social demo­
cracy, anarchist purists abandoned them
in contempt, and began a period of
“propaganda by the deed." Needless to
say, this drove the workers out from
their midst in large numbers. The main
villain in the piece, by Gudrin’s account,
was Malatesta. Nevertheless, the rift
was healed, and a new movement with
an awkward name, anarcho-syndicalism,
spread rapidly through France, Spain
and Italy after 1900. It was a return to
the heritage of Proudhon, with an
attempt to graft it upon the realities of
industrial production in the modern
world.

Overall, it is clear that Gudrin is
seeking to resolve a tension which has
always existed between two strains in
anarchism. The first tendency, anarcho-
syndicalism, he has traced back to
Proudhon. The second tendency, an-
archo-communism, he attributes mainly
to Kropotkin. This tension is not bet­
ween activists and workers (like the
struggle between the purists and the
syndicalists) but between workers
(syndicalists) and peasants (commu­
nists). It comes to a head in his study
of the Spanish revolution. Gu&rin does
net conceal his basic sympathy with
syndicalism. For him, it was syndical­
ism which appeared in the soviets of
1905-1921, it surfaced again in the
workers’ control movement in Yugo­
slavia after 1945 and in some anti-
colonial revolutions, notably Algeria.
The conclusion of his book points to
the movement for workers' control as 
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the most vital possibility for the trans­
formation of present society into
anarchy.

The other strain, anarcho-communism,
appears to him romantic and utopian,
fundamentally a longing for an earlier
time, characteristic of the more back­
ward peasant class.

Communalism was expressed in a
more local, more rural spirit, one
might almost say: more southern,
for one of its principal bastions
was in Andalusia. Syndicalism, on
the other hand, was more urban
and Unitarian in spirit — more
northern too, since its main centre
was Catalonia. Libertarian theore­
ticians were somewhat torn and
divided on this subject. Some had
given their hearts to Kropotkin and
his erudite but simplistic idealiz­
ation of the communes of the
Middle Ages which they identified
with the Spanish tradition of the
primitive peasant community...
Bakunin was the founder of the
Spanish collectivist, syndicalist and
internationalist workers’ move­
ment. Those anarchists who were
more realistic, more concerned
with the present than the golden
age, tended to follow him... (pp.
119-120).

But aside from the Spanish commun­
alism of the 30’s, about which I know
much less than Guerin, I see no reason
to reject anarcho-communism as such.
The sort of communism one has,
’whether it is a romantic dream or
whether it is not, depends on the sort
of commune one has in mind. The
commune need not be a medieval one,
nor need it be the Greek polis. The
central points intended by the term
“commune” are (a) that the local
community, in most cases a city with
its hinterland, is the only political
unit; (b) that it runs itself as a direct
democracy; (c) that private capital,
if not private property as a whole, be
vested in it. Certainly there are dif­
ficulties in reconciling this conception
with syndicalism. For one thing, a
worker-managed economy would entail 

linkages from commune to commune,
and the syndicates would possess con­
siderable authority in regulating these
relations. Again if production units are
truly to be run by the workers rather
than a state, then the powers of the
commune to intervene in industry
would likewise be limited. And above
all whether the means of production
and industrial capital will be owned
by syndicates or by communes is a
thorny question. These are some of the
practical questions of an anarchist
economy. What is important is to
realize that they are practical questions.
A hundred different answers can be
formulated to them, and the question
is, which of them would work ?
Anarchism does not need to founder on
the issue of community control and
workers’ control, and while much
work needs to be done on this, there
is no reason to become alarmed at
the contradiction. What is urgent at
the present time in Canada, where the
arrogant authoritarianism of our govern­
ment becomes increasingly evident from
day to day, is to encourage both ten­
dencies to a maximum degree. Should
the day come when community groups
and workers’ groups confront each other
in a power struggle, without a state
authority to benefit from the clash as
it has done from all struggles in the
past, we should be glad. For that will
be the critical issue of our future.

GRAEME NICHOLSON

LOUDER VOICES : THE COR­
PORATE WELFARE BUMS
by David Lewis, Toronto, James
Lewis & Samuel, 1972, 118 pp.
CAPITAL, INFLATION AND
THE MULTINATIONALS
by Charles Levinson, London,
George Allen and Unwin Ltd.,
1971, 229 pp.

Louder Voices... is the handy text­
book to David Lewis’s lively electoral
lectures on the corporate ripoff. What
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makes it worth recommending is that
the issue developed by Lewis, in what
has to be one of the most remarkable
public education jobs in basic political
economy ever carried off in this country,
is far more than an election gambit.
And the clearly written highly readable
little book is far more than the usual
candidate’s literary endeavour intended
to demonstrate that he has ideas as
well as glamour.

In attempting to document the hand-in-
hand — “in your pocket” — relationship
of government and big business in
Canada, Lewis’s writers have produced
a valuable collection of information on
the tax arrangements and state grants
which integrate profit making and cor­
porate exploitation with government
economic and social policy, or, to put it
more accurately, which effectively turn
the state into an appendage of the cor­
porations. I say this is useful because
the kind of material produced by this
kind of political and economic digging
is so hard to come by in the work of
either academics or journalists in this
country.

The book fails, of course, at the
points where Lewis and the NDP fail
too. That is, in the inability or unwilling­
ness to read the full implications of the
evidence before them. There's not much
indication here that the whole impetus,
the whole orientation of corporate capi­
talism is what, in fact, produces the
situation where people are subordinated
to profit seeking and institutional ag­
grandizement by both corporations and
governments. Rather, for Lewis, it is a
case of bad corporate citizenship abet­
ted by acts of irresponsible government.
On the other hand, one finds little indica­
tion here that the “corporate welfare
state,” dating back some 20-25 years,
according to Lewis, is anything but the
result of a succession of bad govern­
ments. That is, there is little admission
here that the exploitive alliance of state
and corporate establishment is endemic
to the structure, role and function of
the state itself under corporate capi­
talist arrangements, no matter what the
government.

“What concerns you and me, writes
Lewis, is simply who is putting the
money in, who is getting it out, and
what good it does.” The problem for
Lewis is the problem of the distribution
of wealth, rather than the social struc­
tures and relationships which determine
the pattern of distribution... In this
respect there can be no doubt that an
NDP government would seek to establish
a more equitable sharing of the social
product than the Liberal party. But the
more fundamental question raised by the
book is, how far, or indeed, whether,
under the current system, a state run
by an NDP government would or could
act in a way that is essentially different
in its relationships to the corporations.

The Lewis study brings ammunition
to the attack upon a Liberal social and
economic policy that is coterminus with
corporate profit-taking and expansion.
The explanations of the various tax con­
cessions ; the arm-long list of industry
grant programmes; the fabulous amounts
of money involved ; the names and con­
dition of the beneficiaries ... there's
a lot of hard information, shocking in­
formation, laid out here. On the other
hand, if the data produced here are
seen in a wider perspective, what we
have is a further fragment of the pic­
ture of the role of the state, one is temp­
ted to say any state, under corporate
capitalist economic arrangements.

The question remains, therefore, es­
pecially in the light of some of the in­
formation adduced about the sheer ma­
gnitude and range of corporate power,
as to whether the state is not so in­
tegrally bound up with and subservient
to the interests of these institutions that
the thought of rectifying the situation
through parliamentary control of the
state is not a vain and illusory one.

The theme of corporate and state
relationships and the shift in their re­
lative power is adumbrated in mucn
more satisfactory fashion in Capital, in­
flation and the Multinationals. Levinson,
an economist who has lived and worked
in Canada, is Secretary-General of the
Chemical and General Workers Unions 
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in Geneva. The book is of immediate
use in a context like ours where un­
employment is massive, inflation high
and economic development terribly une­
qual. In an attempt to link the three
phenomena mentioned in the title, the
study constitutes a thoroughgoing attack
upon the kind of thinking about infla­
tion which prevails almost universally in
this country. Levinson debunks the cost-
push, wage-based theories of inflation,
and offers fascinating and simply-stated
analyses of unemployment, capital form­
ation-investment and multinational cor­
porate behaviour which throw into high
relief the ill-inspired policies and meas­
ures used in this country of late to deal
with rising prices, rising unemployment
and regional (and local !) inequality.

The fastest growing and increasingly
important sectors of industry are highly
capital intensive. So much so that “the
need for capital in the seventies will
escalate into the decade’s special dilem­
ma. It is already a problem of today’s
society in transition, and the principal
cause of its new strain of global infla­
tion ... Already 65% of the West’s total
capital investment is for greater techno­
logical efficiency or labour displacement,
and only 35% for augmenting capacity
upon which employment and living stan­
dards ultimately depend.”

Levinson demonstrates that both un­
employment and inflation are in large
part produced together by the techno­
logical development policies of long-
tentacled capital-hungry companies
seeking to maximize cash flows, and
doing so, indeed, by pricing practices
that are inflationary, even in the face
of falling sales !

Obviously Levinson’s insights and ar­
guments cut through much of “the irre­
levance of economic theory under mod­
ern conditions.” His pages on unem­
ployment illuminate most satisfactorily
the blight faced by the work force of
this country, particularly certain parts
of it and certain categories of workers.
We are presented at length with material
elucidating the structure, policies and
operations of the emergent prototype
industries and firms of multinational 

corporate capitalism. “In many respects
they refute most assumptions on eco­
nomic behaviour, and violate most
political, social and moral standards
still assumed to be applicable to cor­
porations.”

In keeping with this refreshingly per­
tinent understanding of the organization
and dynamics of production which
Levinson sees as nothing less than a
“structural revolution,” some “economic
and labour responses” are set forth in
the conclusion of the book, which are
equally important to note. Aside from
wage and pension escalators, Levinson
advocates what is known as “asset
formation for workers” (“the creation
of equity and savings for workers in
the accumulated assets of industry”).
This measure, it will be of particular
interest to Our Generation readers to
note, Levinson sees as addressing itself
particularly to the following problem :
— “the transformation of the principle
of social justice to include both equality
of income and equality in ownership of
wealth — “Socially to strengthening
the campaign for industrial democracy
and participation by workers in the deci­
sion-making process, through sharing in
the power which ownership of the assets
confers on management— And, “poli­
tically to confronting the threat to demo­
cratic processes posed by the unprece­
dented rise in the concentration of
ownership of capital assets, which gov­
ernments and political policy, usually
the slowest and most recalcitrant to
change, cannot carry out alone.”

Rarely does a voice for organized
labour — or left politics or economic
and social analysis for that matter, —
speak with such a sure grasp of the
current economic situation, and hold,
in combination with that kind of analysis,
such bold hopes for the reversal (in a
radical sense) of the current processes.
For that reason alone the book would
be worth reading. But as an instrument
for understanding basic current charac­
teristics and movements of social and
political economy as they affect Cana­
dians, the book should not go unread
and unmeditated.

Fred Caloren
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OUR GENERATION
LITERATURE
SUPPLEMENT
Vol. 9 - No. 1
February 1973

NEW LITERATURE LIST... NEW POLICY

With the revised list as presented in this issue, the Literature Department
is adopting a new policy regarding mail orders. What the policy amounts to is
simply that in order for the Lit Department to continue to be able to offer a
good selection of books and reprints at reasonable prices, we are asking our
readers to pay the postage and a slight handling charge, which up until now
we have been absorbing as a deficit. The benefit is, of course, that we can
continue to offer reading material much of which is not available elsewhere —
and that we can increase the range of such materials which must be sought
out from diverse sources.

In addition, orders must be prepaid in order to cut down on bookkeeping
and clerical costs and to expedite orders. A scale of postage and handling
charges is shown below, so that you will know how much to include for
prepayment.

Include 50<f postage and handling for each kit ordered.
On individual item orders of :

$1.00 or less add
$1.01 — $5.00 add
$5.01  $10.00 add

25t postage & handling,
50<£ postage & handling,

1.00 postage & handling,

and of $10.00 or more — we can't imagine anyone making an order of
$10.00 or more and not ordering at the kit rate, but if you do, please use
your own judgment concerning postage and handling.

Note to bookstores and distributors: A discount of 15% will be given on bulk
orders for resale.
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STUDY OF IMPERIALISM KIT
a selection of some of the most outstanding essays on the subject.

* Analysis of the Classical Theories of Imperialism by Lelio Basso .................50
Bertrand Russell’s Thought on Spheres of Influence by Ken Coates .............. 50
Colonialism is a Total System by Jean-Paul Sartre .......................................50

* The Driving Force of Imperialism in the Modern Era by Paul Mattick............. 50
United States Policy and the Conflict of Powers in the Middle East .............. 50
U.S. Hegemony in Latin America by Petras, Erisman and Mills ....................... 50
The Driving Force of Imperialism in our Era by Ernest Mandel ....................... 50

* Contradictions in States with Socialist Constitutions by Mihailo Markovic..........50
♦ Contradictions in States with Socialist Constitutions by Serge Mallet ............. 50

The Use of Reading Bakunin for Anti-Imperialists by Arthur Lehning .............50
* these particular essays will not be available until March. During the

year this Kit will be added to.
Value $5.00

Kit Price $4.50

SOCIAL AND POLITICAL THEORY KIT
this is a re-constituted kit in three parts (introductory, intermediate, and
advanced):

Kit A:

Youth As Class by Margaret and John Rowntree ............................................50
Wasteland Culture by George Benello ......................................................... 50
The End of Ideology as Ideology by Alan Haber ............................................25
Forms of Freedom by Murray Bookchin ......................................................... 50
Civil Disobedience by Christian Bay ............................................................ 25
Desire and Need (Marat/Sade) by Murray Bookchin ........................................ 25
What Is The New Radicalism by Dimitri Roussopoulos ..................................25
Towards an Extra-Parliamentary Opposition in

Canada by OUR GENERATION editors ...............................................25
Value $2.50
Price $2.00
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Kit B :
Socialism from Above or from Below by Hal Draper 50
Ecology and Revolutionary Thought by M. Bookchin  1.00
Towards a Liberatory Technology by M. Bookchin 50
State-Capitalism and Marx’s Humanism or Philosophy and Revolution

by Raya Dunayevskaya .............50
Vanguard, Vanguard, Whose Got the Vanguard by Michael Schneider 50
Anarchy and Organisation by M. Bookchin 25
Anarchism by Peter Kropotkin 15
Socialism or Barbarism 25
The Fate of Marxism by Paul Cardan 25
From Bolshevism to Bureaucracy by Paul Cardan 25
Paris : May 1968 and the General Strike 50

Value $4.15
Price $3.50

Kit C:
History and Revolution (On Historical Materialism) by Paul Cardan 50
Spartakism to National Bolskevism : the K.P.D. 1918-24 25
Hungary 1956 by Andy Anderson  1.00
The Irrational in Politics by Maurice Brinton 60
Anarchy by Enrico Malatesta 25
Listen Marxist! by M. Bookchin 50
What is Class Consciousness by Wilhem Reich  1.00
Wilhem Reich : On Revolutionary Organisation

Critique of Everyday Life by Bruce Brown 50
On Spontaneity and Organisation by Murray Bookchin 50

Value $5.10
Price $4.50

WORKERS’ CONTROL KIT
The Unions and Workers’ Control : Collection of Articles 50
The Debate About Workers’ Control by Ernest Mandel 25
Industrial Democracy and Canada by A. Carew
Self-Determination in Algeria by Juliette Minces ....................
The Ambiguities of Workers’ Participation by K. Coates & T. Topham ..........25
The Participative Techniques of Social Integration by Martin Oppenheimer .25
The Way Forward for Workers’ Control by Hugh Scanlon.................................
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Workers’ Councils in Germany 1918- ................................................................50
Workers’ Control: An Idea on the Wing by G. Ostergaard & Ken Coates .25
Towards Freedom in Work by James Gillespie ................................................. 50
Shop Stewards and Workers’ Control by Tony Topham ...................................25
Meaning in Work by David Armstrong ............................................................... 25
Workers’ Control by Dennis Butt ...................................................................... 25
Miners Who Run Their Own Pit by D. Stuckey ................................................. 10
Cybernetics of Self-Organizing Systems by John D. McEwen ............................25
Yugoslavia: Is It Workers’ Control ? ............................................................... 50
Clyde Workers by Ken Fleet .............................................................................10
Our Generation : Workers’ Control Issue ............................................................50
The Politics of Workers’ Control by G. David Garson ....................................... 50
The Sitdown Strikes of the 1930’s by Root & Branch ...........................................50
The Seattle General Strike of 1919 by Root & Branch ........................................50
Workers’ Councils: the economics of a self-managed society................... 1.00
new additions to kit

Value $7.55
Kit Price $7.00

EDUCATION KIT
The Student as Nigger by Jerry Farber ............................................................25
Have the Intellectuals a Class Interest ? by A. Rapoport ................................25
The Multiversity by Carl Davidson ...................................................................25
Big School, Small School (Size & Behaviour) a book review

by George C. Benello .............................................................................10
Education, the Multiversity and Student Power (five articles) ........................ 50
The First Street School by George Dennison ................................................. 25
Youth Liberation by Youth Liberation of Ann Arbor .................................... 1.00
Earthworks No. 1 “Religion of Education” (published in Halifax) .................... 35

Value $2.95
Kit Price $2.75

CANADA KIT
Childhood in an Indian Village by Wilfred Pelletier .......................................... 25
The Dynamics of Power in Canada: The Vertical Mosaic Revisited

by Philip Resnick ..................................................................................25
Biggest Sellout in History: Foreign Ownership of Alberta’s Oil

and Gas (1966) by J. M. Freeman............................................................. 50
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Kanada and Kapitalism by Ted Richmond .........................................................25
People’s History of Cape Breton ....................................................................... 25
Renegade Report on Poverty .............................................................................. 50
Why Is Canada in Vietnam ? by Claire Culhane ....................................... 1.50
The State’s Fiscal Crisis by Rick Deaton .........................................................50
The Growth of the Quebec State by B. Roy Lemoine .......................................50
The State as Socializer (a critique of OFY and LIP) by Lome Huston.................50

Value $5.00
Kit Price $4.50

WOMEN’S LIBERATION KIT

Sex Roles & Female Oppression by Dana Densmore ...................................... 20
Women : The Longest Revolution by Juliet Mitchell ...................................... 20
Liberation of Women : Sexual Repression & the Family by Laurel Limpus......... 20
Toward a Female Liberation Movement by B. Jones & J. Brown .................... 20
The Political Economy of Women’s Liberation by Margaret Benston .............20
Female Liberation as the Basis for Social Revolution by Roxanne Dunbar .20
Psychology Constructs the Female by Naomi Weisstein ...................................20
The Myth of the Vaginal Orgasm by Ann Koedt, and a response,

Fucked-Up in America by Nancy Mann .................................................20
Burn This and Memorize Yourself: poems for women by Alta........................... 50
A Graphic Notebook on Feminism by Su Negrin ....................................... 1.00
The Traffic in Women and Other Essays by Emma Goldman ................. 1.44
Generations of Denial : 75 short biographies of women in history

by Kathryn Taylor ............................................................................ TOO
Free Space : a perspective on the small group in women’s liberation

by Pamela Allen .............................................................................. TOO
Value $6.10

Kit Price $5.50

NEW CANADIAN WOMEN’S LIBERATION MATERIALS

Women Unite ! from the Women’s Press 
The Day Care Book from the Women’s Press (cooperative day care) ...... 1.50
Women’s Work by the Working Women’s Association of Vancouver ................ 25
Working in Hospitals by the Working Women’s Association ........................... 25

Mother Was Not A Person edited by Margaret Andersen ........................... 3.95
Value $5.00

Kit Price $4.50
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OTHER WOMEN’S LIBERATION MATERIALS
The Political Economy of Women by Union for Radical Political Economics

(also containing several excellent bibliographies) ........................... 1.00
Witches, Midwives and Nurses, A History of Women Healers

by B. Ehrenreich & D. English .............................................................. 1.00
A Divorce Trial in China by Felix Greene ..............................................................10
Children’s Nonsexist Coloring Book by the Rainbow Institute ....... i......................75
Women : A radical women’s journal published in Baltimore :

(each issue on a special theme) :
Women as Workers Under Capitalism ........................................... 1.00
How We Live and With Whom ..................................................... 1.00
Inherent Nature or Cultural Conditioning ................................... 1.00
The Power and Scope of the Movement ....................................... 1.00
Women in Revolution ...................................................................... 1.00
Women in the Arts .......................................................................... 1.00
Women in History ........................................................................... 1.00
What is Liberation? ........................................................................ 1.00

LIBERATION: OTHER GROUPS (Times Change Books)

Great Gay in the Morning : One Group’s Approach to Communal Living
and Sexual Politics by the 25 to 6 Baking & Trucking Society ....... 1.25

Come Out! (gay liberation) by the Come Out Collective ........................... 1.00
Unbecoming Men (men’s liberation) by a men’s consciousness

raising group ............................................................................................ 1.00
Hip Culture: 6 essays on its Revolutionary Potential ................................... 1.00
Youth Liberation by Youth Liberation of Ann Arbor ................................... 1.00
Begin at Start (Personal Liberation and World Change) by Su Negrin ....... 1.75

Value $7.00
Kit Price $6.50

QUEBEC KIT
Our Generation back issues:

Vol. 7 No. 3 The October Crisis 1970 and the Politics
of Functionalism .............................................................. 1.50

Vol. 8 No. 2 The Implications of Vallieres’ Declaration
by Henry Milner and Social Classes and
Nationalism in Quebec by D. Roussopoulos ............. 1.50
The Growth of the Quebec State
by B. Roy Lemoine ................................................................. 50
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Vol. 8 No. 3 Part 2 : May 1972, Quebec’s General Strike ........................50
Vallieres, Gagnon and Chartrand (4 articles) ................................................. 1.00
Radical America : Quebec Issue, Fall 1972 (including the

General Strike) .............................................................................................. 1.00
The History of The Bloc Populaire by Arnold Bennett ............................................ 25

Value $7.25
Kit Price $5.50

EARLIER MATERIAL ON QUEBEC
The C.E.G.E.P. Strike of 1969
Editorial Statement on Quebec (1966)
The Quebec Elections (1966) by B. Roy Lemoine ......... all articles ................. 75
The Quebec Elections (1970)
Social Classes in Quebec by Mario Dumais (1966)

OTHER MATERIALS
The Politics of Ecology by Barry Weisberg ............................................................ 25
The Cultural Revolution — A Marxist Analysis by Irwin Silber .................... 1.00
Student Revolts : The New Left in West Germany (1968) by F. C. Hunnius .50
Notes on Detention Centres by Stan Cohen and Approved School :

How Does It Feel by Ian Taylor .........................................................................50
A Beginner’s Guide to the Struggle in Ireland

by the Community Media Project of Kitchener-Waterloo ............................20
No Class Today, No Ruling Class Tomorrow by Root & Branch ............................20
Issues : A Wage and Price Freeze for Canada? .................................................... 10
Power, the Enshrined Heresy by Ronald Sampson ................................................ 15
The Compulsion to do Evil by Stanley Milgram ........................................................ 15
The Poor and the Super Poor from Create Situations ............................................ 50
The Beginning of an Epoch (France 1968) from Create Situations ................... 50
The Mass Strike in France (May-June 1968) by Root & Branch ........................... 50
But Morning Refused to Answer (creative works by people in

prisons and mental institutions) ................................................................. 1.00
Somos/We Are : Five Contemporary Cuban Poets .................................................... 50
The Tupamaros : Urban Guerillas of Uruguay by Carlos Nunez................................50
Communitas : An Urban Community Journal published in Vancouver...............25
Anarchist Black Cross Magazine (Precious Lawlessness and

Sane Environments) .......................................................................................... 35
Inside Story : British Liberation Journal issue on “Phone Phreaks” ................... 60
How to Make a Killing : A Preliminary Report concerning Canadian

economic involvement with the Pentagon and the War
in Indochina, published by Project Anti-War at
McGill University ......................................................................................... 1.25

BOOKS
Anarchism by Daniel Guerin with introduction by Noam Chomsky................ 2.70
Why is Canada in Vietnam ? by Claire Culhane ............................................. 1.50
Marxism & Philosophy by Karl Korsch ............... ............................................. 3.25
Women Unite ! from the Canadian Women’s Educational Press........................ 3.00
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MOTHER WAS
NOT A PERSON

edited by
Margret Andersen

This book is an anthology of writings by
Montreal women. It deals with the politics,
poetry, educational and related dimensions of
women in our society. It is mandatory reading
for the general public in Canada, as we are
flooded with books on women from the USA.

Dr. Margret Andersen teaches at Loyola
College in Montreal. Her previous work in­
cludes Paul Claudel et d’Allemagne. Contribu­
tors to Mother Was Not A Person include Mar­
lene Dixon, Lise Fortier, Katherine Walters,
Christine Garside, Lilian Reinblatt, Mary Melfi
and Lucia Kowaluk. This book was published
with Content Publishers.
274 pages I Hardcover $9.95 I Paperback $5.95

BLACK ROSE BOOKS No. D7

THE POLITICAL
ECONOMY OF
THE STATE
Canada/Quebec/U3A.

edited by
Dimitrios Roussopoulos

This new book subjects the State in our
society to a rigourous examination. Both the
enormous growth of the State bureaucracy
and the myth of its neutrality in social and
economic affairs is carefully studied. Rick
Deaton in “The Fiscal Crisis of the State in
Canada”, deals with the whole range of activi­
ties in the public sector as well as the enor­

mous growth of the Federal State, while B. Roy
Lemoine in “The Growth of the State in Que­
bec” examines the new role and function of the
State since the “quiet revolution”. Graeme
Nicholson in “Authority and the State” studies
the relationship of authoritarian patterns of
behaviour and hierachical institutions which
are inter-laced with the State at their highest
expression, while John and Margaret Rown-
tree in “Revolution in the Metropolis” submit
a major essay that pulls many of the themes
of the book together. Finally Lome Huston
comments on the effect of Local Initiative Pro­
jects and Opportunities for Youth grants on
citizens groups.

The Political Economy of the State begins an
important new approach to the study of govern­
ment and society which political science has
ignored for a very long time.
200 pages / Hardcover $8.95 / Paperback $2.95
Publication Date : February 1973
BLACK ROSE BOOKS No. D8

Am THE
OCTOBER CRISIS

edited by Dan Daniels
This book is a collection of some of the most

perceptive essays published on an event which
shook the whole country. It looks at the 1970
October crisis from a number of vantage points.
Included is the widely acclaimed essay by Fred
Caloren, “The War Measures Act and the Poli­
tics of Functionalism”, “The Roots of Ex­
tremism : State Capitalism in Canada” by Jim
Harding, “The Urban Guerillas and the Crisis
in the Western Hemisphere” and “Revolution­
ary Strategy in Quebec and the Role of the
Avant-Garde” give a documentary flavour to
the subject-matter. Peter Katadotis deals with
the question of the relationship between the 
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citizens movement in Montreal, FRAP, the FLQ
and Mayor Jean Drapeau, while Herbert Marx
gives a detailed legal background to the War
Measures Act. Gdrald Godin, one of those
arrested, writes on how it feels to be a prisoner
of war.

In addition to other essays, the book in­
cludes a preface, an epilogue and the poetry
of Paul Chamberland, Gerald Godin, and Gas­
ton Miron in both French and English.
134 pages / Hardcover $7.95 I Paperback $2.25
Publication Date : May 1973

BLACK ROSE BOOKS No. D9

WS CANADIAN
GENOCIDE
MACHINE
The Pacification
©ft North

by Robert Davis
and Mark Zannis

The two authors examine the Canadian North
thoroughly with a documentation that is im­
pressive. This book will shock. It assesses the
impact of such activities as “Project Chariot”,
‘‘Icefield Ranges Project”, the work of the
“Defence Research Board”, and the Depart­
ment of Health and Welfare.

The role of the courts, legal profession, the
RCMP are all critically observed as to their
negative influence on the native people and
their economy. The question of "scientific’
planning by various institutions like the Arctic
Institute of North America is also examined in
the light of the United Nations Convention on
Genocide.
500 pages I Hardcover $9.95 / Paperback $2.95
Publication Date : April 1973
BLACK ROSE BOOKS No. DIO

QUEBEC
LABOUR STRIKES

edited by BRB Collective
Since the publication of the widely acclaimed

'"Quebec Labour”, the greatest General Strike
in North American labour history has taken
place. A Common Front of the Confederation
of National Trade Unions, the Quebec Federa­
tion of Labour, and the Quebec Teachers Cor­
poration while in a protracted struggle with
the Quebec government provoked a spontane­
ous revolt of some 350,000 workers in public
service as well as private industry. What are
the facts behind this upheaval ? What has
happened to the labour movement since the
General Strike ? What does the breakaway
CSD trade union represent ? What has happen­
ed to the growing radicalisation of the teachers
union ? How has all this affected the whole
social movement consisting of the multitude of
citizen committees, tenant associations, welfare
recipients, unemployed workers, community
medical and legal clinics and so on? These and
many other related questions are examined in
this thoroughly documented book.
225 pages I Hardcover $9.95 / Paperback $2.95
Publication Date : April 1973
BLACK ROSE BOOKS No. Dll

CANADA
AND RADICAL
SOCIAL CHANGE
edited by
Dimitrios Roussopoulos

This collection of outstanding essays on vari­
ous social questions in Canada are taken from
the radical quarterly journal, OUR GENER­
ATION which was founded in 1961. The
journal, which has the highest circulation
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among the publications of this type in the
country, has made a lasting contribution to the
serious discussion concerning the Canadian
social crisis.

The essays deal with unemployment, youth
politics, poverty, economic continentalism, the
new left, urban renewal, electoralism, and par­
liamentary democracy, and the student revolt.

Contributors include some of our most
outstanding commentators : Fred Caloren, B.
Roy Lemoine, Philip Resnick, Gerry Hunnius,
George Grant, Jim Harding, Evelyn Dumas,
Mel Watkins, Jim Laxer, Christian Bay, and
many others.
250 pages / Hardcover $9.95 /Paperback $2.95
Publication Date : June 1975
BLACK ROSE BOOKS No. D12

by Ida Mett
with a preface by
Murray Bookchin

The full story at last of the monumental
1921 events: the first workers’ uprising against
the Soviet bureaucracy. This book contains
hitherto unavailable documents and a biblio­
graphy.

The book is in effect a different kind of
history. It is written from a perspective that is
concerned with the people as the primary social
force in changing society and not leaders, con­
ventions, manifestos and the like.

Murray Bookchin puts this recently translat­
ed book from the French into its contemporary
setting.
100 pages / Paperback $1.45

BLACK ROSE BOOKS No. B3

rm
NIGGERS BURN!
Racism in Canada
The Sir Qeorge Williams
Affair and its
Caribbean Aftermath
edited by Dennis Forsythe

From the black point of view, Dennis For­
sythe, who teaches sociology at Sir George Wil­
liams University has edited a collection of
essays by other blacks which include: the
problems of the black immigrant, the back­
ground to the “Anderson Affair” at Sir George
Williams and what happened and the subse­
quent upheaval in the Caribbean area.

These and other essays in the book con­
tribute to the publication of an important book
in the growing literature of social criticism in
Canada.

Contributors include: Delisle Worrell, Ber­
tram Boldon, Leroi Butcher, Carl Lumumba,
Roosevelt Williams, and Rawle R. Frederick.
200 pages / Hardcover $6.45 / Paperback $245
BLACK ROSE BOOKS No. B4

QUEBEC LABOUR
Preface by Marcel Pepin,
president of the CNTU

What is the Confederation of National Trade
Unions (CNTU) in Quebec ? How did it de­
velop from its Catholic origins into a mass
militant trade union movement representing
250,000 workers ? How does the CNTU differ
from the AFL-CIO affiliated Quebec Federa­
tion of Labour ? How did the CNTU move
beyond collective bargaining to become a uni­
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que trade movement in North America ? What
is the CNTU’s SECOND FRONT and what
has been its effect in radicalizing both the
organised labour force in Quebec and the
Kking population in general ?

Why has the CNTU now adopted a uniquely
anti-imperialist, socialist, and workers’ control
policy ? What is the relationship of the CNTU
lo the national liberation movement in Quebec ?
How does the CNTU analyse the "Quiet Revo­
lution’ ?

These and other questions are dealt with in
this book, the content of which include :

A long historical introduction, the official
translation of the document of the SECOND
FRONT, and the exclusive official translation
of the historic, “Ne comptons que sur nos pro-
pres moyens”.
224 pages I Hardcover $7.95 I Paperback $2.95
BLACK ROSE BOOKS No. C6

THE LESSONS OF THE SPANISH
REVOLUTION
BY VERNON RICHARDS

The struggle In Spain (1936-1939) which was pro­
voked by the rising military, aided and abetted by
weathy landowners and industrialists as well as by
the Church, has generally been regarded In pro­
gressive circles outside Spain as a struggle between
fascism and democracy, democracy being repre­
sented by the Popular Front government which had
been victorious in the general elections of February
1936. Such an interpretation is the narrowest possi­
ble.

It was the revolutionary movement in Spain —
the syndicalist movement — which took up Franco’s
challenge on July 19, 1936 not as supporters of the
Popular Front government but in the name of social
revolution. This book is all about this revolution.
011/240 pages SBN 900384 00 X SBN 900384 01 8

Hardcover $6.95 Paperback $3.95

THE CRISIS OF BRITISH SOCIALISM
BY KEN COATES

After the 1970 defeat of the Wilson Government,
the future of the Labour Movement appears more
than a little bleak. Rapidly falling membership, fi-
nanciil crisis, widespread loss of morale, serious
disputes separating the major trade unions from the
political leadership : ail these difficulties reflect a
deeper malaise. The Labour Party has lost its way.

Whatever its future as a political force, whether or
not it is capable of resuming office, the socialist
basis of its traditional philosophy has become more
and more obviously incompatible with the short-run
policies which have become the mainstay of its
practical strategy. This book assesses the “Wilson
years”.
012/243 pages SBN 85124 0097

Hardcover $9.95

A TRADE UNION STRATEGY
EDITED BY KEN COATES

This book is a translation of the Workers’ Control
programme adopted by the Belgian trade union
movement (FGTB) at their 1971 congress. It is the
only book in English that highlights the major ad­
vances being made by a trade union centre that has
often blazed a path for the whole of European trade
unionism. Ken Coates outlines the Belgian situation,
M.B. Brown deals with the public accountability of
companies, and Louis de Brouckere deals with how
workers’ control can be set up.
013/149 pages SBN 85124 023 2

Hardcover $4.95

ESSAYS ON IMPERIALISM
BY MICHAEL BARRAT BROWN

There are four major essays, “A Critique of Marxist
Theories of Imperialism", "The Stages of Imperia­
lism”, “Imperialism and Working Class Interests in
the Developed Countries”, and “The E.E.C. and
Neo-Colonialism in Africa”. The essays are a major
intervention into the debate between Sweezy, Jalee,
Magdoff and Mandel, among others, as to whether
capitalist countries will remain united in their joint
efforts to exploit the Third World, or split into war­
ring competitive factions. Barrat Brown argues that
both views have limitations.
014/163 pages SBN 85124 024 0

Hardcover $9.95

ESSAYS ON INDUSTRIAL
DEMOCRACY
BY KEN COATES

The publication of these essays, “Democracy and
Workers’ Control”, “Wage Slaves” and “Is Social­
ism Possible ?”, has been the object of wide dis­
cussion and contributes to the developing movement
for workers’ control. These essays discuss In practi­
cal terms the relationship between the struggle for
extension of democratic control within the place of
work and the struggle for socialism In the society
as a whole.
015/64 pages SBN 85124 025 9

Hardcover $3.50
SBN 85124 026 7
Paperback $2.00
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THE ANATOMY OF BANKRUPTCY
BY ROBIN MURRAY

This professional economist makes a careful analy­
sis of the concept of viability, and explores the dis­
tinction between unprofitability and bankruptcy in a
capitalist economy, the difference between the ‘real’
and the financial aspects of a company, and the
inability of the market to obtain the most efficient
allocation of resources. The book examines the total
social costs of closure, but demonstrates how a
capitalist government is bound to give first priority
to the restoration of the rate of profit by devaluing
capital stock and undermining the bargaining power
of the trade union. The author describes an alterna­
tive strategy in terms of “Workers’ Control versus
Market Rationality.”
016/83 pages SBN 85124 027 5 SBN 85124 028 3

Hardcover $4.50 Paperback $2.75

THE GEOGRAPHY OF EMPIRE
BY KEITH BUCHANAN
Prof. Buchanan documents in this book the vast
extent and the manner of American penetration of
the economies, societies and cultures of the world.
The three essays in this book cover the Vietnamiza-
tion of the world, the intellectual pillage of the Third
World and the economic pattern of Empire. It con­
tains 18 maps and diagrams.
017/64 pages SBN 85124 029 1 SBN 85124 030 5

Hardcover $4.50 Paperback $2.75

FROM LABOURISM TO SOCIALISM
The Political Economy of Labour in the 1970’s
BY MICHAEL BARRAT BROWN

The new industrial revolution, the nature and im­
plications of which are studied here in detail, creates
both the necessity and the opportunity for an ad­
vance towards socialism. This is on the agenda for
the 1970s; and presents the greatest challenge for
the British Labour Movement. The book argues that
a Party committed to social ownership and control
and based on the Trade Union Movement, as the
Labour Party is, can, with the extension of internal
democracy, become an instrument for radical social
change. But this, the author insists, implies the
pressing of every reform with the fully mobilised
power of the people right up to and beyond the
limits imposed by capitalism. This book demon­
strates how all the predictions of Crosland’s “The
Future of Socialism” which so influenced the Labour
Party have proved erroneous. Now his critics must
be heard.
018/265 pages Hardcover: $10.00

SOCIALISM AND THE
ENVIRONMENT
MALCOLM CALDWELL, KEN COATES
ROBERT JUNGK, K.W. KAPP and
COLIN STONEMAN

Socialists need to elaborate an aqqressiva
gy, calculated to present the bills for the dS.
and waste of capitalism to those who have incurrpd
them, and to prepare the ground for an alterna
society. It is perfectly clear however that thp
struggle against pollution, the problems raised bv
ecologists combine to challenge not only the per­
formance of our given economic system, but also
the traditional socialist critique of that system
019/200 pages Hardcover : $6.50

CAN THE WORKERS RUN
INDUSTRY ?
KEN COATES, EDITOR

Who controls the economy ? What are the levers
for change ? Conditions and plans in specific in­
dustries. What is the way forward ? These are some
of the notions examined by the contributors of this
excellent paperback. Set in the context of the Brit­
ish economy which is staggering from one crisis to
another, the issue of industrial democracy looms
great. The aim of this book is to show that the best
cure is to involve the workers actively and vitally in
the process of making decisions. In this volume,
trade union leaders, shop stewards, university
teachers and political leaders present their views
and their plans for the future.
020/250 pages Paperback $2.45

THE BOLSHEVIKS AND WORKERS’
CONTROL 1917-21
BY MAURICE BRINTON

Workers’ control is again widely discussed and
widely researched. This book has two aims. It seeks
to contribute new factual material to the current
discussion on workers’ control. And it attempts a
new kind of analysis of the fate of the Russian
Revolution. The two objectives, as will be shown,
are inter-related.

An impressive array of documentation is brought
to bear on how the Bolshevik State related to the
whole question of self-management in revolutionary
Russia. Sources are used which have never before
been so inter-related and interpreted within such a
profound analysis. This book has great significance
today especially for those who are interested in a
historical understanding of the question of a de­
mocracy of participation and popular control.
02/100 pages Paperback $1.75
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I
NGS IN AMERICAN
IALISM
BY K.T. FANN & DONALD C. HODGES

a’s increasing involvement in the affairs

countries has led many to question her

is and purposes in defending interests

his selection of essays examines the theory
alism inherent in capitalism, and discusseseconomic and political • involvement in___ ...nerica, and its effects on Third World

I countries. Also discussed is the reaction to and
■ Assets of U.S. imperialism in the home country, and
= -eaeefons of Third World spokesmen. Articles by

rttodore Dos Santos, Conor Cruise O’Brien, Paul
■ Barren, Harry Magdoff, Paul Sweezy, Fidel Castro,
.Lina Pao, and Che Guevara, among others, provide

a ^comprehensive view of what many consider a
tess'c policy inherent in this kind of social and
•economic structure which is antithetical to world-
vidtie cooperation and human development.
*5 I 384 pages / paperback $4.95 I $8.95 hardcover
Eittending Horizons Series

DIIALECTICAL SOCIOLOGY
THE SOCIOLOGY OF GEORGES GURVITCH
BYY PHILIP BOSSEMAN
‘This book introduces readers to the work of the

errninent French sociologist Georges Gurvitch. The
2—’-hor traces the intellectual development of Gur-
vSch, and describes his sociological theory. Among
G.i.rvitch’s contributions to the field of sociology

his observations about how innovation and
social change occur, and his synthesis of sociology,
b’fstory, and philosophy, using a dialectic method.
Thhe all-encompassing quality of his viewpoint is of
c’Jtmost importance to the unification of knowlelge.
077 / 320 pages I hardcover $8.95
Emending Horizons Series

□rediction

MARX AND KEYNES :
tthe limits of the mixed economy
88Y PAUL MATTICK

M The Keynesian hypothesis presumes to answer
ccontemporary needs for a more stable and more
ejxtended economic structure. Mattick weighs these
rresources and materials against Marx’s prediction

the inherent decline and collapse of capitalism,
aana views Keynes’ mixed economy as a temporary

ern..’ncaPab,e °f solving the inherent difficulties
mr u?p,ta,*srn- His work.deals with all the significant

fS P°^tical economy: capital formation,
likm lVorei9n trade, imperialism, and neo-colonial-
fKpv • autbor’s sure grasp of both Marxist and
•sit7?eSia«n theory a,,ows a clear and incisive expo-
•as v? ii the’r common features and divergences
innr 6 as .their relevance to historical and contem-

oa ary outlines the political economy.
04 / 364 pages / hardcover $7.95
lending Horizons Series

EXPLORING NONVIOLENT
ALTERNATIVES
BY GENE SHARP

Society has been conditioned to look upon violent
means of change as the only effective method of
reconstructing society. This is historically inaccur­
ate, as nonviolence has often been used, with vary­
ing degrees of success, to effect changes in the
human condition. Dr. Sharp’s book is a basic in­
troduction to the technique of non-violence and
noncooperation, its previous uses, its successes
and failures, and the need for further study. Design­
ed for the layman interested in furthering his know­
ledge as well as for the professor seeking course
information, the book includes an extensive anno­
tated bibliography, a series of 36 problems for further
research and exploration, an annotated list of 85
cases of nonviolent action, and a suggested pro­
gram of study for eight courses on the subject.
05 / 160 pages / paperback $3.25 / $4.95 hardcover
Extending Horizons Series

THE BLACK REVOLT
EDITED BY FLOYD B. BARBOUR

“Perhaps I as a person and we as a people are
currently passing through a needed stage of pur­
gatory. We burn in our awakening to our blackness
and in our ability to rejoice in ourselves for being
ourselves.’’ — editor’s introduction.

Essays by authors from Nat Turner to Stokely
Carmichael trace the concept of black power from
past to present. Contributors include Leroi Jones,
Chuck Stone, Malcolm X, Nathan Wright Jr., Ade­
laide Cromwell Hill, Charles V. Hamilton, and Bryon
Rushing. A bibliography and appendix of documents
complete this important history of the past and
present of Black Power. The essays have been
proclaimed by educators and members of the black
community for their honesty and the reality of their
perceptions. The text is being used in colleges and
universities.
08 / 288 pages / hardcover $6.95
Extending Horizons Series

ANTHROPOLOGY AND HUMAN
NATURE
BY M.G. ASHLEY MONTAGU

The essays in this book deal with the basic theme
of anthropology as the bridge between science and
the humanities. Chapters relate anthropology to
human nature, race, medicine, sexual development,
crime, and other aspects of civiliazation. This work
also contains a complete bibliography of Montagu’s
books and articles on anthropology, a “working”
bibliography for further reading, and an “idea”
index.
09 / 390 pages I hardcover $7.00
Extending Horizons Series
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MARXISM AND FREEDOM
BY RAYA DUNAYEVSKAYA
PREFACE BY HARRY McSHANE

This book has appeared in Italian, French and
Japanese translations. A new British edition was
published in 1971. In a preface to the first Ameri­
can edition, Herbert Marcuse wrote: "Dunayve-
skaya’s book goes beyond the previous interpre­
tations. It shows not only that Marxist economics
and politics are throughout philosophy, but that the
latter is from the beginning economics and politics.”
03/378 pages Paperback $5.00

MUTUAL AID
BY PETER KROPOTKIN

This book is perhaps the most famous of Kropot­
kin’s works. It is a classic. The perspective it offers
has slowly but steadily made its way, and, indeed,
we are not far removed from the time when it will
become part of the generally accepted cannon of
evolutionary biology. It is a work that is constantly
out of print, and is always being reprinted.

Mutual Aid deals with the evolution of mankind
from the point of view which stresses the import­
ance of co-operation in humanity’s survival. It does
not do so by excluding the ideas of Darwin, but as
a corrective to them. This book also includes "The
Struggle for Existence” by Thomas H. Huxley.
010/362 pages Paperback $3.00 Hardcover $6.00
Extending Horizons Series

THE STATE : Its Historic Role
BY PETER KROPOTKIN

This anarchist classic, long out of print and still
in great demand was first to be delivered as a lecture
in Paris in March 1896. Kropotkin however, when he
landed in France on his way from London was re­
fused entry. The book develops the thesis of how the
State grew over decades into its modern form. It
deals in particular with the conflict between the free
cities in the Middle Ages and the growing power of
central states.
021/56 pages Paperback $1.75

ABC OF ANARCHISM
BY ALEXANDER BERKMAN

This classic has also been out of print for some
time. First published in 1929, and again in 1936,
1942, 1945, 1964, 1968 it has a very wide appeal.
This edition has a new introduction by Peter Newell.
The book deals with such questions as — Is Anarch­
ism Violence ? What is Anarchism? Is Anarchy Possi­
ble ? Will Communist Anarchism Work ? Why Revo­
lution ? The Idea is the Thing, Preparation, Organi­
sation of Labour, Principles and Practice, Consump­
tion and Exchange, Production, and Defence.
022/86 pages Paperback $1.75

MALATESTA Life and Ideas
EDITED BY VERNON RICHARDS

Writers and social historians are unanimous in
considering Errico Malatesta (1853-1932) to be the
outstanding anarchist agitator since Bakunin but
they almost all overlook the fact that he also was
one of the most original and realistic of anarchist
thinkers, and one who expressed his ideas with
clarity and conciseness.

The editor has extracted the principal arguments
from several hundred articles and classified them
under twenty-seven subject headings. The second
part of this volume offers notes for a biography,
and the third part assesses the relevance of Ma­
latesta today. The appendices include the text of
Malatesta’s articles against the First World War, and
his long article on Kropotkin.

01/311 pages Hardcover $5.50
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OUR GENERATION
Founded in the Fall of 1961, OUR
GENERATION has evolved a radical
analysis revelant to our industrial/tech-
nological society. Begining with the re­
lations between nation-states in the age
of the super-bomb, to the dimensions and
nature of social revolution, the journal
attempts from a libertarian socialist
perspective to be of service to people who
want to persue an inter-related range of
social questions. The Montreal and
Toronto Editorial collectives of OUR
GENERATION seek to encourage re­
search and social analysis in the areas of
critical social theory, the development of
the respective social and national liber­
ation movements in Quebec and Canada,
and a radical analysis of industrial
societies in general.

Write to :

OUR GENERATION
3934 rue St. Urbain
Montreal 131
Quebec, Canada
Telephone : 514/844-4076
Four Issues : individuals $5.00/institution $10.00

NAME 

ADDRESS 
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And speaking of research that’s a real bargain . .. There s Peace Press.

The ICDP (International Confederation for Disarmament and Peace, London, England,
of which Our Generation is a member) publishes monthly or bi-monthly a mimeographed
newssheet, about 15-20 pages long which compiles from world sources (this is particularly
good for us North Americans) information on world areas of conflict or topics of vital
interest. Dealing from a radical peace perspective, the sources of information include
Le Monde, Amnesty International, and official U.S. State Department bulletins. The last 3
issues (all bi-monthlies) were on, respectively. Czechoslovakia, Iran and the Phillipines
(the next Vietnam ?). Past issues have dealt with Northern Ireland, the U.S. use of Grand
Juries, new methods of surveillance, and the Quebec Liberation Movement.

We urge our readers to avail themselves of this material. The cost is only $4 a year
for surface mail, and $8 for airmail ; and since the material does not become dated quickly
surface mail is appropriate in most cases. An index of all bulletins published since 1968
is available from our office. The ICDP is at 6 Endsliegh St, London W.C.I.

* * * *

Two authors whose writing we carry in the literature department were in Montreal
recently. Selma James spoke along with Maria Della Costa at a feminist conference the
first weekend in May, and Ms. James spoke again at another feminist conference June 1.
We have on hand “Women and the Power of Subversion in the Community” by Maria
Della Costa with comments by Selma James both in a pamphlet from England and slightly
abridged in an issue of Radical America.

Maurice Brinton whose thoroughly documented Bolsheviks and Workers’ Control, 1917-
21 deals with workers take-over of their own plants during 1917 and their subsequent re­
pression by the Bolsheviks, was in Montreal for a few days around June 5. The editors
were fortunate in being able to meet with him, as were a group of Caribbean revolution­
aries who have been using Brinton's book in their study groups for the past year.

★ * * *

May 5 and 6 saw an anarchist conference, first of its kind, held in Toronto attended by
120 people. Questions and discussion showed clearly that there is a great deal of interest
in both the theory and practice of anarchism. Several editors played a prominent role in
organizing and leading the conference. A follow-up one-day meeting was held June 2 in
Toronto. Interest can be pursued by contacting the Toronto or Montreal editorial groups.
A week long summer camp is being planned for liberation revolutionaries for the end of
August in the Laurentians. For those interested, please write us.

Coming ! Next issue of OUR GENERATION Sept. ’73 Vol 9 #3

EDUCATION AND MISEDUCATION
articles on :

— the financing of post secondary schools
— critiques of government policy statements
— radical strategies for universities
— the crisis of the student
— syndicalization of teachers






